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Notice of Commencement – October 23, 2018
Circulation Lists
Review Agencies
x
x
x
x
x
x

Department of Fisheries and Oceans
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
Ministry of Environment, Climate Change, and Parks
Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries
Ministry of Transportation Ontario
Infrastructure Ontario

Key Stakeholders
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Crosslinx Transit Solutions - Eglinton Crosstown Light Rail Transit
City of Toronto – Golden Mile Secondary Plan
Metrolinx – Stouffville Expansion
Toronto Transit Commission – Scarborough Subway Expansion
University of Toronto Scarborough
Hydro One Networks Inc.
Toronto Zoo
Rouge National Urban Park
Parks Canada
The W. Garfield Weston Foundation
Hydro One Networks Inc.

Local Politicians (Federal and Provincial)
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Gary Anandasangaree, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Rouge Park
The Honourable Bill Blaire, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Southwest
Nathaniel Erskine-Smith, Member of Parliament – Beaches-East York
The Honourable John McKay, Member of Parliament – Scarborough-Guildwood
Yasmin Ratansi, Member of Parliament – Don Valley East
Salma Zahid, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Centre
Doly Begum, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough Southwest
Rima Berns-McGown, Member of Provincial Parliament – Beaches-East York
Michael Coteau, Member of Provincial Parliament – Don Valley East
Mitzie Hunter, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough-Guildwood
Christina Maria-Mitas, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough Centre
Vijay Thanigasalam, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough-Rouge Park
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City of Toronto Councillors
x
x
x
x

Paul Ainslie, Ward 24 – Scarborough-Guildwood
Jennifer McKelvie, Ward 25 – Scarborough-Rouge Park
Denzil Minnan-Wong, Ward 16 – Don Valley East
Michael Thompson, Ward 21 – Scarborough Centre

Indigenous Communities
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Curve Lake First Nation
Hiawatha First Nation
Huron-Wendat Nation
Mississaugas of Alderville First Nation
Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
Williams Treaties First Nations Coordinator

Newspapers and Subscriber Lists
x
x

The North York Mirror
The Scarborough Mirror

x
x

The formal Meadoway twitter handle (@TheMeadoway)
The Meadoway website subscriber list
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Notice of Completion – December 12, 2019
Circulation Lists
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x
x
x
x
x
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Ministry of Environment, Climate Change, and Parks
Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries
Ministry of Transportation Ontario
Infrastructure Ontario

Key Stakeholders
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Crosslinx Transit Solutions - Eglinton Crosstown Light Rail Transit
City of Toronto – Golden Mile Secondary Plan
Metrolinx – Stouffville Expansion
Toronto Transit Commission – Scarborough Subway Expansion
University of Toronto Scarborough
Hydro One Networks Inc.
Toronto Zoo
Rouge National Urban Park
Parks Canada
The W. Garfield Weston Foundation
Hydro One Networks Inc.

Local Politicians (Federal and Provincial)
x
x
x
x
x
x

Gary Anandasangaree, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Rouge Park
The Honourable Bill Blaire, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Southwest
Nathaniel Erskine-Smith, Member of Parliament – Beaches-East York
The Honourable John McKay, Member of Parliament – Scarborough-Guildwood
Yasmin Ratansi, Member of Parliament – Don Valley East
Salma Zahid, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Centre

x
x
x
x
x
x

Doly Begum, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough Southwest
Rima Berns-McGown, Member of Provincial Parliament – Beaches-East York
Michael Coteau, Member of Provincial Parliament – Don Valley East
Mitzie Hunter, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough-Guildwood
Christina Maria-Mitas, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough Centre
Vijay Thanigasalam, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough-Rouge Park
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City of Toronto Councillors
x
x
x
x
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Denzil Minnan-Wong, Ward 16 – Don Valley East
Michael Thompson, Ward 21 – Scarborough Centre

Indigenous Communities
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Curve Lake First Nation
Hiawatha First Nation
Huron-Wendat Nation
Mississaugas of Alderville First Nation
Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
Williams Treaties First Nations Coordinator

Newspapers and Subscriber Lists
x
x
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x
x
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The Meadoway website subscriber list
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Notice of Completion
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule C
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has completed The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, Schedule C (Class EA). The study was carried out following the requirements for and in
accordance with Schedule C projects under the Municipal Class EA process.

Project Background
Encompassing over 200 hectares and spanning 16 linear kilometres, The Meadoway will transform the existing hydro
corridor between the Don River ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a revitalized linear green space with restored
meadow habitat and a multi-use trail network.
A total of 10 kilometres of fragmented multi-use trails are located within the corridor, leaving gaps within the network of
approximately six (6) kilometres. The planning, design, and implementation of the remaining six (6) kilometres of the
multi-use trail and potential bridge crossings is following the Class EA process.
An Environmental Study Report (ESR) has been prepared and is available for a 45-day review period from December
12, 2019 to January 26, 2020. The ESR can be accessed online at www.themeadoway.ca and is available for review in
hard copy during normal business hours at the following
review locations:
Toronto City Clerk’s Office
City Clerk’s Office, Registry Services
City Hall, 1st Floor West
100 Queen Street West
Toronto ON M5H 2N2
416-392-7063
Toronto Public Library – Bendale Branch
1515 Danforth Road
Scarborough ON M1J 1H5
416-396-8910
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (Head Office)
101 Exchange Avenue
Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
416-661-6600
*Please call or check online to confirm hours of operation.
Interested persons may provide written comments to TRCA
Project Manager within the 45-day review period.
Comments should be directed to:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, TRCA
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
If concerns regarding this project remain unresolved after consulting with the Ministry of Environment, Conservation, and
Parks (MECP) a Part II Order can be requested. Part II Order requests must be written and received by the Minister,
with a copy to TRCA Project Manager, at the following address within 45 days following the date of this Notice:
Minister
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
11th Floor
77 Wellesley Street West
Toronto ON M7A 2T5
Minister.mecp@ontario.ca

Director, Environmental Assessment and Permissions Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
135 St. Clair Avenue West, 1st Floor
Toronto ON M4V 1P5
enviropermissions@ontario.ca

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. All comments will
become part of the public record. Unless you request that your personal information remain confidential, all personal information
included in a Part II Order request is available to the general public under the authority of the Environmental Assessment Act and/or
s.37 of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. For more information, please contact the Ministry’s Freedom of
Information and Privacy Coordinator at 416-846-2846.

Issue Date: December 12, 2019
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Appendix A2. Public Consultation
Public Event #1 – April 24, 2019 (Phase 1ĂŶĚWŚĂƐĞϮ)
Public Notices
Agenda and Handouts
Information Panels
Presentation Materials
Minutes and Summaries
Feedback and Correspondence

Public Event #2 – June 26, 2019 (Phase 2)
Public Notices
Information Panels
Feedback and Correspondence

Public Event #3 – October 23, 2019 (Phase 3)
Public Notices
Agenda and Handouts
Information Panels
Presentation Materials
Minutes and Summaries
Feedback and Correspondence

General Correspondence
Social Media
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Public Event #1 – April 24, 2019 (Phase 1ĂŶĚWŚĂƐĞϮͿ
Public Notices
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Register & attend the
Caregiver Show for your chance to win!
FREE ADMISSION!

Visit caregivershow.ca for more details

$300 Value
Includes an Amazon Fire 7 Tablet

NOTICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1

Remember making calls with this?

The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (The Meadoway Class EA) will facilitate the creation of a multi-use trail network within
the Gatineau hydro-electric corridor. Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is hosting the first public information centre (PIC) for The Meadoway
Class EA. Please join us to learn more about the project and provide your feedback.
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1
Wednesday, April 24, 2019
Centennial College Event Centre – Winter/Fall & Vista Rooms (8th Floor)
937 Progress Avenue, Scarborough, ON M1G 3T8
Open House: 6:15 p.m. – 9:00 p.m.
Presentations, followed by a Q&A: 7:00 p.m.
Background
Encompassing over 200 hectares and spanning 16 linear kilometres, the
vision for The Meadoway is to transform the existing hydro corridor between
the Don River ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a revitalized linear
green space with restored meadow habitat and a multi-use trail network.
A total of 10 kilometres of fragmented multi-use trails are located within the
corridor, leaving gaps within the network of approximately six (6) kilometres.
The planning, design, and implementation of the remaining six (6)
kilometres of the multi-use trail and potential bridge crossings is following
the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Schedule C process.
In compliment to The Meadoway Class EA, a “visualization toolkit” is being
created and will include conceptual renderings, sketches, animations and
other tools to help visualize the look and feel of The Meadoway.

A lot has changed over the years.
Noticed a change in your hearing?
Test your Ears at 60 Years! The National Campaign for Better Hearing invites you
to discover the status of your hearing with a FREE hearing test at our sponsor
location below. Call today to book your FREE test!

Downsview 951 Wilson Avenue Unit 16-1C | Call Rochelle at

Formerly

THE NATIONAL CAMPAIGN FOR

Clinics in: Don Mills | North York | Sheppard East | Yonge & Lawrence | York Mills
Each hearing test performed helps another Canadian through the Give Back program so Pass The Test, Pass It On!
(find out more at campaignforbetterhearing.ca/RememberWhen). No-cost hearing tests are provided to adults ages
19 and older. Child hearing tests are conducted at select locations for a fee, please contact us more information.

BETTER
HEARING

Promo Code
NSP-CFBHT-NYMR

For further information on the project or to provide comments please contact:
Corey Wells, Project Manager,
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Phone: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
Email: info@themeadoway.ca • Website: www.themeadoway.ca
If you require accommodation in order to participate in this event, please contact us to discuss your accommodation requirements.
Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
unless otherwise stated in the submission, any personal information such as name, address, telephone number and
property location included in a submission will become part of the public record files for this matter and will be released,
if requested, to any person.

toronto.com

1-866-278-9133

PROUD SPONSOR

We would like to hear from you
This will be the first of 3 public meetings for The Meadoway Class EA. At this stage of the project we will be seeking your input on:
• Guiding objectives
• Proposed criteria to evaluate the preliminary alternative trail alignments
• Existing conditions within the project study area
• The preliminary visualization toolkit
• Preliminary alternative trail alignments for the existing gaps in the corridor trail network

View this email in your browser

Notice of Public Meeting
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is hosting a public meeting
for The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
– Schedule C (The Meadoway Class EA). The meeting will also include a
visioning workshop for The Meadoway Visualization Toolkit - a set of
conceptual tools that will amplify and celebrate the immense potential of The
Meadoway. Please join us to learn more and to provide your feedback on The
Meadoway Class EA.

Meeting Details
Wednesday, April 24, 2019
Centennial College Event Centre Winter/Fall & Vista Rooms (8th Floor)
937 Progress Avenue, Scarborough
Open House: 6:15 – 9:00 p.m.
Presentations, followed by a Q&A: 7:00 p.m.
This venue is wheelchair accessible. Please contact us to arrange for additional
accommodations
The Meadoway will provide a green east-west link between Rouge National
Urban Park and downtown Toronto, by transforming 16 km of underutilized
greenspace within the hydro corridor into a more cohesive and revitalized
active transportation network and community space. The Meadoway Class EA

will facilitate the planning, design, and implementation of current gaps in the
multi-use trail network.
For further information or to provide comments please contact:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Phone: 416.661.6600 ext. 5233
Email: info@themeadoway.ca

Visit our website

A project of Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (TRCA)

Copyright © 2019 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), All rights reserved.

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list.
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NATURAL
ENVIRONMENT
& EDUCATION

CONNECTIONS

The six overarching guiding principles are the core
elements of the vision for The Meadoway. They will
guide the Class EA, engagement activities, and
restoration for the hydro corridor.

RECREATION

TRANSPORTATION

COMMUNITY
& PUBLIC REALM

BLUEPRINT FOR
REVITALIZATION

The Meadoway Guiding Principles
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91
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The Meadoway aligns with the City of Toronto’s TransformTO Climate Action Strategy
through the development and improvement of active transportation networks, providing
greater access to alternative commuting modes and reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

In addition, a number of large transportation planning initiatives are being planned for
the area and will intersect with The Meadoway, including the Eglinton LRT, the Eglinton
East LRT, the Stouffville GO Expansion, and the Scarborough Subway Extension.

Public transit within the Regional and Local Study Area is provided by TTC Bus Service
and Subway Line 3, GO Transit (Stouffville), and VIA Rail.
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Presented By: Corey M. Wells

The Meadoway & The
Multi-use Trail Class
Environmental
Assessment

• >500 km of transmission
corridors in the Toronto Area
• Entire corridor mown
multiple times a year
• Thick, non-native fescue
grass
• Low biodiversity with poor
ecological and hydrological
function
• Lacks aesthetic appeal

Hydro Corridors Today

The Gatineau Hydro Corridor in Scarborough – The Future Meadoway

Reimagining Corridors – Untapped Potential

Pre-restoration

3 Years post restoration

Improved user experience

• 3.5 km section of the hydro Corridor
• Prior to 2011, a barren ~40 ha area of grass was mowed
eight times annually
• Entire section of corridor restored to meadow habitat,
with trail improvements
• Revitalized the space, reintroduced native vegetation,

But Can It be Done? Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

Builds off of the success of the SCBT
Restores 200 ha of meadow and completes over 16 linear km of
multi-use trail
Establishes a full link between downtown Toronto and Rouge
National Urban Park

The Meadoway – Community Powered Greenspaces

Planning & Design of the
Multi-use Trail via Class
Environmental Assessment

Community Engagement,
Education, & Stewardship

Meadow Restoration

The Meadoway – Core Components

Why Plan a Multi-use Trail?

Looking East at Markham Rd.

Kennedy Rd. to Midland Ave.

The Existing Trail is Fragmented

Highland Creek at Ellesmere Rd. and Military Trail

With Impressive Planning Challenges

TTC Line 3 & GO Stouffville Line (east of Kennedy Rd.)

Both Natural and Man-made

Midland Avenue, a 4-lane, 50 km/h major arterial road

Both Natural and Man-made

• The Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule C framework
• Technical studies to ensure safety and minimize impact
• Meaningful public and stakeholder engagement

4. How are we doing it?

• Identify and evaluate a range of potential multi-use trail alignments and bridge
crossings for sections of the hydro corridor where no trail currently exists
• Select and refine a preferred alignment and connect with existing network

3. Why are we undertaking an EA for The Meadoway?

• Minimize or avoid adverse environmental effects before they occur
• Incorporate environmental factors into decision making
• Provide for meaningful public and stakeholder participation

2. What are the benefits of the EA process?

• A process used to predict environmental effects before project implementation

1. What is an environmental assessment (EA)?

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA

WHAT?

HOW? WHY?

• Formally initiated in October of 2018
• Development of guiding principles, objectives, and
opportunity statements
• Assessment, analysis, and synthesis of existing conditions

Key Phases of The Meadoway Class EA

14

• A range of potential trail alignments for areas where no
trail is present
• Anchored by potential crossings and guided by existing
conditions assessment
• Evaluation of each alignment to a set of objective-based
criteria

Key Phases of The Meadoway Class EA

15

•
•
•
•

S3 - Kennedy Rd. – Thomson Memorial

16 linear kilometre trail
7 sections
4 “Complete”
3 “Incomplete”

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

S5 - Scarborough Golf Club – Neilson Rd.

A Focus on “Incomplete” Sections of the Corridor

In-corridor alignment
Existing infrastructure alignment
Hybrid alignment

Highland Creek

Section 5 – Scarborough Golf Club to Neilson Rd.

In-corridor alignment
Existing infrastructure alignment
Hybrid alignment

Highland Creek

Ellesmere Rd.

Section 5 – Scarborough Golf Club to Neilson Rd.

In-corridor alignment
Existing infrastructure alignment
Hybrid alignment

Hybrid access to ravine

Highland Creek
Highland Creek

Ellesmere Rd.

Section 5 – Scarborough Golf Club to Neilson Rd.

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users

Provide connections

Proposed Objective
Provide a positive user
experience
Protect and enhance
natural features

Capacity to maximize naturalization/restoration of the hydro corridor
Minimizes amount of natural habitat removed/disturbed
Minimizes impact to watercourses
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slopes (e.g. erosion)
Extent of linkages to multi-modal transportation, other trails, and key amenities
Length of new trail connection (related to travel distance and time)
Extent and character of trail that has the ability to minimize potential conflict
between trail users and vehicles along with other user types
Extent of trail that has the ability to meet and/or exceed AAA and AODA for trail
design
Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal security
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
Minimizes potential for operations/maintenance impacts on corridor and roads
Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the corridor as well as
road users
Extent of support/leverage for other infrastructure initiatives
Constructability
Capital cost
Operating and maintenance cost

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•

•

•
•
•
•

•

Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace
Opportunity to provide education and stewardship

Evaluation Criteria

•
•

Objectives-based Evaluation

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users

Provide connections

Proposed Objective
Provide a positive user
experience
Protect and enhance
natural features

Capacity to maximize naturalization/restoration of the hydro corridor
Minimizes amount of natural habitat removed/disturbed
Minimizes impact to watercourses
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slopes (e.g. erosion)
Extent of linkages to multi-modal transportation, other trails, and key amenities
Length of new trail connection (related to travel distance and time)
Extent and character of trail that has the ability to minimize potential conflict
between trail users and vehicles along with other user types
Extent of trail that has the ability to meet and/or exceed AAA and AODA for trail
design
Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal security
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
Minimizes potential for operations/maintenance impacts on corridor and roads
Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the corridor as well as
road users
Extent of support/leverage for other infrastructure initiatives
Constructability
Capital cost
Operating and maintenance cost

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•

•

•
•
•
•

•

Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace
Opportunity to provide education and stewardship

Evaluation Criteria

•
•

Objectives-based Evaluation

Winter 2018

•Goals & Objectives
•Existing Conditions

PHASE 1

•PIC#1 (April 24th)

•Identify & Evaluate
Trail Alignments

Spring 2019

PHASE 2

Looking Ahead

Summer 2019

•Select Preferred
Route
•Evaluate Design
Concepts

•PIC #2 (June)

PHASE 3

•PIC#3 (October)

•Select Concept
•Complete Report
•File for Review

Fall 2019

PHASE 4

2020 - 2021

• Design, Construct
and Monitor

PHASE 5

Presented by: Perkins+Will

Visualization Toolkit
Overview

Transportation

Natural Environment and
Education

The Meadoway will encourage outdoor recreational
opportunities along the trail network or adjacent
spaces, for a wide range of users and communities or
neighbourhoods.

Recreation

Throughout the process and upon implementation, The
Meadoway will serve as a model for how to successfully
revitalize and repurpose hydro corridors in both a local and
international context.

Blueprint for Revitalization

Increasing opportunities for alternative, non-vehicular
modes of transportation within the Greater Toronto Area
will reduce car dependency and equitable access. The
corridor will advance the integration of a multi-modal
transportation system.

The Meadoway will stitch together the surrounding
neighbourhoods, creating new connections and enhancing
existing links. A wide range of public spaces will be
provided for people to socialize, congregate, and support
community events.

A seamless east-west connection should be created to
link Rouge National Urban Park to Downtown Toronto.
The Meadoway will re-establish the original link
between the region’s ravine systems that run northsouth through the corridor.

The restoration and programming of The Meadoway
should increase access for a wide range of users so that
they can explore, learn, and enjoy the urban green
space. It will become a platform for stewardship,
education, and research on natural habitats.

Community + Public Realm

Connections

Guiding Principles

Field Investigation

natural environment

• Many local schools, libraries, community centres, places of worship
• Opportunity to establish important connections between the wider community and the

Existing Conditions: Destinations

Eglinton Crosstown and Eglinton East LRT

• Local multi-modal hubs (Kennedy Station, Scarborough Town Centre, etc.
• Future transit improvements: Scarborough subway, Regional Express Rail (RER),

Existing Conditions: Transit

Path, Rouge Park Vista Trail, etc.)

• Toronto Ten-Year Cycling Plan includes new and improved bike routes
• Connection to trails (East Don River Trail, West Highland Creek Trail, Upper Pan Am

Existing Conditions: Cycling

upgraded to support multi-use trail usage

• 31 road crossings, 1 rail, and 6 creek crossings; lanes of traffic identified
• Important to prioritize pedestrian and cyclist safety as crossings are built or

Existing Conditions: Crossings

trade can be good storytelling opportunities
• Highlight the changes in topography through planting and trails

• Important historical ravines and water bodies that were once used for travel and

Coverage and Topography

Existing Conditions: Ravine

Existing Conditions: Biodiversity

Case Studies

Case Studies

How it all comes together!

East Don Trail to Pharmacy Avenue

Section 1: Bermondsey-Western Gateway

East Don Trail to Pharmacy Avenue

Section 1: Bermondsey-Western Gateway

Pharmacy Avenue to Kennedy Road

Section 2: Massey Wilds

Pharmacy Avenue to Kennedy Road

Section 2: Massey Wilds

Kennedy Road to Thomson Memorial Park

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub

Kennedy Road to Thomson Memorial Park

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub

Thomson Memorial Park to Scarborough Golf Club Road

Section 4: Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

Thomson Memorial Park to Scarborough Golf Club Road

Section 4: Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

Scarborough Golf Club Road to Neilson Road

Section 5: The Ravines

Scarborough Golf Club Road to Neilson Road

Section 5: The Ravines

Neilson Road to Conlins Road

Section 6: 401 – Eastern Entrance

Neilson Road to Conlins Road

Section 6: 401 – Eastern Entrance

Conlins Road to Rouge National Urban Park

Section 7: The Rouge

Conlins Road to Rouge National Urban Park

Section 7: The Rouge

Precedent Imagery
Proposed Zones

(To be read on both sides of the table)

Emerging Vision

Public Visioning Workshop: Today

QR code to scan
with your phone

Draw / interact right
on the map!

Opportunity for Comments
(sticky notes)

Spotlight on meadows / biodiversity

Emoji stickers for
kids to collect!

Interactive Questions (stickers)

On the edges of the map (both sides around the table):

Public Visioning Workshop: Today

Cross Sections

• June 2019
• October 2019

• Public Meeting 2 / 3

• Crossings / Bridges
• Viewpoints
• Etc.

animations

• Producing a set of visuals – renderings and

Next Steps

Questions & Comments

Thank You

Section 3 – Kennedy to Brimley Rd.

Section 5 – Scarborough Golf Club to Neilson Rd.

Section 6 – Neilson to Conlins Rd.

•
•
•
•

S3 - Kennedy Rd. – Thomson Memorial

16 linear kilometre trail
7 sections
4 “Complete”
3 “Incomplete”

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

S5 - Scarborough Golf Club – Neilson Rd.

A Focus on “Incomplete” Sections of the Corridor
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
Environmental Assessment (EA) Public Information Centre #1
Wednesday, April 24, 2019
6:15pm – 9:00pm
Centennial College Progress Campus – Winter/Fall and Vista Rooms, 937 Progress Road,
Scarborough, ON
Staff Attendees: Miriam Bart (Dillion Consulting), Karla Kolli (Dillon Consulting), Paul Kulig
(Perkins+Will), Clint Langevin (Perkins+Will), Eunice Wong (Perkins+Will), Katie Turnbull
(TRCA), John Stille (TRCA), Sue Hayes (TRCA), Sheila Boudreaux (TRCA), Colin Love (TRCA),
Kate Goodale (TRCA), Derek Edwards (TRCA), Lisa Turnbull (TRCA), Violetta Savage (TRCA),
Corey Wells (TRCA), Celene Mariano (TRCA), Ruthanne Henry (City of Toronto), Richard
Ubbens (City of Toronto)
MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Derek Edwards provided opening remarks, introduced City of Toronto Councillors, Members of
Parliament and Provincial Parliament, and project partners (City of Toronto, Hydro One, and The
W. Garfield Weston Foundation). Derek also recognized Treaty Lands of Indigenous groups.
Lisa Turnbull welcomed everyone to the first Public Information Centre (PIC) for The Meadoway
Class EA and thanked everyone for attending. L. Turnbull introduced herself and explained her
role as a facilitator at the PIC and within the Project as Senior Manager, followed by a brief
introduction of members of the Project Team, including the TRCA team, Dillon Consulting,
Perkins+Will, Community Liaison Committee members, and The W. Garfield Weston Foundation.
Presentations:
1st Presentation by Corey Wells – The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment
2rd Presentation by Pail Kulig – Overview of Visualization Toolkit
Question and Answer Period:
An open discussion platform was held after the presentation to provide everyone at the PIC an
opportunity to comment(s) and / or ask a question(s).

Q: Can you please provide a high-level schedule of the project?
A: Regarding The Meadoway Class EA, the process started in 2018 and we are planning
to submit the Environmental Study Report (ESR) by the end of this year. Following
approval of the ESR, the detailed design portion will take about a year. We are hoping to
start project construction at the beginning of 2021, dependent on the detailed design
process and funding; however, an exact date has not been determined for when shovels
could be in the ground. This schedule is just in reference to the incomplete sections of The
Meadoway that the Class EA will be addressing, additional restoration works are currently
underway on other sections of The Meadoway,
Q: Will this project create employment opportunities for people living in the area?
A: TRCA noted that at this time, they are focused on completing the Class EA. However,
TRCAs Education and Training division just finished hiring for Meadoway interpreters. We
are working with local organizations who are interested in volunteer opportunities and will
build upon existing collaborations with community members and organizations.
C/Q: This project is “really cool”. Will it be extending beyond Toronto?
A: Technically, this type of project can extend anywhere; however, The Meadoway will
only extend as far as the local study area. However, we want to demonstrate that this
process can be replicated. For example, the Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail was a test
pilot completed in 2012 and it was a huge success. The Meadoway can serve as a model
for other similar projects. For the purposes of this EA, we need to stay within project scope.
Q: What does “multi-use” mean?
A: Multi-use trails are hard-surfaced, off-road routes that support a number of users walkers, runners, cyclists, inline skaters, wheelchair users, people with baby strollers and
people walking dogs.
C/Q: “Love the trail, use it every day, great for Scarborough”. What consideration has there been
regarding the use of solar panels in the corridor to help produce power? Why not run solar panels
down the middle of the corridor?
A: Currently, the land is owned by Infrastructure Ontario (IO), which is a provincial entity,
and is managed under Hydro One (HONI). TRCA and the City of Toronto is working on
the land under a license agreement. The suggestion of solar panels is at the discretion of
the land owners; however, we will pass along this message to HONI and IO.
Q: Can you please provide a list of the different organizations involved in this project and their
role?
A: The organizations will change slightly based on where we are in the Class EA process.
However, in Phase 2 of the Class EA, which is where we are at right now, IO owns the
land, HONI manages the land and is responsible for the existing infrastructure, TRCA is
leading The Meadoway Class EA component, as well as habitat naturalization and
education and stewardship, the City of Toronto is a co-proponent of the Class EA and has
built trails in other areas of the corridor and manages/maintains these trails.
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C/Q: Excited about the project. Are there any considerations for managing invasive species along
the trails? What will be the long-term management of the trial?
A: TRCA noted there is a lot of effort that goes into managing invasive species in the
corridor. TRCA is actively performing adaptive management in each of the restored
sections of The Meadoway, with a focus on specific species (e.g., Japanese knotweed,
buckthorn, dog strangling vine). We are also working with the community to address
invasive species in backyards that back onto the trail/corridor through education. As we
begin work on each section, invasive species will be monited.
A: Regarding trail maintenance, TRCA is currently focusing on the incomplete sections of
the trail (sections 3, 5 and 6) for the Class EA. However there are plans to review the
entire trail system once complete to determine if any upgrades, changes or repairs are
required. TRCA is also working with the City of Toronto on a long-term maintenance plan
for The Meadoway trail network.
Q: How much funding is there for the project? What gardening opportunities exist for residents?
What habitat enhancement opportunities are you looking at, for example for bee habitat?
A: A total of $10 million over the next three years has been funded. This includes the
completion of the Class EA, detailed design for the multi-use trail, meadow restoration,
and education and outreach programming. The City of Toronto has pledged $6.3 million
in capital funds at this time for trail construction; however, we are currently looking for
additional funding to implement the project.
In terms of the allotment gardens, we are looking to the public regarding their level of
interest and potential community locations in which to expand these areas in the corridor.
TRCA would then need to discuss these opportunities with the City of Toronto and HONI
and potential locations. However, for the purposes of the Class EA, we are looking at trail
alignments in sections 3, 5 and 6. The trails will have a lot of confinements around water
and infrastructure crossings, which may also impact potential future placement of
allotment gardens.
We are accounting for the creation of additional habitat features, such as bee boxes,
through the meadow restoration work and we are now looking for feedback on what else
we can incorporate and what the public would like to see in the space.
Q: Will there be parking facilities near the trail for members of the public?
A: Through the EA process, we are undertaking a traffic and public use assessment of the
local project area. The assessment will give us a sense of who is using the space, how
they are getting there, and how many cars are traveling through specific intersections.
This can then inform us if we require additional parking spaces and where they may be
located.
C/Q: Thank you for the presentation. There is no real connection for animals that use the corridor
given the number of road crossings. How will this be addressed?
A: TRCA noted that road ecology is a common term being used in the field as it relates to
The Meadoway. It has become a concern in urban environments. Animals move through
the corridor on a regular basis and this provides opportunities for monitoring. We have
begun to have a better understanding of what is present in The Meadoway and what
animal species are moving through the corridor. This information will be used to address
animal crossing concerns in the future.
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C/Q: Has TRCA approached the federal government? There is currently no wayfinding or signage
in the Highland Creek, have you given thought to this? Will there be washroom facilities?
A: We have approached the federal government in several ways and will continue to keep
them updated. We are hoping to access infrastructure funds to leverage our current
funding of the project. We are also working with Parks Canada regarding Rouge National
Urban Park and discussing potential connections beyond Meadowvale Road.
Parks Canada has informed the TRCA that they are in the preliminary stages of planning
for Rouge National Urban Park. TRCA will continue to engage them throughout the Class
EA process.
Regarding signage in the Highland Creek area, thank you for noting this. We will ensure
The Meadoway multi-use trial has proper signage.
Regarding washroom facilities, we will assess the need by looking at the existing
conditions of the site, regarding what amenities are available right now and the key
adjacent features that can be utilized (such as community centres).
Q: How will you go about the safety of community residents? Will there be policing?
A: Safety is a very important consideration for us. As it relates to road crossings,
appropriate safety features such as signalized crossings will be evaluated and
implemented based on the characteristics of each crossing (e.g., type of road, number of
vehicles, etc.).
As it relates to personal safety along the trail, we will look at ways to design the trail to
ensure trail user safety, such as no blind corners, no isolated areas, and ensuring clear
sight lines. These are all part of the design and planning process.
Q: As a member of the Morningside community, it would be amazing to work with TRCA and
Meadoway partners to establish opportunities to contribute to the project.
A: There are several opportunities to work together and collaborate efforts. The TRCA is
very active in engaging schools and gathering their participation when it comes to school
programs and plantings. For example, students are raising plants in their classrooms and
organizing school trips to The Meadoway for planting events.
Wrap Up and Next Steps:
Lisa Turnbull closed the question and answer period of the Public Information Centre and noted
that all PIC materials will be available online for comment until May 8, 2019.
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Comment / Question

Trails

PIC
conversation

Asked about invasive species and teaching the public what to Restoration
PIC
look for so they can make sure they do their part in their own
conversation
yards.

24-Apr-19

TRCA, the City of Toronto, and the Weston Foundation are in
close discussions regardin the development of a long-term
management plan that supports The Meadoway after Weston
Foundation funding has been spent. TRCA is exploring a range
of additional funding opportunities
TRCA plans on including as part of the website fact sheets on
how to manage invasive species on your own properties.

Routing under the TTC/Go Stouffville line is unlikely in this case
due to the low elevation of the rail embankment, which would
require a deep, very long tunnel that present technical and
safety challenges.
On-road alignments will include an assessment of current
conditions and opportunities for infrastructure improvements

Crossings

Trails

Amenities

TRCA is exploring additional opportunities for urban
agriculture in The Meadoway.
Opportunities for public art will be explored following
completion of the Class EA.
Absolutely. Informal trails will be considered when developing
meadow restoration plans and trail concepts.

TRCA Response (where appropriate)

Community

Theme

What is the long term management and how will it be funded Cost
once the Weston funding is used up? How will the Toronto
and Region Conservation Foundation create yearly funding?

One person asked if the on road routes would include
PIC
improving existing infrastructure.
conversation

Desire to work with TRCA to include community gardens in
section 6.
A member of the Coalition of Artists noted they are interested
in including public art along the trails.
One person noted there are a number of desired lines in the
PIC
grass within the corridor including across the corridor; these
conversation
should be considered.
One person asked if it was possible to go under the rail line.
PIC
conversation

PIC
conversation
PIC
conversation

Comment
Source

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

Date
DD-MM-YY

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

Sections of the meadow footprint are pretty long, potential
Trails
mowed trail to cut through to get to the pedestrian trail
PIC
(landowners backing on the meadow have installed gates and
conversation
like access to the trail but sometimes they have to walk
around).
Can you please provide a high-level schedule of the project? Process

Email

I would like to take this time to say it was very exciting to meet Community
all of you tonight! I would also like to say how I appreciate
your time and hard earned efforts to put together the
Meadow way initiative, with all its dynamics! Thank you
immensely for allowing me the opportunity to share our
children's sub-committee's initiative with everyone. I am truly
excited to share and plan a strategic mapping for further
partnership between the Morningside Community Changers,
EcoSpark , and the TRCA.
(WE WELCOME OTHER PARTNERS/STAKEHOLDERS THAT
SHARE THE COMMON GOAL!)
We look forward to the expedient available time for all of us to
arrange a meeting to speak in more detail of how this
collaboration can be brought to fruition.
Our group is very interested and know how vital for the
schools to participate and will speak more on how we can also
establish this correlation for the success of students
living and playing in the surrounding areas.
Thank you in advance to all of you for your speedy response
and once again we are very appreciative for this amazing
opportunity to work and plan together with you!

Regarding The Meadoway Class EA, the process started in
2018 and we are planning to submit the Environmental Study
Report (ESR) by the end of this year. Following approval of the
ESR, the detailed design portion will take about a year. We are
hoping to start project construction at the beginning of 2021,
dependent on the detailed design process and funding;
however, an exact date has not been determined for when
shovels could be in the ground. This schedule is just in
reference to the incomplete sections of The Meadoway that
the Class EA will be addressing, additional restoration works
are currently underway on other sections of The Meadoway.

The goal of The Meadoway is to provide for as much restored
meadow habitat as possible. Secondary trails will be
considered from the main alignment where appropriate.

This individual was put in direct contact with our education
leads to explore additional opportunities.

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

24-Apr-19

What does “multi-use” mean ?

This project is “really cool”. Will it be extending beyond
Toronto?

Trails

Connections

Community

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

Can you please provide a list of the different organizations
involved in this project and their role?

Process

“Love the trail, use it every day, great for Scarborough”. What Amenities
consideration has there been regarding the use of solar panels
PIC
in the corridor to help produce power? Why not run solar
Presentation
panels down the middle of the corridor?
Q&A

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

24-Apr-19

Will this project create employment opportunities for people
living in the area?

Technically, this type of project can extend anywhere;
however, The Meadoway will only extend as far as the local
study area. However, we want to demonstrate that this
process can be replicated. For example, the Scarborough
Centre Butterfly Trail was a test pilot completed in 2012 and it
was a huge success. The Meadoway can serve as a model for
other similar projects. For the purposes of this EA, we need to
stay within project scope.
Multi-use trails are hard-surfaced, off-road routes that support
a number of users - walkers, runners, cyclists, inline skaters,
wheelchair users, people with baby strollers and people
walking dogs.
Currently, the land is owned by Infrastructure Ontario (IO),
which is a provincial entity, and is managed under Hydro One
(HONI). TRCA and the City of Toronto is working on the land
under a license agreement. The suggestion of solar panels is at
the discretion of the land owners; however, we will pass along
this message to HONI and IO.
The organizations will change slightly based on where we are
in the Class EA process. However, in Phase 2 of the Class EA,
which is where we are at right now, IO owns the land, HONI
manages the land and is responsible for the existing
infrastructure, TRCA is leading The Meadoway Class EA
component, as well as habitat naturalization and education
and stewardship, the City of Toronto is a co-proponent of the
Class EA and has built trails in other areas of the corridor and
manages/maintains these trails.

TRCA noted that at this time, they are focused on completing
the Class EA. However, TRCAs Education and Training division
just finished hiring for Meadoway interpreters. We are
working with local organizations who are interested in
volunteer opportunities and will build upon existing
collaborations with community members and organizations.

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

Natural
Environment

How much funding is there for the project? What gardening
Cost
opportunities exist for residents? What habitat enhancement
opportunities are you looking at, for example for bee habitat?

Excited about the project. Are there any considerations for
managing invasive species along the trails? What will be the
long-term management of the trial?

TRCA noted there is a lot of effort that goes into managing
invasive species in the corridor. TRCA is actively performing
adaptive management in each of the restored sections of The
Meadoway, with a focus on specific species (e.g., Japanese
knotweed, buckthorn, dog strangling vine). We are also
working with the community to address invasive species in
backyards that back onto the trail/corridor through education.
As we begin work on each section, invasive species will be
monitored.
Regarding trail maintenance, TRCA is currently focusing on the
incomplete sections of the trail (sections 3, 5 and 6) for the
Class EA. However there are plans to review the entire trail
system once complete to determine if any upgrades, changes
or repairs are required. TRCA is also working with the City of
Toronto on a long-term maintenance plan for The Meadoway
trail network.
A total of $10 million over the next three years has been
funded. This includes the completion of the Class EA, detailed
design for the multi-use trail, meadow restoration, and
education and outreach programming. The City of Toronto has
pledged $6.3 million in capital funds at this time for trail
construction; however, we are currently looking for additional
funding to implement the project.
In terms of the allotment gardens, we are looking to the public
regarding their level of interest and potential community
locations in which to expand these areas in the corridor. TRCA
would then need to discuss these opportunities with the City
of Toronto and HONI and potential locations. However, for the
purposes of the Class EA, we are looking at trail alignments in
sections 3, 5 and 6. The trails will have a lot of confinements
around water and infrastructure crossings, which may also
impact potential future placement of allotment gardens.
We are accounting for the creation of additional habitat
features, such as bee boxes, through the meadow restoration
work and we are now looking for feedback on what else we
can incorporate and what the public would like to see in the
space.

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

We have approached the federal government in several ways
and will continue to keep them updated. We are hoping to
access infrastructure funds to leverage our current funding of
the project. We are also working with Parks Canada regarding
Rouge National Urban Park and discussing potential
connections beyond Meadowvale Road. Parks Canada has
informed the TRCA that they are in the preliminary stages of
planning for Rouge National Urban Park. TRCA will continue
to engage them throughout the Class EA process. Regarding
signage in the Highland Creek area, thank you for noting this.
We will ensure The Meadoway multi-use trial has proper
signage.
Regarding washroom facilities, we will assess the need by
looking at the existing conditions of the site, regarding what
amenities are available right now and the key adjacent
features that can be utilized (such as community centres).

Wildlife

Amenities
Has TRCA approached the federal government? There is
currently no wayfinding or signage in the Highland Creek, have
you given thought to this? Will there be washroom facilities?

Thank you for the presentation. There is no real connection
for animals that use the corridor given the number of road
crossings. How will this be addressed?

Through the EA process, we are undertaking a traffic and
public use assessment of the local project area. The
assessment will give us a sense of who is using the space, how
they are getting there, and how many cars are traveling
through specific intersections. This can then inform us if we
require additional parking spaces and where they may be
located.
TRCA noted that road ecology is a common term being used in
the field as it relates to The Meadoway. It has become a
concern in urban environments. Animals move through the
corridor on a regular basis and this provides opportunities for
monitoring. We have begun to have a better understanding of
what is present in The Meadoway and what animal species are
moving through the corridor. This information will be used to
address animal crossing concerns in the future.

Amenities

Will there be parking facilities near the trail for members of
the public?

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

Email

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

24-Apr-19

There are several opportunities to work together and
collaborate efforts. The TRCA is very active in engaging schools
and gathering their participation when it comes to school
programs and plantings. For example, students are raising
plants in their classrooms and organizing school trips to The
Meadoway for planting events.
Thanks for touching base regarding The Meadoway. Great
question regarding thedefinition of multi-use. In this case,
multi-use refers exclusively to non-motorized uses such as
biking, walking, roller blading, etc. The trails are referred to as
multi-use due to their specific design characteristics that allow
for a variety of non-motorized activities (e.g., the width of the
trail and surface type). You can learn more aboutmulti-use
trails by reading the City of Toronto's multi-use trail guidelines,
which youcan access here.
The trail system does need to allow for vehicle use in the form
of emergencies, say, ifan ambulance needed to drive down it
to reach someone in need. Otherwise the trails are exclusively
for active modes of transportation and vehicle use will not
bepermitted.
For your reference, we recently held our first public open
house last night. We will be uploading all of the materials
shown at the open house to the website by tomorrow,so I
encourage you to visit our website at
https://themeadoway.ca to learn more.

Community

Trails

As a member of the Morningside community, it would be
amazing to work with TRCA and Meadoway partners to
establish opportunities to contribute to the project.

Could you please define what a “multi-use trail” means. Does
this permit motorized vehicles?
Who would enforce the current prohibitions on motorized
vehicles?

Safety is a very important consideration for us. As it relates to
road crossings, appropriate safety features such as signalized
crossings will be evaluated and implemented based on the
characteristics of each crossing (e.g., type of road, number of
vehicles, etc.).
As it relates to personal safety along the trail, we will look at
ways to design the trail to ensure trail user safety, such as no
blind corners, no isolated areas, and ensuring clear sight lines.
These are all part of the design and planning process.

How will you go about the safety of community residents? Will Safety
there be policing?

Email

Email

24-Apr-19

23-Apr-19

Correct, our team is responsible solely for The Meadoway
project, which includes the meadow restoration works for the
16 km corridor (ongoing) and the planning, design, and
implementation of the multi-use trail system and bridge
crossings.
We work closely with the various transportation initiatives in
the area, but land-use changes related to their works are
outside of our purview and between them and Hydro One (the
land owner). That said, one does not necessarily influence the
other.

Thank you for touching base and expressing interest in The
Meadoway. Opportunities for urban agriculture are definitely
something we are looking to consider as part of the overall
project, and recommendations on potential locations as you
provided below are a big help to us.
We have recently created an online comment form on our
website, which you can access here. Additionally, all of the
information that was recently shared at our first public open
house last night will be uploaded to the website and publicly
available for review and download. I encourage you to visit the
website to learn more about the project and to leave your
comments/questions/considerations. We are aiming to have
all our information on the website before end of day today.

Thank you for your reply.
Surrounding
It is my understanding from the information provided, that
Projects
your group is only concerned with the trail component of the
hydro corridor. The Toronto guidelines state, “These lands are
managed by a provincial crown corporation (Infrastructure
Ontario) and operated by the utility, Hydro One Networks
Incorporated (HONI).” For example the proposed TTC Line 2
Scarborough Subway Extension EA document shows the
construction of a subway traction structure in Hydro corridor
beside the trail at McCowan Rd., which was not shown on your
map. Does allowing a change to Hydro corridor land use to
permit the trail, allow of land use changes in corridor for other
transportation uses? For example could Metrolinx run public
transit ie. subways in the Hydro corridor?

Community
I'm unable to attend tomorrow's meeting as it conflicts with
my condo board annual review. Can you tell me how one
could go about making a project suggestion for the
Meadoway? It's an exciting concept! I had been pleading with
Councillor Thomson two years ago to connect me with anyone
who might have the power to make decisions on the hydro
corridor. I am a big believer in community gardens, and the
corridor at Midland and Lawrence would be a terrific spot for
it, given that there are a number of high rise buildings with no
attached green space. The area is heavy with new
immigrants who would greatly benefit from both a place to
garden and a place to socialise. I'd be very interested in
shepherding this project, but Cllr Thomson's assistant (Igor)
never returned any of the calls he promised to make.

8-Apr-19

Email

Wanted to connect and say hello, I have been interested in the Trails
Meadoway initiative since its inception and am impressed on
how it has progressed. I
in
downtown Toronto and our shop acts as a hub for the
longboard community across the city and the GTA. The vehiclefree path system that exists across the hydro corridor will be
an amazing place for our community to use as transportation,
as well as for holding events such as dancing and longboard
distance pushing. I am interested in learning more about the
project and how we can get involved to assist in having
longboarding included in the vision for the Meadoway as it
grows and evolves.
Great to hear from you and thank you for expressing interest
in The Meadoway. While not a long boarder specifically, I was
an avid skateboarder myself for about 15 years or so in my
younger days, so it's great to see interest from this
community. There are a lot of exciting things taking place right
now, including the planning and design of the 16 km multi-use
trail and bridges, ongoing meadow restoration within the
hydro corridor, and a host of other activities.
You've reached out at a good time, as the first public open
house for The Meadoway is scheduled for the evening of April
24th. I've attached a flyer for your reference. I highly
recommend you make it out to learn more about the project
and chat with myself and some of my colleagues on potential
ways to get involved moving forward. In the meantime, if you
haven't done so already, I recommend signing up for updates
on the website. There are a lot of great events planned this
year that I'm sure you'll be interested in.

12-Apr-19

Email

I saw the public service announcement in the Scarborough
Trails
Mirror paper last night, and want to congratulate all involved
on the #meadoway project. I am a recently retired person
living near the Gatineau Hydro Corridor, and I use it frequently
and recreationally during the more enjoyable months of
cycling (all but winter for me so far), and I can't wait to be able
to cycle all of the way between the Rouge and the Don Valley!
That will be great! I believe that the bike lanes most certainly
will become a high traffic, slow-people-beware-war zone
during the rush hours for toronto bound commuters, but at
least they won't be in cars. I do wonder if there might be any
planning to widen the existing bike lanes to accommodate a
couple of extra lanes used for passing?
As a second question, can you tell me when the full length bike
lane connection is scheduled to be completed? Roughly? As
well, my understanding of the still standing hydro metal
fixtures (the old styletowers) are no longer in use. Though they
make great subject matter for photos of the flora developing
at the base of each one, is the plan to just let them fall over in
icestorms, or will they eventually be harvested/dismantled
perhaps by a reputable company interested in recycling the
metal/cables? I'm sorry I won't be able to ask these questions
in person at your meeting scheduled for April 24 at the
Centennial College, but I am scheduled for knee replacement
surgery next week, and expect to be still recovering at the time
of your meeting, so I doubt that I will be able to make the
meeting, but you never know...
Q1) Plan to widen the existing bike lanes to accommodate a
couple extra lanesused for passing? A1) As part of the planning
process, we'll be undertaking some trail use assessments to
get a better handle on the volume of users and where they are
most concentrated.This will help us in determining the most
appropriate trail design. In any case, we willensure that any
multi-use trail we construct will be meet the design
requirements asset out in the City of Toronto's multi-use trail
Design Guidelines (you can access themby clicking
here). One consideration that needs to be made when
constructing in hydro-corridors is proximity to existing power
infrastructure. Hydro One, the owner ofthe corridor where
The Meadoway is being planned, have very specific
requirementson how close a trail can be placed to a hydro
tower. Consequently, we may in somecases be restricted on
how wide a trail can due to the existing infrastructure in place.
Q2) When will the full length of the bike lane connection be
completed?
A2) The planning and design phase for The Meadoway multiuse trail will span 2018 to 2020. Based on funding, it is
anticipated that construction of the remaining sections of the
multi-use trail would begin in 2021. At this stage of the
planning process, aproject completion date has not been
determined, but it is anticipated that construction would take
a few years following initiation in 2021.The longer
planning,design, and construction timeline is a consequence of
the various pedestrian bridges we may need to construct in

29-Apr-19

Email

The Meadoway is a truly amazing project. Who could I speak
with about Urban Agriculture in the Meadoway?

I wish you well in this endeavour, and I am excited to see it
moving forward. I'm sureMichael Thompson and
are thrilled as well.

Community

order to allow for the safe crossing of the numerous rivers,
ravines, and streams.
Q3) What is the status of the hydro towers within the
corridor?
A3) The Gatineau hydro corridor is still very much an active
transmission system for the City of Toronto and currently all
lines are in full operation by Hydro One. Thereare no plans in
the immediate future for removal of the existing power
infrastructure within the corridor.
I'm sorry to hear you won't be able to attend in person
but I do wish you aspeedy recovery so you can get back on
those trails this summer. I do want you toknow that all of the
materials we will be show casing at the meeting will be
madeavailable to you on our website as early as the 25th of
April. I encourage you to visitthe website
(http://themeadoway.ca) and review the materials at your
leisure. Also note that we will be hosting two more public
open houses this year, one in June and another in October, so
there is plenty of time for you to join us.
The use of recycled materials for trail construction is a very
interesting idea and we are familiar with other international
projects that have used creative ways to explore construction
materials. For The Meadoway, we'll be following the City of
Toronto's Multi-use Trail Design Guidelines, which require very
specific materials typically in the form of pavement and/or
concrete.
The use of alternative materials such as plastics may be
challenge in The Meadoway due to the need to design the trial
system to bare the weight of light-use vehicles (City
maintenance vehicles or an ambulance during an emergency,
for instance) and, in some cases, heavy equipment related to
ongoing maintenance from Hydro One on their transmission
infrastructure. With that said, we are always keeping
innovative ideas like this in mind where feasible, so thank you
for letting us know.

Email

Email

Email

30-Apr-19

25-Apr-19

7-May-19

Funding

Trail

I'm just curious if there are any public consultations still taking Public
place for the Meadoway project? If so, where could I find this Consultation
info? Today I signed up to be part of the email list.

I am writing to obtain information about how your
organization was able to develop and secure funding for the
Meadoway.
I currently live at Yonge and Finch and my neighbours and I
would love to begin a similar initiative for our Finch hydro
corridor.
Any help would be appreciated.

Would be incredible if the pathways in the Meadoway could
be constructed from recycled plastics, similar to this initiative
in the Netherlands, which just popped up on my LI feed

Following our first public open house on April 24th, we are in
the process of organizing another consultation touch-point in
late June. Since you’ve signed up to the mailing list, expect a
notification in the coming weeks regarding any and all details
you’ll need to join us June.

Securing funding in order to begin the planning and
restoration process for The Meadoway was a highly iterative
process. Our first step was showing “proof of concept” via
applying to a grant that allowed us to test the feasibility of
restoring a hydro corridor, but on a much smaller scale (The
Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail was the result of this grant,
which you can read more about on
our website). Our previous experience in the field of
restoration was a big benefit. The success of the pilot study
galivanted our funders and co-proponents to undertake this
work at a greater scale, which has led us to The Meadoway
today. As we are still only at the initial stages of the project,
there is still a lot to learn, and one of our goals will be to
develop a knowledge base through
which we can share lessons learned with our
municipalities/agencies/community organizations interested in
undertaking similar work in their backyard. If you’d like to
learn more about The Meadoway, I’d encourage you to visit
the website at https://themeadoway.ca/.

Regarding your question from a different email regarding
urban agricultural opportunities, at the moment our primary
focus is on the planning and design of the mult-use trail as well
as the ongoing restoration efforts. That said, through our
numerous consultation touch-points we are always looking to
get a better sense of the communities interests and desires for
the future of The Meadoway. In the case of urban ag., the
TRCA will strive to incorporate these opportunities through
planning discussions with our project partners.
I encourage you to visit our website at
https://themeadoway.ca/ for more information.

Email

Email

3-May-19

7-May-19

Thank you very much for your email. I've looked at the website
and there are some very inspiring themes.
Would anyone from your organization be willing to meet with
members of my community to discuss the Meadoway?

Our committee chair,
, attended your recent Open
House and was very impressed and enthusiastic. The
Meadoway will be a significant link in the TAG route, but
beyond that, I can see a lot of ways we could help each other. I
look forward to an opportunity to meet with you soon to
discuss. Let's try to find a time and place that works for us
both.

I’m glad you found the website useful – we’ll always be
updating it with more information as the project develops, so
be sure to visit often. Regarding a potential meeting
opportunity, you may be happy to hear that we are actually in
the process of planning another public open house for late
June in Scarborough.
Exact details are to follow over the coming days, but this could
be a great opportunity for yourself and your community
members to learn more about The Meadoway. I’d be happy to
find some time during the open house to chat and discuss any
questions you may have.
Event information will be posted in the next week or so, but I’ll
be sure to reach out directly. If for whatever reason you are
unable to make it, we can aim to find a time to discuss at some
point this summer.

For your reference, we've posted all of the materials reviewed
at the open house, including the presentations, maps, and
information panels, on our website which youcan access here.

With respect to the TAG, at a minimum I suspect there is an
opportunity here to update your concept to include The
Meadoway within your "Toronto Pan Am Path" route. In the
meantime, perhaps there is an opportunity for us to discuss
opportunities prior to November.

The turnout and enthusiasm for The Meadoway at our first
public open house was indeed palpable. As we discussed in
March, I definitely agree that The Meadoway fits nicely within
the TAG route and I look forward to discussing this project
with you and others in more detail in November.

5ͲMayͲ19

Email

IreadtheFAQpageathttps://themeadoway.ca/faqs/andam Design
veryimpressed.Ihaveoftenusedthebikepathsonthe
MeadowayandIknowthiscorridorisanimportant
communitybuilderwhileitalsohelpsenhancetherealestate
alongitspath.Thisisoneofthoseprojectsthatmakeacity
veryattractivetoresidentsandnewimmigrantsandtourists.
SoIwouldliketopitchinmytwocentsworthofideastomake
whatisalreadywonderfultosomethingevenbetter.
ThePathSize:rightnowthepavedpathismultifunctionuse
andIthinkitwouldbesafertowidenitsothatbicycleswould
havetheirownlane.WinterUse:maintainingthepathin
winterwouldallowforpedestriansandcycliststouseand
enjoythepathyearlong.
Lighting:Lighting,thatdidn’taffectnearbyhousing,wouldnot
makethepathnighttimeusagebutwouldalsoofferabit
moresecurityforwalkers.BikeShare:havethebikeshare
programpositionedatkeyentrypointsofthepathwould
increaseuseandenjoyment.
ExerciseEquipment:havingsomesmallexerciseminiparks
alongthewaywithsimpleexerciseequipmentwouldalsobe
attractive.

ThanksfortouchingbaseandexpressingyourinterestinThe
Meadoway.Thesearesomegreatideasthatwe’vealsoheard
expressedasimportantelementsforconsiderationbythe
community.Regardingpathsize,forinstance,aspartofthe
planninganddesignprocesswe’llbeutilizingtheCityof
Toronto’sMultiͲuseTrailDesignGuidelinestohelpus
determinethemostappropriatedimensionsbasedonexisting
infrastructure,physicalsetting,andtrailuservolumeandtype.
Ahostofotherparkelements,suchasbikesharelocationsand
exerciseequipmentasyou’velistedbelow,arealladditional
opportunitiesthatwillbeexploredthroughtheplanningand
consultationprocess.Iencourageyoutojoinusatournext
publicopenhousethissummer(tentativelyscheduledforthe
endofJune),wheremyselfandotherstaffwouldappreciate
thechancetospeakwithyoumoreaboutyourideasonhow
wedevelopTheMeadowayintosomethingtrulymeaningful
fortheScarboroughCommunity,andbeyond.More
informationontheopenhousewillbepostedonthewebsite
andcirculatedviaournewsletterinthecomingweeks.

8-May-19

Email

Thank you for the chance to add to the planning
Design
considerations of the Meadoway. I am a year-around cyclist,
live close enough to the Meadoway to use them regularly and
I am impressed with what has been presented so far for the
Meadoway.
I think the Meadoway will enjoy good popularity in future
decades - similar to what I see today along Toronto's
waterfront in the Beaches. So my suggestion is to look 20
years down the road and designate it a high capacity trail.
From experience with the waterfront trail, we should
anticipate that separation of cyclists and pedestrians will be
important. I understand there are space constraints in some
stretches of the route, but wherever possible bikes and
pedestrians should be kept on separate surfaces.
To make the Meadoway a safe part of the community, evening
use should be anticipated and lighting be installed along the
paths. In winter, the paths should be plowed. to allow yeararound use for commuters and walkers alike.
The communities along the Meadoway could use some more
tobogganing hills (aside from the one near the UoT) - such
slopes get the community outdoors in the winter months.
Could the planners find one or two such slopes for that
purpose?
As always, thank you for your detailed and well-informed
comments/suggestions on The Meadoway. We’ll be sure to
consider all these points, and more, as we move forward with
planning and design of the multi-use trail.
Also, just so you know, we’ll be circulating an update early
next week on the next CLC meeting (planned for mid-June) as
well as the next public open house currently scheduled for late
June.

1) Please ensure safety is an aspect (i.e. preventative design to Design
deter rapists, muggers, etc) through emergency buttons like
on university campuses alongside proper lighting that doesn't
interfere with housing or nature, consider how EMS vehicles
might need to get access to the area.
2) Please consider how this can be designed for effective
winter use, (i.e. cross country skiing, snow shoeing, winter
camping, etc).
3) Please assume more people will use it than less (to prevent
the estimation mishap of the downtown waterfront trail
design).
Online
4) Please separate bikes (+roller-blades, scooters), and joggers
25-Apr-19
Comment Form (+people with dogs) with their respective designated lanes.
5) Please consider how community gardens can be designed to
be used year round (i.e. transformed into a greenhouse in the
winter).
6) Please consider providing spaces for toilets, water
fountains, first aid centers, designated rest areas with a cafe
(not a chain, lets support our local community businesses).
7) Perhaps provide a playground in the middle something
similar to the one in high park.
Thank you for these considerations.
Currently, the trail is note slated for winterized maintenance
as per city directive. At this time the trail will follow the single
lane, primary configuration of 3.6 m, with the potential for
high-capacity width in the future if the need arises.
Additional programming and amenities will continued to be
explored in consultation with stakeholders and the public.

27-Apr-19

Apil 27, 2019

Online
Comment Form

A huge thanks to the Weston foundation for their very
generous support!

I mentioned the idea of running a solar panel array through
the middle of the meadoway. Hope someone can pass this
along to whatever level of government should consider it.
[Referring to the PIC#1 VT Interactive Map]: Enjoyed the
presentation and all the visuals. Very impressed by the
approach being taken and the balance of conservation,
development and community needs being addressed.

Online
This allows the Meadoway to easily connect with playgrounds
Comment Form in Heather Heights and Botany Hill pafks, the off leash dog
park on the west side of Orton Park, as well as the tennis
courts and Curran Hall Community Centre. Also, there is a
spectacular lookout over the Highland Creek Ravine behind
the dog park/tennis courts.

The trail should definitely extend across Scarborough Golf Club Trail
road and continue through the hydro field and into Heather
connection
Heights Park before emerging onto Orton Park or Ellesmere.
This would allow the trail to connect with the newly
completed trail in Heather Heights and eliminate the
dangerous (traffic) route north on Scarborough Golf Club Rd
and east on Ellesmere.

Noted

Noted

The city of Toronto and especially Scarborough are lacking in Design
transportation structure. With the Meadoway we have an
opportunity to build an efficient bike trail into the city.
Efficient means not having winding picturesque path but one
that can handle flow of bikes and people. This would get
people off the roads and using this safe area to get around
Scarborough. As it is going now the path will not move people
off the roads. It is easier to ride on the roads at a steady
Online
cadence than to gear up and down through corners. I gave
29-Apr-19
Comment Form ridden the oath and would use it to ride with my
granddaughters or on a slow Sunday. I would not Lilly use it to
move around the city. It is too slow and inefficient. I hope that
you consider the needs of Scarborough as you build more
sections. This is a big opportunity lost. Just look at Ottawa and
how nice their city paths are and they accommodate walkers,
skaters, runners, casual bikers and biking commuters. What
good use of space. We need a good access route from
Scarborough. More use means less cars.
The multi-use trail will be constructed to consider all users and
provides for a direct, dedicated route that is removed from
vehicular traffic and major intersections.
Multi-use trail design must consider many factors, and slight
bends and turns in trails enhance safety for all users by
regulating speeds while also providing for a more pleasant
travel experience.

more residents onto bikes reducing traffic congestion and
carbon emissions.
To add to that, I recommend seeking out which alignment and
plans fit well and increase usage of the area. For both bikes
and pedestrians. It would likely be beneficial to add
appropriate indicators and signage that it is a shared space for
both.
I also want to suggest tree canopy cover for parts of the
pathway, offering shade and local cooling to the pathway,
while still maintaining the rest of the corridor as a meadow.

I have some comments I wish to add to the plan for the
meadow way. For section 3 I believe option A to be best
because it allows for continuous usage of the meadow way
allowing for better recreational use, travel, and is more direct
in it's connections.
However the crossing at Kennedy road may be better handled
if it used the existing street lights in front of Jack Good Lad
Community centre. So the change to the proposed alignment
would be going to those lights, then back north to reconnect
with the proposed path. My reasoning is safety and not
disrupting traffic. If the proposed pedestrian crossing in
Section 3 Option A does not interrupt traffic flow (using timed
or synced lights as an example, or a light that doesn't change
on it's own and requires pedestrian input) then I am fine with
option A as it is.
Section 5 I think option A would work best because of the
access to the meadow way it would provide.
For section 6 I think it would be worth finding the numbers
behind how many UTSC and Centennial College students and
Online
29-Apr-19
Comment Form employees would make use of the connection. If the city is to
build bike connections along that path anyway then both
Option A and B could be done offering a wider range of usage.
I feel like the project could also help improve or encourage
travel on bikes through the city as a lot of the pathway will be
connected and allow ease of travel to and from both rouge
valley and downtown. There is not many bike paths in
Scarborough and this project opens up potential to get
Alternative
alignments

Optimizing crossing locations to integrate with existing traffic
will be explored during the detailed design stage.
For Section 6 - Option A provides for a more direct route back
into the hydro corridor. TRCA will work closely with UTSC on
design and implementation.

Online
Comment Form

Online
Comment Form

Online
Comment Form

Online
Comment Form

Online
Comment Form

1-May-19

2-May-19

5-May-19

6-May-19

6-May-19

Safety

Try to include more allotment gardens along the Meadoway as Amenities
more and more people would like to grow their own
vegetables. Also, add parking lots close to those gardens and
along the path so that people can access it easily.
Also the difficulty and annoying part about traveling this path
is having to stop at all the crossing roads. Sometimes the wait
is quite long to wait for the green light for bikes. You end up
spending more time waiting then biking. Maybe the lights
need to be better synchronized with the "crossing" button we
push.
Design
Have you thought of: allotment gardens; maintaining the
green space with small livestock (goats, sheep, etc.) as with
the Calgary airport; supplementing barriers with hedges of
native shrubs and vines.
Are you familiar with the rail trail, parallel to and east of Leslie
between Eglinton and York Mills?
I attended the information session on April 24th and have
Alignment
reviewed the material online. I am very impressed with the
quality and thoroughness of the planning and presentation.
As per the presentation, as much of the trail as is possible
should be located within the corridor. Please consider
tunnelling under highway 401 and the railway tracks, if not
initially, then in the future. Example: rainbow tunnel, Don
Valley.
[Referring to the PIC#1 VT Interactive Map]: The tool kit thus
far is very helpful in understanding current conditions and
proposals.
At strategic points within the corridor, I would like to see rest
stations/pavilions/washrooms. Example: Downsview Park, ET
Seton Park.

[Referring to the PIC#1 VT Interactive Map]: Very helpful.

It would be nice to see expected usage numbers by type for
Online
29-Apr-19
the corridor. It would also be nice to see the numbers for
Comment Form
carbon emission reduction.
I'd like to see safety alarm/emergency call boxes within the
Online
'Way and wildlife safety crossings put in place where more
1-May-19
Comment Form crossings are needed.

Noted

Noted

Additional opportunities for allotment gardens will be
explored through the Class EA and toolkit process.
Future opportunities for how we can maintain the restored
meadow, such as with livestock, will be considered in future
phases of the project.

Assessing the need for and placement of additional
opportunities for urban agriculture are being explored through
the Class EA and toolkit process. This includes characterizing
current trail user volumes and parking facilities.

TRCA will be undertaking a trail user assessment of the entire
existing portions of the multi-use trail. This will include an
assesssment of user type and volume.
Opportunities for additional safety mechanisms will be
explored during the Class Ea and detailed design phase. TRCA
is working with agencies on potential modifications to crossing
infrastructure as it relates to wildlife safety.
Noted

6-May-19

Having recently cycled & walked several stretches of the
Design
current infrastructure, I would strongly recommend separated
movement areas between those using active transportation
and pedestrians. Even in early spring, it was quite busy and
there was lots of opportunity for conflict.
There were also a lot of children using the area - would love to
Online
see separate areas of hopscotch, chalk drawing and playing Comment Form not just playgrounds.
Ensure that the corridor is properly lit with strong wayfinding
markers. This is a great opportunity for this for to not only be
a world-class recreational corridor, but also a commuting
corridor. Would love to see regularly spaced Bike Share
stations and clear directions to bus stops and GO Trains
stations.
The multi-use trail will follow a primary configuration at 3.6 m
width, with a painted line demarcating directions. Providing
for a separated trail through the corridor is challenging due to
the presence of existing power transmission infrastructure, as
well as the fact that it reduces the amount of restored area
available for planted meadow.
A wafinding strategy will be prepared for the Meadoway. At
this stage, there is no intention for lighting due to current
restrictions in hydro corridors.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
Re: Fw: Multi-use Trail
04/25/2019 08:58 AM

Good morning

,

Thanks for touching base regarding The Meadoway. Great question regarding the
definition of multi-use. In this case, multi-use refers exclusively to non-motorized uses
such as biking, walking, roller blading, etc. The trails are referred to as multi-use due
to their specific design characteristics that allow for a variety of non-motorized
activities (e.g., the width of the trail and surface type). You can learn more about
multi-use trails by reading the City of Toronto's multi-use trail guidelines, which you
can access here.
The trail system does need to allow for vehicle use in the form of emergencies, say, if
an ambulance needed to drive down it to reach someone in need. Otherwise the trails
are exclusively for active modes of transportation and vehicle use will not be
permitted.
For your reference, we recently held our first public open house last night. We will be
uploading all of the materials shown at the open house to the website by tomorrow,
so I encourage you to visit our website at https://themeadoway.ca to learn more.
Sincerely,
-Corey
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
ź Krystal Williams---04/24/2019 02:38:50 PM-------- Forwarded by Krystal
Williams/TRCA on 04/24/2019 02:39 PM ----- From:
From: Krystal Williams/TRCA
To: Corey Wells/TRCA@MTRCA
Date: 04/24/2019 02:38 PM
Subject: Fw: Multi-use Trail

----- Forwarded by Krystal Williams/TRCA on 04/24/2019 02:39 PM ----From:
To: "info@themeadoway.ca" <info@themeadoway.ca>
Date: 04/24/2019 09:34 AM
Subject: Multi-use Trail

Hi Corey

I’m a resident on a property adjacent to the Meadoway.
Could you please define what a “multi-use trail” means. Does this permit motorized
vehicles?
Who would enforce the current prohibitions on motorized vehicles?

Thank you

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hi

Corey Wells
RE: Fw: Multi-use Trail
04/29/2019 11:14 AM

,

Correct, our team is responsible solely for The Meadoway project, which includes the meadow restoration works
for the 16 km corridor (ongoing) and the planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail system and
bridge crossings.
We work closely with the various transportation initiatives in the area, but land-use changes related to their
works are outside of our purview and between them and Hydro One (the land owner). That said, one does not
necessarily influence the other.
I hope this provides some clarification.
Best,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
ź

---04/25/2019 12:03:57 PM---Good morning Corey Thankyou for your reply.
From:
To: Corey Wells <cwells@trca.on.ca>
Date: 04/25/2019 12:03 PM
Subject: RE: Fw: Multi-use Trail

Good morning Corey

Thankyou for your reply.

It is my understanding from the information provided, that your group is only concerned with the trail component
of the hydro corridor. The Toronto guidelines state, “These lands are managed by a provincial crown corporation
(Infrastructure Ontario) and operated by the utility, Hydro One Networks Incorporated (HONI).” For example the
proposed TTC Line 2 Scarborough Subway Extension EA document shows the construction of a subway traction
structure in Hydro corridor beside the trail at McCowan Rd., which was not shown on your map. Does allowing a
change to Hydro corridor land use to permit the trail, allow of land use changes in corridor for other transportation
uses? For example could Metrolinx run public transit ie. subways in the Hydro corridor?

Again thanks for your assistance.

Sincerely

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Corey Wells
Sent: April 25, 2019 8:59 AM
To:
Subject: Re: Fw: Multi-use Trail

Good morning

,

Thanks for touching base regarding The Meadoway. Great question regarding the definition of
multi-use. In this case, multi-use refers exclusively to non-motorized uses such as biking, walking,
roller blading, etc. The trails are referred to as multi-use due to their specific design characteristics
that allow for a variety of non-motorized activities (e.g., the width of the trail and surface type). You
can learn more about multi-use trails by reading the City of Toronto's multi-use trail guidelines,
which you can access here.
The trail system does need to allow for vehicle use in the form of emergencies, say, if an
ambulance needed to drive down it to reach someone in need. Otherwise the trails are exclusively
for active modes of transportation and vehicle use will not be permitted.
For your reference, we recently held our first public open house last night. We will be uploading all
of the materials shown at the open house to the website by tomorrow, so I encourage you to visit
our website at https://themeadoway.cato learn more.
Sincerely,
-Corey
_
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
Krystal Williams/TRCA
To:
Corey Wells/TRCA@MTRCA
Date:
04/24/2019 02:38 PM
Subject:
Fw: Multi-use Trail

----- Forwarded by Krystal Williams/TRCA on 04/24/2019 02:39 PM ----From:
To:
"info@themeadoway.ca" <info@themeadoway.ca>
Date:
04/24/2019 09:34 AM
Subject:
Multi-use Trail

Hi Corey
I’m a resident on a property adjacent to the Meadoway.
Could you please define what a “multi-use trail” means. Does this permit motorized vehicles?
Who would enforce the current prohibitions on motorized vehicles?
Thank you

Sent from Mailfor Windows 10
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
RE: Input to the Planning of the Meadoway
Thursday, May 09, 2019 3:04:57 PM
image002.png

Good afternoon
As always, thank you for your detailed and well-informed comments/suggestions on The Meadoway.
We’ll be sure to consider all these points, and more, as we move forward with planning and design
of the multi-use trail.
Also, just so you know, we’ll be circulating an update early next week on the next CLC meeting
(planned for mid-June) as well as the next public open house currently scheduled for late June.
Talk soon.
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Wednesday, May 08, 2019 12:45 PM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: Input to the Planning of the Meadoway
Hi Corey,
thank you for the chance to add to the planning considerations of the Meadoway. I am a yeararound cyclist, live close enough to the Meadoway to use them regularly and I am impressed with
what has been presented so far for the Meadoway.
I think the Meadoway will enjoy good popularity in future decades - similar to what I see today
along Toronto's waterfront in the Beaches. So my suggestion is to look 20 years down the road and
designate it a high capacity trail.

From experience with the waterfront trail, we should anticipate that separation of cyclists
and pedestrians will be important. I understand there are space constraints in some
stretches of the route, but wherever possible bikes and pedestrians should be kept on
separate surfaces.
To make the Meadoway a safe part of the community, evening use should be anticipated and
lighting be installed along the paths. In winter, the paths should be plowed. to allow yeararound use for commuters and walkers alike.
The communities along the Meadoway could use some more tobogganing hills (aside from
the one near the UoT) - such slopes get the community outdoors in the winter months. Could
the planners find one or two such slopes for that purpose?
Thank you for your consideration,

. It's on between 8am and 9pm, and if I don't pick up the phone,
please leave a message

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
The Meadoway - Consultations
Thursday, May 09, 2019 12:10:30 PM
image004.png

Good afternoon
Following our first public open house on April 24th, we are in the process of organizing another
consultation touch-point in late June. Since you’ve signed up to the mailing list, expect a notification
in the coming weeks regarding any and all details you’ll need to join us June.
We look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Tuesday, May 7, 2019 11:53 AM
To: Info <Info@trca.on.ca>
Subject: Consultations - The Meadoway
Hello,
I'm just curious if there are any public consultations still taking place for the Meadoway project? If
so, where could I find this info? Today I signed up to be part of the email list.
Thank you,

--

Virus-free. www.avast.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hi

Corey Wells
Re: Bike and Pathways made of recycled materials
05/01/2019 09:51 AM

,

Thanks for touching base and expressing interest in The Meadoway.
The use of recycled materials for trail construction is a very interesting idea and we
are familiar with other international projects that have used creative ways to explore
construction materials. For The Meadoway, we'll be following the City of Toronto's
Multi-use Trail Design Guidelines, which require very specific materials typically in the
form of pavement and/or concrete.
The use of alternative materials such as plastics may be challenge in The Meadoway
due to the need to design the trial system to bare the weight of light-use vehicles (City
maintenance vehicles or an ambulance during an emergency, for instance) and, in
some cases, heavy equipment related to ongoing maintenance from Hydro One on
their transmission infrastructure. With that said, we are always keeping innovative
ideas like this in mind where feasible, so thank you for letting us know.
Regarding your question from a different email regarding urban agricultural
opportunities, at the moment our primary focus is on the planning and design of the
mult-use trail as well as the ongoing restoration efforts. That said, through our
numerous consultation touch-points we are always looking to get a better sense of
the communities interests and desires for the future of The Meadoway. In the case of
urban ag., the TRCA will strive to incorporate these opportunities through planning
discussions with our project partners.
I encourage you to visit our website at https://themeadoway.ca/ for more information.
Sincerely,
-Corey
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
ź

---04/30/2019 08:26:24 AM---Cory,

From:
To: <info@themeadoway.ca>
Date: 04/30/2019 08:26 AM
Subject: Bike and Pathways made of recycled materials

Cory,

Would be incredible if the pathways in the Meadoway could be constructed from
recycled plastics, similar to this initiative in the Netherlands, which just popped up
on my LI feed

Yours truly.

From:
Sent: April-29-19 5:19 PM
To: 'info@themeadoway.ca'
Subject: Urban Ag in the Meadoway?
Dear Cory,

The Meadoway is a truly amazing project. Who could I speak with about Urban Ag in
the Meadoway?

Yours truly,
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
Re: TAG and The Meadoway
05/03/2019 11:38 AM

It's great to hear from you again

.

The turnout and enthusiasm for The Meadoway at our first public open house was
indeed palpable. As we discussed in March, I definitely agree that The Meadoway fits
nicely within the TAG route and I look forward to discussing this project with you and
others in more detail in November.
With respect to the TAG, at a minimum I suspect there is an opportunity here to
update your concept to include The Meadoway within your "Toronto Pan Am Path"
route. In the meantime, perhaps there is an opportunity for us to discuss opportunities
prior to November.
For your reference, we've posted all of the materials reviewed at the open house,
including the presentations, maps, and information panels, on our website which you
can access here.
Look forward to hearing from you.
-Corey
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
ź

---05/03/2019 10:05:42 AM---Hi Corey,
, attended your recent Open House and was
From:
To: Corey Wells <cwells@trca.on.ca>
Date: 05/03/2019 10:05 AM
Subject: TAG and The Meadoway

Hi Corey,
, attended your recent Open House and was

very impressed and enthusiastic. The Meadoway will be a significant link in the
TAG route, but beyond that, I can see a lot of ways we could help each other. I
look forward to an opportunity to meet with you soon to discuss. Let's try to
find a time and place that works for us both.
ciao
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
Re: Fw: Meadoway Meeting
04/25/2019 08:35 AM

Good morning

,

Thank you for touching base and expressing interest in The Meadoway. Opportunities
for urban agriculture are definitely something we are looking to consider as part of the
overall project, and recommendations on potential locations as you provided below
are a big help to us.
We have recently created an online comment form on our website, which you can
access here. Additionally, all of the information that was recently shared at our first
public open house last night will be uploaded to the website and publicly available for
review and download. I encourage you to visit the website to learn more about the
project and to leave your comments/questions/considerations. We are aiming to have
all our information on the website before end of day today.
Thanks again and take care.
Sincerely,
-Corey
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
ź Krystal Williams---04/24/2019 10:13:49 AM-------- Forwarded by Krystal
Williams/TRCA on 04/24/2019 10:14 AM ----- From:
From: Krystal Williams/TRCA
To: Corey Wells/TRCA@MTRCA
Date: 04/24/2019 10:13 AM
Subject: Fw: Meadoway Meeting

----- Forwarded by Krystal Williams/TRCA on 04/24/2019 10:14 AM ----From:

To: info@themeadoway.ca
Date: 04/23/2019 04:54 PM
Subject: Meadoway Meeting

Hi Corey,
I'm unable to attend tomorrow's meeting as it conflicts with my condo board
annual review.
Can you tell me how one could go about making a project suggestion for the
Meadoway? It's an exciting concept!
I had been pleading with Councillor Thomson two years ago to connect me
with anyone who might have the power to make decisions on the hydro
corridor. I am a big believer in community gardens, and the corridor at Midland
and Lawrence would be a terrific spot for it, given that there are a number of
high rise buildings with no attached green space. The area is heavy with new
immigrants who would greatly benefit from both a place to garden and a place
to socialise. I'd be very interested in shepherding this project, but Cllr
Thomson's assistant (Igor) never returned any of the calls he promised to
make.
Cheers,
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Hi

Corey Wells
The Meadoway
Tuesday, May 07, 2019 8:54:11 AM
image002.png

,

Thank you for touching base regarding The Meadoway.
Securing funding in order to begin the planning and restoration process for The Meadoway was a
highly iterative process. Our first step was showing “proof of concept” via applying to a grant that
allowed us to test the feasibility of restoring a hydro corridor, but on a much smaller scale (The
Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail was the result of this grant, which you can read more about on
our website). Our previous experience in the field of restoration was a big benefit.
The success of the pilot study galivanted our funders and co-proponents to undertake this work at a
greater scale, which has led us to The Meadoway today. As we are still only at the initial stages of the
project, there is still a lot to learn, and one of our goals will be to develop a knowledge base through
which we can share lessons learned with our municipalities/agencies/community organizations
interested in undertaking similar work in their backyard.
If you’d like to learn more about The Meadoway, I’d encourage you to visit the website at
https://themeadoway.ca/.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Date:

"info@trca.on.ca" <info@trca.on.ca>
04/25/2019 05:33 PM

Subject:

Meadoway

Hello,
I am writing to obtain information about how your organization was able to develop and
secure funding for the Meadoway.
I currently live at Yonge and Finch and my neighbours and I would love to begin a similar
initiative for our Finch hydro corridor.
Any help would be appreciated.
Thank you,

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
RE: The Meadoway
Thursday, May 09, 2019 10:06:22 AM
image002.png
image004.png

Good morning
I’m glad you found the website useful – we’ll always be updating it with more information as the
project develops, so be sure to visit often. Regarding a potential meeting opportunity, you may be
happy to hear that we are actually in the process of planning another public open house for late
June in Scarborough.
Exact details are to follow over the coming days, but this could be a great opportunity for yourself
and your community members to learn more about The Meadoway. I’d be happy to find some time
during the open house to chat and discuss any questions you may have.
Event information will be posted in the next week or so, but I’ll be sure to reach out directly. If for
whatever reason you are unable to make it, we can aim to find a time to discuss at some point this
summer.
Talk soon.
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2019 11:01 AM
To: Corey Wells <Corey.Wells@trca.ca>
Subject: Re: The Meadoway

Corey,
Thank you very much for your email. I've looked at the website and there are some very

inspiring themes.

Would anyone from your organization be willing to meet with members of my community to
discuss the Meadoway?
We would very much appreciate it.
Thank you,

From: Corey Wells <Corey.Wells@trca.ca>
Sent: May 7, 2019 8:54 AM
To:
Subject: The Meadoway
Hi

,

Thank you for touching base regarding The Meadoway.
Securing funding in order to begin the planning and restoration process for The Meadoway was a
highly iterative process. Our first step was showing “proof of concept” via applying to a grant that
allowed us to test the feasibility of restoring a hydro corridor, but on a much smaller scale (The
Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail was the result of this grant, which you can read more about on
our website). Our previous experience in the field of restoration was a big benefit.
The success of the pilot study galivanted our funders and co-proponents to undertake this work at a
greater scale, which has led us to The Meadoway today. As we are still only at the initial stages of the
project, there is still a lot to learn, and one of our goals will be to develop a knowledge base through
which we can share lessons learned with our municipalities/agencies/community organizations
interested in undertaking similar work in their backyard.
If you’d like to learn more about The Meadoway, I’d encourage you to visit the website at
https://themeadoway.ca/.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
"info@trca.on.ca" <info@trca.on.ca>
Date:
04/25/2019 05:33 PM
Subject:
Meadoway

Hello,
I am writing to obtain information about how your organization was able to develop and
secure funding for the Meadoway.
I currently live at Yonge and Finch and my neighbours and I would love to begin a similar
initiative for our Finch hydro corridor.
Any help would be appreciated.
Thank you,

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Hi

Corey Wells
The Meadoway
04/10/2019 08:52 AM
TheMeadoway_PIC1_flyer.pdf

,

Great to hear from you and thank you for expressing interest in The Meadoway. While
not a long boarder specifically, I was an avid skateboarder myself for about 15 years
or so in my younger days, so it's great to see interest from this community. There are
a lot of exciting things taking place right now, including the planning and design of the
16 km multi-use trail and bridges, ongoing meadow restoration within the hydro
corridor, and a host of other activities.
You've reached out at a good time, as the first public open house for The Meadoway
is scheduled for the evening of April 24th. I've attached a flyer for your reference. I
highly recommend you make it out to learn more about the project and chat with
myself and some of my colleagues on potential ways to get involved moving forward.
In the meantime, if you haven't done so already, I recommend signing up for updates
on the website. There are a lot of great events planned this year that I'm sure you'll be
interested in.
If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to ask.
Best,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
_____
----- Forwarded by Krystal Williams/TRCA on 04/08/2019 01:12 PM -----

From:
To: info@themeadoway.com,
Date: 04/08/2019 11:56 AM
Subject: Connecting regarding Longboarding

Hi Corey
Wanted to connect and say hello, I have been interested in the Meadoway initiative
since its inception and am impressed on how it has progressed.
I
in downtown Toronto and our shop acts as a hub for the
longboard community across the city and the GTA. The vehicle-free path system that
exists across the hydro corridor will be an amazing place for our community to use as
transportation, as well as for holding events such as dancing and longboard distance
pushing.
I am interesting in learning more about the project and how we can get involved to
assist in having longboarding included in the vision for the Meadoway as it grows and
evolves.
Look forward to hearing from you.
All the best,

/

s

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Good morning

Corey Wells
RE: Meadoway feedback
Wednesday, May 08, 2019 8:05:20 AM
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,

Thanks for touching base and expressing your interest in The Meadoway. These are some great ideas
that we’ve also heard expressed as important elements for consideration by the community.
Regarding path size, for instance, as part of the planning and design process we’ll be utilizing the City
of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail Design Guidelines to help us determine the most appropriate
dimensions based on existing infrastructure, physical setting, and trail user volume and type.
A host of other park elements, such as bike share locations and exercise equipment as you’ve listed
below, are all additional opportunities that will be explored through the planning and consultation
process. I encourage you to join us at our next public open house this summer (tentatively scheduled
for the end of June), where myself and other staff would appreciate the chance to speak with you
more about your ideas on how we develop The Meadoway into something truly meaningful for the
Scarborough Community, and beyond. More information on the open house will be posted on the
website and circulated via our newsletter in the coming weeks.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Sunday, May 05, 2019 10:07 AM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: Meadoway feedback

Hi
I read the FAQ page at https://themeadoway.ca/faqs/ and am very impressed. I have often used the
bike paths on the Meadoway and I know this corridor is an important community builder
while it also helps enhance the real estate along its path. This is one of those projects that make a
city very attractive to residents and new immigrants and tourists. So I would like to
pitch in my two cents worth of ideas to make what is already wonderful to something even better.
The Path Size: right now the paved path is multifunction use and I think it would be safer to
widen it so that bicycles would have their own lane.
Winter Use: maintaining the path in winter would allow for pedestrians and cyclists to use
and enjoy the path year long.
Lighting: Lighting, that didn’t affect nearby housing, would not make the path night time
usage but would also offer a bit more security for walkers.
Bike Share: have the bike share program positioned at key entry points of the path would
increase use and enjoyment.
Exercise Equipment: having some small exercise mini parks along the way with simple
exercise equipment would also be attractive.
hope these ideas inspires the work on.
Thanks for opportunity to contribute.

5H0RUQLQJVLGH&RPPXQLW\&KDQJHUV
&ROLQ/RYH to:

cwells, paul.kulig, sheila.boudreau, Celene Mariano, Violetta Savage,
Cc:
Emily Rondel

Follow Up:

Hi

04/25/2019 02:11 PM

Normal Priority.

,

It was a pleasure meeting you yesterday. Thanks for chatting and sharing your ideas! I look forward to the
follow-up meeting we discussed. I'll be in touch with you directly about scheduling a good time.
In case you have not seen it, I thought you may be interested in the CBC article below about the event
yesterday. It stars you ;)
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/toronto/meadoway-scarborough-toronto-park-1.5110164
Thanks for your support,
Colin

&ROLQ/RYH OCT, M.Ed., Hon B.Sc. 

Supervisor, Community Learning - Toronto
Education and Training Division
T: 416.661.6600 ext. 5389
C: 416.457.7129
E: clove@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, Ontario, L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

Greetings to you all!
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

here, I would l...

04/24/2019 11:00:25 PM

clove@trca.on.ca, paul.kulig@parkinswill.com, cwells@trca.on.ca, sheila.boudreau@trca.on.ca
04/24/2019 11:00 PM
Morningside Community Changers

Greetings to you all!
here, I would like to take this time to say it was very exciting to meet all of
you tonight! I would also like to say how I appreciate your time and hard earned efforts
to put together the Meadow way initiative, with all its dynamics!
Thank you immensely for allowing me the opportunity to share our children's
sub-committee's initiative with everyone. I am truly excited to share and plan a strategic

mapping for further partnership between the Morningside Community Changers,
EcoSpark , and the TRCA.
(WE WELCOME OTHER PARTNERS/STAKEHOLDERS THAT SHARE THE
COMMON GOAL!)
We look forward to the expedient available time for all of us to arrange a meeting to
speak in more detail of how this collaboration can be brought to fruition.
Our group is very interested and know how vital for the schools to participate and will
speak more on how we can also establish this correlation for the success of students
living and playing in the surrounding areas.
Thank you in advance to all of you for your speedy response and once again we are
very appreciative for this amazing opportunity to work and plan together with you!
P.S. We are working on our save the date flyer for Youth World Environment Day Event
in Morningside Park. WILL KEEP YOU POSTED.
Please is it possible to obtain the photos taken of myself at the meeting for our social
media?
Best Regards,
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Love/TRCA] [attachment "citizen Scientists.png" deleted by Colin Love/TRCA]
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Good morning

Corey Wells
The Meadoway - Bike Lanes
04/22/2019 09:30 AM

,

My apologies for the delay in getting back to you, we've been quite busy preparing for
the first public information centre planned for this Wednesday.
These are excellent questions
provided below:

. I've broken them down with my responses

Q1) Plan to widen the existing bike lanes to accommodate a couple extra lanes
used for passing?
A1) As part of the planning process, we'll be undertaking some trail use assessments
to get a better handle on the volume of users and where they are most concentrated.
This will help us in determining the most appropriate trail design. In any case, we will
ensure that any multi-use trail we construct will be meet the design requirements as
set out in the City of Toronto's multi-use trail Design Guidelines (you can access them
by clicking here). One consideration that needs to be made when constructing in
hydro-corridors is proximity to existing power infrastructure. Hydro One, the owner of
the corridor where The Meadoway is being planned, have very specific requirements
on how close a trail can be placed to a hydro tower. Consequently, we may in some
cases be restricted on how wide a trail can due to the existing infrastructure in place.
Q2) When will the full length of the bike lane connection be completed?
A2) The planning and design phase for The Meadoway multi-use trail will span 2018
to 2020. Based on funding, it is anticipated that construction of the remaining sections
of the multi-use trail would begin in 2021. At this stage of the planning process, a
project completion date has not been determined, but it is anticipated that
construction would take a few years following initiation in 2021.The longer planning,
design, and construction timeline is a consequence of the various pedestrian bridges
we may need to construct in order to allow for the safe crossing of the numerous
rivers, ravines, and streams.
Q3) What is the status of the hydro towers within the corridor?
A3) The Gatineau hydro corridor is still very much an active transmission system for
the City of Toronto and currently all lines are in full operation by Hydro One. There
are no plans in the immediate future for removal of the existing power infrastructure
within the corridor.
I'm sorry to hear you won't be able to attend in person
, but I do wish you a
speedy recovery so you can get back on those trails this summer. I do want you to
know that all of the materials we will be show casing at the meeting will be made
available to you on our website as early as the 25th of April. I encourage you to visit
the website (http://themeadoway.ca) and review the materials at your leisure. Also
note that we will be hosting two more public open houses this year, one in June and
another in October, so there is plenty of time for you to join us.

As always, if you have any questions moving forward, please do not hesitate to
contact me.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
Hi Corey,
I saw the public service announcement in the Scarborough Mirror paper last night,
and want to congratulate all involved on the #meadoway project.
I am a recently retired person living near the Gatineau Hydro Corridor, and I use it
frequently and recreationally during the more enjoyable months of cycling (all but
winter for me so far), and I can't wait to be able to cycle all of the way between the
Rouge and the Don Valley! That will be great!
I believe that the bike lanes most certainly will become a high traffic, slow-peoplebeware-war zone during the rush hours for toronto bound commuters, but at least
they won't be in cars. I do wonder if there might be any planning to widen the existing
bike lanes to accommodate a couple of extra lanes used for passing?
As a second question, can you tell me when the full length bike lane connection is
scheduled to be completed? Roughly?
As well, my understanding of the still standing hydro metal fixtures (the old style
towers) are no longer in use. Though they make great subject matter for photos of the
flora developing at the base of each one, is the plan to just let them fall over in ice
storms, or will they eventually be harvested/dismantled perhaps by a reputable
company interested in recycling the metal/cables?
I'm sorry I won't be able to ask these questions in person at your meeting scheduled
for April 24 at the Centennial College, but I am scheduled for knee replacement
surgery next week, and expect to be still recovering at the time of your meeting, so I
doubt that I will be able to make the meeting, but you never know...
I wish you well in this endeavour, and I am excited to see it moving forward. I'm sure
Michael Thompson and
are thrilled as well.
Very kind regards,
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NEWS

PRESENTATION CENTRE NOW OPEN!

WHAT'S GOING
ON HERE?
511 CONLINS RD.

The Meadoway, a 16-kilometre linear
park linking the Don Valley with Rouge
National Urban Park, is being planned
through Scarborough. People buying
homes in a small new subdivision north of
Highway 401 may end up next door.

OVER
70% SOLD!
DON’T
MISS OUT

LOW
CONDO
FEES

at $0.20/sq.ft.

990 sq.ft.
from

$539,900
2 Bedroom + Den
• Eco-friendly building
• Low utility costs
• State-of-the-art technologies
• Exquisite ﬁnishes

The ﬁrst NET ZERO
Condo in Stouffville

Visit LivGreen.ca for more information.
N

TENTH LINE

NINTH LINE

HOOVER PARK DR.

WELDON RD.

HWY 48

MAIN ST.

YORK DURHAM LINE

BLOOMINGTON RD.

PRESENTATION CENTRE
5917 Main Street, Stouffville
905-479-6446

JUST THE FACTS:
• Last year the City of Toronto approved
19 detached homes on a new cul-de-sac
street at 511 Conlins Rd. The property,
where a single house now stands, is surrounded by vacant land and the Gatineau
Hydro Corridor to its north. Builder
Bloomfield Developments emphasizes
proximity to nearby parks, saying purchasers "are sure to enjoy nature all year
around."
• It's still unclear how The Meadoway,
running along the Gatineau Corridor, will
cross the 401. A pedestrian bridge will be
studied, but a more likely option for the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

Dan Pearce/Torstar
is running the trail along Conlins.
• Neighbours last month noticed tree removals. The builder said six street trees on
Conlins and nine privately-owned trees
protected by the city's bylaw would be lost,
and proposed planting 68 trees.
Wondering what's going on somewhere
in your community? Send an email to
newsroom@toronto.com

WHAT’SGOINGON
WONDERING WHAT'S GOING ON
SOMEWHERE IN YOUR COMMUNITY?
VISIT TORONTO.COM

NOTICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2
The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (The Meadoway Class EA) will facilitate the creation of a multi-use trail network within
the hydro corridor. Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is hosting the second public information centre (PIC) for The Meadoway Class EA. Please join
us to learn more about the project and provide your feedback.
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2
Wednesday, June 26, 2019
Thomson Memorial Park – adjacent to the Scarborough Museum
1005 Brimley Rd, Scarborough, ON M1P 3E9
Open House: 4:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.
Please note this is an outdoor event and is weather dependent. In the event
of adverse weather conditions, any location change, or event cancellation
will be posted to the project website at www.TheMeadoway.ca
Background
Encompassing over 200 hectares and spanning 16 linear kilometres, The
Meadoway will transform the existing hydro corridor between the Don River
ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a revitalized linear green space
with restored meadow habitat and a multi-use trail network.
A total of 10 kilometres of fragmented multi-use trails are located within the
corridor, leaving gaps within the network of approximately six (6) kilometres.
The planning, design, and implementation of the remaining six (6) kilometres
of the multi-use trail and potential bridge crossings is following the
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Schedule C process.
In compliment to The Meadoway Class EA, a “visualization toolkit” is being
created and will include conceptual renderings, sketches, animations and
other tools to help visualize the look and feel of The Meadoway.
We would like to hear from you
This will be the second of three public meetings for The Meadoway Class EA. At this stage of the project we will be seeking your input on:
• Preliminary evaluation of the alternative multi-use trail alignments
• Proposed preferred multi-use trail alignments
• The visualization toolkit

toronto.com

For further information on the project or to provide comments please contact:
Corey Wells, Project Manager,
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Phone: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
Email: info@themeadoway.ca • Website: www.TheMeadoway.ca
If you require accommodation in order to participate in this event, please contact us to discuss your accommodation requirements.

Illustration is artist concept. Prices and speciﬁcations subject to change without notice. E. & O.E.

Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
unless otherwise stated in the submission, any personal information such as name, address, telephone
number and property location included in a submission will become part of the public record files for this
matter and will be released, if requested, to any person.
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26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

Date
DD-MM-YY

Comment / Question

Yes, art installation will be considered at later planning
stages.
Noted.

Additional opportunities for urban agriculture are being
explored through the toolkit planning process and will require
careful coordination with City of Toronto Staff and members
of the public.
Garden expansion will require discussion and coordination
with City of Toronto Staff.

TRCA Response (where appropriate)

A connection between East Don and The Meadoway west of
Bermondsey is planned.
Changes to traffic light infrastructure is outside of this
projects jurisdiction.
Changes to traffic light infrastructure is outside of this
projects jurisdiction.
Education and interpretive signage will be included as part of
The Meadoways wayfinding strategy.
Opportunities for incorporating indigenous history/heritage
will be explored.

Will there be a crossing of Don to better connect Meadoway Design
to East Don?
Birchmount and Kennedy light delays are really long - speed
up.
Birchmount at Ranstone is confusing because the traffic lights
are not easy to follow.
Information about history/historical land use should be
Historical
posted along the trail.

An Indigenous component or presence should be
incorporated into the design.

PIC
conversation
PIC
conversation
PIC
conversation
PIC
conversation
PIC
conversation

Indigenous

Future opportunities for expanding the network past Rouge
Park will be considered.
Yes. Ensuring the public is informed at all stages is a key
priority. A Communication Manager will be hired to develop a
plan for The Meadoway.

Trail sinuosity adds character and functions as a safety
mechanisms by regulating speed. The multi-use trail is being
planned for a wide variety of users.

School
We communicated that currently the program is focused in
programming Section 4 since it has been restored, with schools that are
walking or TTC distance from that area.
Flora
If found, it would be promptly removed and destroyed.

Design

Design

Comment /
Question
Theme
Design

PIC
Connect the trail to Pickering.
Trail
conversation
Connections
Will everyone in study area be informed/kept up to date? The Consultation
PIC
Golden Mile consultation did not do a good job informing
conversation
neighbours. This needs to be better.

PIC
What would happen if marijuana was found planted in The
conversation Meadoway.
Would function better as a true transportation corridor if the
PIC
trail was less windy (prefer if it were more straight).
conversation

The retirement home adjacent to the dog park [Thomson
PIC
Memorial Park] has their own gardens. We would like to
conversation
expand these gardens.
PIC
Will art installations be incorporated into the design of The
conversation Meadoway?
PIC
Love the concept of the school program and The Meadoway.
conversation
Interest in Section 2 school programs.
PIC
conversation

Would like to have additional vegetable garden areas
throughout the corridor.
PIC
conversation

Comment
Source

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

Evaluation criteria does not acknowledge political
EA
complexities of out-of-corridor options. Many of these
PIC
proposed options fall into different wards and could be more
conversation
complicated than you think (timing, cost, altering proposed
routes).
Maintenance
How will you prevent the spread of invasives within The
Meadoway? What's the point of planting all this meadow if it
PIC
conversation will be destroyed by dog strangling vine and others? This is
already a major issue for adjacent neighbours.
PIC
This is a great idea!
conversation
PIC
I hope this happens!
conversation

Would like to see a straight trail for biking. No one will use
Design
this trail for commuting because they cannot get up to
PIC
appropriate speeds with the wavy movement of the
conversation
alignment. On road options will still be faster for bikers so
they will take them and not the in corridor route.
Have you considered simplifying the proposed bridges? There Design
are instances in other city parks where the crossing is made
PIC
up of wood planks and ropes. These don't need to be
conversation elaborate. Cyclists can go out of the corridor and pedestrians
could take the bridge. That would save on costs.

PIC
Happy to learn that history and archaeology are being
Historical
conversation incorporated into the project.
Need to ensure buffer strips are better maintained – and in Maintenance
some case when the mow has been done it is a poor job.
PIC
HONI and the City say it is not their responsibility when
conversation called. Clean up of debris like fallen trees needs to be done so
mow can be effective, otherwise they mow around and a
comprehensive job is not done.
Maintenance
Maintaining the mowed buffers is the most common
PIC
complaint followed by concerns about rodents and other
conversation
mammals.

Noted.

Noted.

The TRCA has implemented a comprehensive invasive species
management program that will continue as more meadow is
established.

Ward location will not influence the planning or
constructability of the proposed infrastructure.

The bridge infrastructure will be designed as accessible
features for all users.

Trail sinuosity adds character and functions as a safety
mechanisms by regulating speed. The multi-use trail is being
planned for a wide variety of users.

Proper maintenance is a key priority and every effort will be
made to coordinate this effectively between TRCA, City, and
HONI Staff.

Proper maintenance is a key priority and every effort will be
made to coordinate this effectively between TRCA, City, and
HONI Staff.

Noted.

8-Jul-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

Noted.

Design

PIC
Will there be an opportunty for cross-country skiiing?
Recreation
conversation
Opportunities
PIC
Excited to travel the full trail network.
conversation
Thank you for providing this opportunity to provide feedback
Online
from the public. Such opportunities provide a very necessary
Comment forum to ensure that TRCA objectives will align closely with
Form
those of the broader community.

Design

EA

Noted.

The trail will not be formally maintained in the winter
months.
NA

The closure of Military Trail is outside the scope of this
project.

Toronto's public health department indicates that hydro
corridorsare safe to use and enjoy. Studies will be provided
on the website.
TRCA follows City of Toronto guidelines for the application of
pesticide in the corridor.
Noted.

Safety

Questions regarding if it is safe for the public to utilize an
PIC
active hydro corridor, and if any scientific studies have been
conversation
complted
PIC
Concerned with pesticide use in the corridor
conversation
PIC
Support for the project, just wants to ensure it does get built
conversation in a timely manner "in my life time"
The team needs to ensure it is designed properly, with the
end user in mind, for example ensure it is the path that
PIC
conversation people are already taking otherwise cut through/informal
paths will be created
Suggested the closure of Military trail and that The
PIC
conversation Meadoway trail utilize Military trail as the route.
Safety

Thanked member of the public for their input, also indicated
that a full construction plan - include public notices and
mitigation measures would be created for the project
(regardless of Option chosen as preferred), in an effort to
minimize construction impacts.

Does not agree with evalution of Section 6, as Option A being Design
the preferred due to construction disruptions and costs
PIC
[house backs into the hydro corridor in this area], preferrs
conversation Option B and C. Expressed concerns with continued
construction in the area disrupting the community.

When I attended the information session at Thompson Park, I
asked to know what the specific costs would be for any
alignments through the valley. I was shocked to find that they
were not available - to ME. While I can try to imagine the
costs involved, it would be much more helpful to myself and
other members of the public, who wish to provide feedback,
if we had specifics to work with.
It is inconceivable that Dillon, a notable consulting firm, did
not do a thorough costing of all these options and provide
them to the TRCA. Unless the Thompson Information Session
was intended as 'window dressing' of 'due diligence' and
'engaging the public', then hard facts and specific information
ought to have been provided along with pretty maps, so that
more valid feedback from the Public could be provided.
So, my feedback is hampered by a lack of access to available
information.
While my comments could be applied more broadly, let me
confine them to Area #5 of the Greenway Project.
It could be considered laudable, from an experiential
perspective, to have the Meadoway provide a route
connecting the path on either side of Highland Creek through
the Gatineau Hydro right of way, as it would provide a nearnature experience for people.
That said, I am very opposed to having the route through
Area #5 go through the Greenspace. Let me first of all
organize my critique and finally provide some reasonable
alternatives at the end.
As you are likely aware, The Meadoway trail project is in the
Environmental Assessment (EA) stage, Phase 2, in which a
number of alternative alignments are identified and
evaluated to select a preferred alignment, or general route.
This stage of the process is considered a planning stage and
routes are at the concept level, as such all details of each
route are not determined yet, therefore detailed costings has
not been completed. That being said a general understanding
of how much certain elements would cost is known (utilizing
experience from similar past projects), such as bridges, new
trails, upgrades to existing trails, etc. Using this information
we are able to provide a comparison of each of the routes to
determine which would cost more/less than the other routes.
Once a preferred alignment is selected the project moves into
the next phases in which further details are determine and a
full accurate costing is done.
You had also expressed concerns regarding ecological and
cost impacts. As part of the EA process at each stage the
alternatives (trail route and design concepts) are evaluated to
ensure the final route selected best meets the objectives
while considering all the potential impacts. This ensures that
the final alignment selected will strike a balance, of providing
a positive user experience, protecting and enhancing natural
features, providing connections, maintaining a safe
environment for all potential trail users, being a good
neighbor, and being cost effective.

8-Jul-19

Online
Comment
Form

1. Aesthetic - Loving Nature to Death
The greenspace, through which a bridge and/or switchback
would run will impose a tremendous ecological impact on a
reasonably intact environmental area. Right now, that area
provides one of the few intact refuges for plants and animals
in the area. I believe that it ought to be left alone and I have
an alternative suggestion at the end for consideration.
2. Financial/Practical/Logical Critique
Alignments that would require a bridge and/or a switchback
will surely cost some millions of dollars, will take much time
to execute and are at odds with respecting existing nature. An
option to have a trail along Ellesmere and Neilson Road has
the advantage of being far less costly, more easily completed
and would preserve a little nook of nature from being
destroyed in the name of giving people a 'nature experience'.
I will argue that it is possible to save this area and provide a
more valid aestheic experience at a far lower cost.
Alternatives: As stated, the Ellesmere/Neilson option will be
less expensive. Let me save even more money and build local
community 'buy-in'.
There are already TWO sidewalks along Ellesmere between
Orton Park/Military Trail & Neilson. Few pedestrians use
these sidewalks. I know this for a fact, as I walk along that
stretch almost every day. My further observation is that the
southern sidewalk is much more used.
I suggest that the TRCA and the City of Toronto agree to
designate the northern sidewalk Ellesmere between Orton
Park/Military Trail & Neilson as part of the Meadoway
multiuse path.
EA

In addition, once the preferred route is selected, potential
environmental impacts are identified, and mitigation
measures are determined (that will be adhered during design
and construction), to ensure any potential impacts are
eliminated or minimized. I have cc’d The Meadoway Class EA
project manager, Corey Wells (who is away this week), and I
will ensure your comments and concerns regarding the
alignments are pass along to him so that they can be
considered during this stage. If you have further comments
or would like to discuss your route suggestions further please
do not hesitate to reach out to Corey Wells, contact info
below (he will return next week). In addition, we appreciate
your comments regarding building the community into The
Meadoway, this is a core objective of the larger project, and
something the visualization toolkit is working towards. I will
pass along your suggestion.

8-Jul-19

Online
Comment
Form

[When asked if they have any comments on the preliminary EA
visualization toolkit]: It was quite thorough. I wanted costing
information to accompany this visual display.

Once at Neilson, I propose that the existing stores in
Centenary Mall be designated as 'The Meadoway Oasis'. It
would provide a handy 'pit stop' for people using the
Meadoway. There are few other places along the way to take
a break, buy some food or beverages and find a lavatory.
Build it into the Meadoway's design!!!
Such an approach would provide community 'buy-in' from
the commercial businesses and serve as an excellent amenity
for people using the Meadoway.
Once on the eastern side of Neilson, it is a very short distance
to the continuation of the Meadoway to the Rouge.
That section of the Gatineau Hydro Corridor to the west of
Neilson might be made into a path leading to a Nature
Lookout. Signage and amenities would direct people to enjoy
a quiet experience of the intact ecosystem and explain why
there is specifically no trail/bridge across Highland Creek.
Aside from a dramatic saving of money, the Orton
Park/Military Trail & Neilson option does not preclude future
decisions to create a bridge/switchback connection if, at
some future time, it is shown that this should occur.
Meanwhile, during a time of constrained public budgets, this
alinment would be seen to be a reasonable approach to
completing the Meadoway in an expedient, timely and costeffective way.

Online
Comment
Form

Online
Comment
Form

10-Jul-19

10-Jul-19

[When asked if they have any comments on the preliminary
visualization toolkit]: Looks great! Good work incorporating
items discussed in PIC#1.

Strongly support the alignments in Sections 5 & 6.

In the Section 3 alignment, the trail should be further south Train design
on the east side of Midland Avenue. Informal paths running
from this corner to the mosque and various stores on the
north side of the Meadoway offer important connections for
the community. Restoration may be impacted by these desire
lines and should account for how people navigate across as
well as along this section of the Meadoway.

Noted.

The propose route was located to the north of the corridor in
order to avoid the power transmission infrastructure to the
south.

Design
I ride The Meadoway almost daily and frequently hike it as
well. Here are my general comments:
1. Road/Rail/River Crossings
As the major north-south roads in Scarborough are closer
together, my journey takes longer than on trails that have
fewer crossings on major roads (e.g. East Don Trail uses
tunnels under major roads like Finch and Cummer; Finch
West trail has greater distances between road crossings).
The traffic lights along The Meadoway take longer to change
than normal 4-way road intersections.
To this point, I would suggest going above or below grade
where possible. I believe this is possible at:
1a) Eglinton Avenue - There is already a small creek with a
tunnel under Eglinton. It seems that planners are suggesting
a crosswalk or light, but a tunnel would make the journey
quicker (esp. consider the amount of traffic on Eglinton and
the new Crosstown LRT).
1b) Crockford Blvd - Cars regularly speed by here and don't
stop. It feels dangerous to cross, especially during rush hour.
I would suggest painting the pavement yellow and installing
signs for drivers to slow down. You may want to even
consider installing a crosswalk.
1c) Massey Creek - With part of the trail collapsed into the
creek, I would suggest a new bridge further south of the
existing bridge. This would also make the trail more straight.
The straight use to be more straight before the hydro
company leased the land on the west side of the trail to the
school bus company forcing the trail to be relocated around
the parking lot.
1d) Railway Line between Kennedy and Midland - A new
bridge following the hydro corridor further north of the
existing bridge is needed connecting Jack Goodlad Park and
Arsandco Park.

1a) A designated pedestrian crossing will be integrated into
the planning framework of the future Eglinton LRT
1b) Noted
1c) TRCA is working with the City of Toronto and Hydro One
on a permanent, revised route for this section that will
generally align with this recommendation
1d) A new bridge at this location is proposed as part of the
trail alignment for Section 3

10-Jul-19

Online
Comment
Form

1e) The Meadoway Class EA is not exploring alternative
alignments for this area
1f) Noted
1g) The proposed alignment for this section will connect
Morningside Ave and Conlins Rd. via the north campus of the
UTSC
1h) Opportunities for crossing the Rouge River in Section 7 is
being investigated via a separate planning process lead by
Parks Canada

Maintenance TRCA will be exploring opportunities for repairing/resurfacing
2) Trail conditions
Many parts of the existing trails are in bad condition.
the existing multi-use trails within the project footprint
Specifically:
2a) Between Crockford and Massey Creek - trail bumpy in
parts, trail erosion
2b) In Thompson Park - from just north of SGH until the
bridge that crosses West Highland Creek
2c) Daventry Road crossing - has larger than normal road curb
cuts on both side that makes it very bumpy to cross

1e) Alternative path avoiding Thompson Park - The current
trail goes by some busy picnic areas and a playground that
forces cyclists to get off their bike and walk to avoid hitting
anyone. I would suggest realigning this part of the route to
avoid this. The current section of trail is also in very poor
condition.
1f) Benshire Road / Daventy Road / Brimorton Road - Cars
regularly speed by here and don't stop. It feels dangerous to
cross, especially during rush hour. I would suggest painting
the pavement yellow and installing signs for drivers to slow
down. You may want to even consider installing a crosswalk.
1g) 401 Crossing - While I would love a bridge, it might be
more financially feasible to connect the trail to Collins Road
and install a separated bike lane on part of the road.
1h) Rogue River / Little Rogue Creek - Ideally, there should be
bridge crossings across both rivers, allowing for connections
to Rogue Park (ideally connecting to both Finch Avenue East
north of the Beare Road landfill and to Sandcherry Court in
Pickering)

27-Jun-19

26-Jun-19

10-Jul-19

Online
Super keen about the involvement of schools in Section 5.
Comment
Form
PIC
What is the earliest this project can begin construction?
conversation
Hello. I would have liked to attend this meeting today but
could not. Was a dog park addressed? It would be great to
have one between pharmacy and Victoria park.
Email

Construction is anticipated to begin as early as fall 2020

Noted.

3a) A multi-use trail already intersects with Wexford Park
3b) Additional trails within this section of the Meadoway is
outside of the scope of the Class EA
3c) Additional trails within this section of the Meadoway is
outside of the scope of the Class EA
3d) The Meadoway will connect to the future Upper Highland
Creek Pan Am Path
3e) Additional trails within this section of the Meadoway is
outside of the scope of the Class EA
3f) The proposed trail in this section will intersect with Pan
Am Sport Centre at UTSC
3g) The Meadoway will connect to RNUP
3f) Additional trails within this section of the Meadoway is
outside of the scope of the Class EA

Recreation
Sorry that you couldn’t make it. Dog parks were highlighted
Opportunities by other community members and will be factored into the
greater visioning process. At this stage, the primary focus is
the planning and design of the multi-use trail. This process
will take us to the end of 2019, after which additional park
amenity opportunities such as dog parks can be explored in
more detail.

EA

3) Connections
Connections
Besides the obvious connection to the Don River trail, I would
very much value connections to the following parks/roads:
3a) Wexford Park / Wexford Blvd
3b) Astonbee Avenue (near the intersection of Astonbee Rd
and Hakimi
Av) - for shopping connections; also for Centennial College
(Astonbee
Campus) students
3c) A trail along Massey Creek connecting to Lawrence
Avenue (in the
north) and Eglinton Avenue (in the south)
3d) Connection to Morningside Park and the Highland Creek
trail
3e) Connection to Centennial College (Progress Campus) and
further north along East Highland Creek to Sheppard Avenue
and the Malvern neighbourhood
3f) Connection to Pan Am Sports Centre / UofT Scarborough
(perhaps bike lanes on Military Trail)
3g) Connection to Rogue Park
3f) Connection to Pickering

11-Jul-19

Email

As I cycle along city paths during this beautiful summer
weather, I realize how much I appreciate the shade of trees
wherever they line the trail.
The Meadoway paths would benefit from the addition of
trees that are meant to provide shade for walkers and
cyclists. The current designs may already include such a
feature, but if not, please consider that idea.
The benefit to the Meadoway is not just a more enjoyable
travel along the trails in the scorching sun of summer. More
trees will help the City to reach its goal to reduce carbon
emissions!
Design

Great to hear from you. Yes, shade is no doubt a critical
component of any enjoyable excursion in our City,
particularly during these hot summer months (which only
seem to be getting hotter).
The implementation of trees within the hydro corridor is a
complicated one – technically, Hydro One (the land owner)
does not permit the planting of trees under the transmission
lines due to safety and maintenance concerns, so we may
have to think a bit more creatively on how we can ensure
adequate shad is provided to users enjoying The Meadoway.
Leveraging existing trees, potential shade structures, and tree
plantings outside of the transmission line footprints are all
potential avenues we will no doubt explore.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Good morning

Corey Wells
RE: Meadoway design suggestion: trees along the paths
Tuesday, July 16, 2019 8:03:51 AM
image002.png

,

Great to hear from you. Yes, shade is no doubt a critical component of any enjoyable excursion in
our City, particularly during these hot summer months (which only seem to be getting hotter).
The implementation of trees within the hydro corridor is a complicated one – technically, Hydro One
(the land owner) does not permit the planting of trees under the transmission lines due to safety
and maintenance concerns, so we may have to think a bit more creatively on how we can ensure
adequate shad is provided to users enjoying The Meadoway.
Leveraging existing trees, potential shade structures, and tree plantings outside of the transmission
line footprints are all potential avenues we will no doubt explore.
I hope you are enjoying your summer and talk soon.
Best,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2019 9:44 PM
To: Corey Wells <Corey.Wells@trca.ca>
Subject: Meadoway design suggestion: trees along the paths
Hi Cory,
as I cycle along city paths during this beautiful summer weather, I realize how much I appreciate the

shade of trees wherever they line the trail.
The Meadoway paths would benefit from the addition of trees that are meant to provide shade for
walkers and cyclists. The current designs may already include such a feature, but if not, please
consider that idea.
The benefit to the Meadoway is not just a more enjoyable travel along the trails in the scorching sun
of summer. More trees will help the City to reach its goal to reduce carbon emissions!
Cheers,

. It's on between 8am and 9pm, and if I don't pick up the phone,
please leave a message

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Hi

Corey Wells
RE: Public Information Centre, June 26: The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
Thursday, June 27, 2019 2:59:36 PM
image003.png

,

Sorry that you couldn’t make it. Dog parks were highlighted by other community members and will be
factored into the greater visioning process. At this stage, the primary focus is the planning and design of the
multi-use trail. This process will take us to the end of 2019, after which additional park amenity
opportunities such as dog parks can be explored in more detail.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2019 8:56 PM
To: Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) <info@themeadoway.ca>
Subject: Re: Public Information Centre, June 26: The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment
Hello. I would have liked to attend this meeting today but could not. Was a dog park addressed? It would be
great to have one between pharmacy and Victoria park.
Thank you

Sent from my iPhone
On Jun 10, 2019, at 3:03 PM, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) <info@themeadoway.ca>
wrote:

View this email in your browser

The Meadoway - Community Powered Green Spaces

Public Information Centre, June 26
The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment

A map of The Meadoway with notes

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is hosting the second
public meeting for The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment – Schedule C (The Meadoway Class EA). The
meeting will include information on The Meadoway Class EA, community
engagement, meadow restoration, and visualization toolkit. Please join us to
learn more and to provide your feedback.
The Meadoway will provide a green east-west link between Rouge National
Urban Park and downtown Toronto, by transforming 16 km of underutilized
green space within the hydro corridor into a more cohesive and revitalized
active transportation network and community space. The Meadoway Class EA
will facilitate the planning, design, and implementation of current gaps in the
multi-use trail network.

Meeting Details

Wednesday, June 26, 2019
Thomson Memorial Park (Adjacent to the Scarborough Museum)
1005 Brimley Rd, Scarborough
Open House: 4:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.
Please note this is an outdoor event and is weather dependent. In the event of
adverse weather conditions, any location change, or event cancellation will be
posted to the project website.
For further information or to provide comments, please contact:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Phone: 416.661.6600 ext. 5233
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
Website: themeadoway.ca

Download the flyer

Copyright © 2019 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), All rights reserved.
You are receiving this email because you have either subscribed to this list, provided an email address
through participating in our programs, attended an event, or have requested to be on this list. If you wish
to unsubscribe, please click the unsubscribe button at the bottom of every email or contact us directly.
Our mailing address is:
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA)
101 Exchange Avenue
Vaughan, Ontario L4K 5R6
Canada
Add us to your address book

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list.
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INVITATION – Public Meeting
For The Meadoway MulƟ-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment, Schedule C – The Meadoway Class EA
Dear Resident,
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority is hosting a Public Information Centre (PIC) for The Meadoway
Class EA on October 23, 2019 at 6:00pm, at the Latvian Canadian Cultural Centre (details on the back).
The Meadoway Class EA will facilitate the creation of a multi-use trail network, mainly within the hydro
corridor, from The East Don Trail to Rouge National Urban Park. A portion of the preferred trail alignment is
proposed to travel outside of the hydro corridor between Morningside Ave and Conlins Road in order to cross
Highway 401. To accomplish this, two trail routes (termed design concepts) have been proposed; one along
Chartway Boulevard (Option A-1), and one north of Chartway Boulevard through the University of Toronto
Scarborough Campus (UTSC) property (Option A-2). The two proposed design concepts have been
evaluated with Option A-2 being the preliminary preferred.

Figure 1: Section 6 – Chartway Blvd. Proposed Design Concepts

At the public meeting being held on October 23rd the evaluation of these design concepts, along with design
concepts for additional sections, will be presented to gain feedback from the public. Following this meeting
and input from the public, a final preferred design concept will be selected.
We invite you to attend the public meeting to further discuss these design concepts with staff and provide
your input. If you cannot attend the meeting in person, all meeting materials will be available on the website
(www.themeadoway.ca) following the meeting, with the comment period open until November 6, 2019.
If you have any questions, please contact Corey Wells, Project Manager, Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority at info@themeadoway.ca, or call 416-661-6600 ext. 5233

NOTICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3
The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (The Meadoway Class EA) will facilitate the creation of a multi-use trail network within
the hydro corridor. Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is hosting the third and final public information centre (PIC) for The Meadoway Class EA.
Please join us to learn more about the project and provide your feedback.
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3
Wednesday, October 23, 2019
Latvian Canadian Cultural Centre
4 Credit Union Drive, North York, ON M4A 2N8
Open House: 6:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m.
Presentations, followed by a Q&A: 7:00 p.m.
Background
Encompassing over 200 hectares and spanning 16 linear kilometres, The
Meadoway will transform the existing hydro corridor between the Don River
ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a revitalized linear green space with
restored meadow habitat and a multi-use trail network.
A total of 10 kilometres of fragmented multi-use trails are located within the
corridor, leaving gaps within the network of approximately six (6) kilometres.
The planning, design, and implementation of the remaining six (6) kilometres
of the multi-use trail and potential bridge crossings is following the Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment Schedule C process.
To complement The Meadoway Class EA, a “visualization toolkit” is being created and will include conceptual renderings, sketches, animations, and other tools to
help communicate the look and feel of The Meadoway.
We would like to hear from you
This will be the third of three public meetings for The Meadoway Class EA. At this stage of the project we will be seeking your input on:
• Evaluation of design concepts for the preferred trail alignment
• Proposed preferred design concepts
• Mitigation measures
For further information on the project or to provide comments please contact:
Corey Wells, Project Manager,
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Phone: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
Email: info@themeadoway.ca • Website: www.themeadoway.ca

A project of:

If you require accommodation in order to participate in this event, please contact us to discuss your accommodation requirements.
Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act, unless otherwise stated in the submission, any personal information such
as name, address, telephone number and property location included in a submission will become part of the public record files for this matter and will be released, if requested,
to any person.
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PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3 • OCTOBER 23, 2019

Agenda
OPEN HOUSE
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m.
PRESENTATIONS
• Meadoway Class EA
• Visualization Toolkit
• Question and Answer Period

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment
Schedule C - The Meadoway Class EA

7:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.

Project Overview and Update

To provide an update and seek
feedback on The Meadoway
Class EA:

The Meadoway will provide a green, east-west link between
Rouge National Urban Park and downtown Toronto by
transforming the 16 km length of the hydro corridor into a
revitalized active transportation network, community space,
and meadow.
The Meadoway Class EA will facilitate the creation of a
multi-use trail for the three “incomplete” sections constituting
6 km of the hydro corridor. The project is now in Phase 3
where a range of design concepts, for the preferred trail
alignments, are being assessed.

Meeting Purpose

•

Evaluation of design concepts
for the preferred trail alignments

•

Proposed preferred design
concepts

•

Mitigation measures

•

Visualization toolkit

A “visualization toolkit” has been created to help animate
the vision of The Meadoway which includes concepts,
sketches, and animations.

Contact
For further information on the project or to
provide comments, please contact:
Corey Wells, Project Manager
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
info@themeadoway.ca
www.themeadoway.ca

A project of:

The Meadoway Class EA - Comment Form
We want to hear from you! Please ﬁll out this comment form, talk to staff, visit the interactive map, or
contact us to provide your input! Completed forms can be left at the registration desk or ﬁlled out online
at www.themeadoway.ca. Comments regarding this phase of the EA are due by November 6, 2019.

Questions
1. Do you have any comments on the three (3) proposed design concepts which include Section 5 –
Highland Creek, Section 6 – Chartway Blvd., and Section 6 – Ellesmere Ravine?

2. Do you have any comments on the visualization toolkit?

3. Do you have any additional comments regarding The Meadoway Class EA?

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report

Information Panels

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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themeadoway.ca

A project of:

MULTI-USE TRAIL MUNICIPAL CLASS
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT,
SCHEDULE C

Welcome

themeadoway.ca | info@themeadoway.ca

| TheMeadoway

Stay in Touch!
Stay informed and provide your input at any stage of the process by subscribing
to our mailing list or by visiting the website or social media pages!

The Meadoway is led by Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) and
Toronto and Region Conservation Foundation in partnership with the City of Toronto,
Hydro One and The W. Garﬁeld Weston Foundation.

• Mitigation measures

• Proposed preferred design concepts

• Evaluation of design concepts for the
preferred trail alignment

OPEN HOUSE
6 p.m. - 9 p.m.

Provide an update on The Meadoway
Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment, Schedule C (Class EA), and seek
feedback on the:

PRESENTATION,
FOLLOWED BY Q&A
7 p.m.

Format

Purpose

Public Information Centre #3

NATURAL
ENVIRONMENT
& EDUCATION

CONNECTIONS

RECREATION

BLUEPRINT FOR
REVITALIZATION

TRANSPORTATION

COMMUNITY
& PUBLIC REALM

The six overarching guiding principles are the core elements
of The Meadoway vision.

Guiding Principles

Introducing

The Meadoway is building off the success of the
Scarborough Centre Butterﬂy Trail which restored 40 ha
of mown grass into a naturalized meadow habitat
and contains a fully accessible multi-use trail!

Encompassing over 200 ha and spanning 16 linear
km, The Meadoway will transform the existing hydro
corridor between the Don River ravine and Rouge
National Urban Park into a revitalized green space
and a multi-use trail. The Meadoway will connect
Scarborough and beyond, enhancing Toronto’s
cycling network, while providing high-functioning
meadow habitat.
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Regional Study Area

Local Study Area
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• The Regional Study Area is a larger zone where direct
and indirect effects of the project
may occur, taking into
account the cumulative
effects the project may
contribute to.

• The Local Study Area is the zone where direct
effects of the project may occur.

The Meadoway Class EA is divided into two distinct areas
of study to assess potential project effects:

The Meadoway is located within a hydro corridor,
owned primarily by the Province of Ontario and managed
by Hydro One.

Where is The Meadoway?

• Provide opportunities to naturalize
areas where existing infrastructure will
not allow for woody trees and shrubs

• Contributes to habitat linkages and safe
movement through corridors for wildlife

• Reduces the carbon footprint compared
to traditional grass habitat

• Decreases maintenance costs

• Improves esthetic appeal to trail and
park users with established native
ﬂowers and grasses

• Increases water inﬁltration, due to deep
root systems, thus reducing soil erosion
and compaction

• Improves natural cover of the area
increasing wildlife habitat, biodiversity
and ecological function

Benefits of Meadows in
Hydro Corridors:

Cross Section of Meadow

A meadow is a habitat vegetated by
wildﬂowers and grasses with less than
10% woody plants. They are ecologically
important, open, sunny areas that attract
and support a variety of ﬂora and
fauna, providing wildlife with habitat for
nesting, food gathering, and shelter.
Meadows support an array of wildﬂowers
making them important to pollinating
insects, including bees.

What is a Meadow?

Meadow Habitat 101

Suppress seed source in soil while
increasing nutrients on the landscape
in preparation for seeding the
following year. This process varies
by site and previous land use.

Mow, till, cover crop, treat repeat

Year 1 - Typical

Most wild ﬂowers will stay dormant at
this step, but you will see Black Eyed
Susan and a few other species come
up in late summer/fall.

Continue to suppress
invasive plants in spring and
seed native wildflowers and
grasses in late spring

Year 2 - Typical

Controlling invasive species is critical at
this stage to allow meadow species to
take root and ﬂourish.

Ongoing adaptive
management and monitoring
to control invasives,
infill seeding, and allow
wildflowers to take root

Year 3 - Typical

Mowing will stimulate plant production,
causing a spike in plant growth during
the summer growing season. Adaptive
management will take place throughout
the year.

One spring or fall mow
every three to five years to
remove shrub/tree stems
and stimulate growth

Year 4/5 - Typical

Meadow restoration, from seed to full establishment, can take up to ﬁve years! Every meadow is different, so our approach to
restoration needs to be tailored to every site.

How are Meadows Restored?

Meadow Restoration

• Canadian newcomers will also be engaged through
education programs about The Meadoway in nearby
English as a Second Language schools.

• Schools along the hydro corridor are participating in
The Meadoway! The curriculum linked program includes
students growing native plants in their classrooms, class
ﬁeld trips to The Meadoway to support restoration and
stewardship activities, and follow-up learning experiences
back at school.

• To date, signiﬁcant milestones have been completed
including the development of a three-phase school
program and a comprehensive mapping analysis of
communities along The Meadoway using Geographic
Information Systems.

• TRCA is leading the education, community learning and
stewardship initiatives for The Meadoway.

Education, Community Learning & Stewardship
Introducing

2

WE ARE HERE

PIC #3
October 23, 2019

Select
Preferred
Concepts

• Maintenance of mowed buffer areas

• Continued involvement of schools

PIC = Public Information Centre

• Art installations

• Trafﬁc lights and safe pedestrian crossings

5

• Connections to other trails, cycling networks, and other crossings

ESR Public Review
December 2019

Design and
Implementation

• Ensuring security and safety for all trail users

4

Environmental
Study Report
(ESR)

The following is a sample of what the public expressed interest in at PIC #2.

3

Identify and
Evaluate Design
Concepts for
Preferred
Alignments
Select Preferred
Alignments

PIC #2
June 26, 2019

Identify and
Evaluate
Alternative Trail
Alignments

PIC #1
April 24, 2019

1

Existing
Conditions
and Opportunity
Statement

Municipal Class EA, Schedule C, Process

Project Updates

The Ravines
(Scarborough Golf Club to Neilson
Road)

Lawrence Avenue Community Hub

(Kennedy Road to Thomson
Memorial Park)

(Neilson Road to Conlins Road)

401 – Eastern Entrance

Section 6

Multi-Use Trails
These facilities are separated from the roadway, and support a number of accessible nonmotorized uses such as walking,
running, cycling, inline skating, and dog walking, amongst others. The proposed trail will have an asphalt surface and be
a minimum of 3.6 m wide where achievable.

Section 5

Section 3

The Class EA will focus on the three “incomplete” sections of the 16 km hydro corridor, where no multi-use trail currently
exists and where potential pedestrian bridges and road crossings will need to be explored.

Completing the Multi-Use Trail

It is important to note, all alternative trail alignments and design concepts, as well as all work conducted in the corridor,
are subject to Hydro One and Infrastructure Ontario approval.

• Highland Creek within Section 5
• Chartway Boulevard within Section 6
• Ellesmere Ravine Water Crossing within Section 6

For The Meadoway Class EA, alternative design concepts were identiﬁed and evaluated for speciﬁc areas of the
preferred trail alignments as follows:

Alternative design concepts explore different methods for implementing the preferred trail alignment.

Alternative Design Concepts

Opportunity Statement
A complete active transportation system linking eastern Toronto
to the downtown core is missing from the City of Toronto’s
existing major multi-use trail network. Opportunities to expand
and construct new multi-use trail networks are limited in
urbanized environments; however, hydro corridors have the
potential to be repurposed as accessible, ecologically diverse
greenspaces that permit active trail use. The Meadoway will
revitalize and restore the existing hydro corridor and establish
a full connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge
National Urban Park via an accessible, multi-use trail network.

• Each alternative design concept is evaluated based on its
ability to meet the project objectives and a preferred design
concept is then determined.

• Evaluation criteria are created for each objective.

Objectives Based Approach
• The objectives and opportunity statement set the framework
for the decision-making process.

The Meadoway Class EA is following an objectives-based
approach to evaluating the alternative design concepts.

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users

Protect and enhance
natural features

Provide a positive
user experience

Objectives

• Operating and maintenance costs

• Capital cost

• Constructability (feasibility, level of design, construction and operational
complexity)

• Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the hydro
corridor as well as trail or road users

• Minimizes potential for operation and maintenance impacts on the hydro
infrastructure and restored meadow

• Minimizes potential for ﬂood risk to trail users

• Extent of trail that can meet and/or exceed AAA (all ages and abilities)
and Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act requirements for
trail design

• Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal safety
(e.g., maintenance vehicles, road trafﬁc, intersections, human conﬂict,
safe trail design)

• Ability to accommodate emergency response, city and utility maintenance
vehicles/activities

• Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g., erosion) and
vegetation/habitat

• Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic habitat

• Capacity to maximize and ensure the success of naturalization/
restoration of the meadow

• Flexibility to address the desired experience of all users

• Establishes a unique and recognizable look-and-feel. Design congruent
with the rest of the trail design

• Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace (e.g. restored
meadow and natural ravine systems in the hydro corridor); provides
opportunity for education and stewardship

Evaluation Criteria Considerations

Evaluating the Alternative Design Concepts

ELLE
S

M

5% Grade Trail Example

Potential connection to Eglinton
Ave. and Kennedy Station

Unevaluated Wetland

15 m Distance Requirement from Hydro One
Tower

Parcel Boundary

Watercourse

Hydro Tower Transmission Line

Highland Creek Pan Am Path

Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)

Option A-2 (8% Sloped Trail)

Option A-1 (5% Sloped Trail)

Proposed Water Crossing

Highland Creek Valley Slope
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10% Grade Trail Example

Example of Rest Area in
Lower Don

Thinc Design

Potential
Potentialfor
foraaretaining
retaining wall
wall
for this
portion
onwards
for this
portion
onwards

Highland Creek Alignment Design Concepts

Section 5:

AIL
PURP L EDUSK T R

OPTION A-2

OPTION A-2:

8% Grade

OPTION A-1:

5% Grade

Making Trails Accessible for All Users
While the majority of The Meadoway trails will be relatively ﬂat, the proposed
preferred at Highland Creek will need to travel along 8% grades (in some portions)
to reduce ecological impacts. To optimize access for all users, trail design will
consider: rest areas at key locations, proper signage, maintaining a slope <5%
(where feasible), and other safety features.

Option A-2 is the Proposed Preferred:
• Minimizes impacts to valley slope and vegetation due to smaller footprint
• Lower capital costs due to simpliﬁed construction and maintenance/operation
requirements
• Opportunity for restoration and invasive species management
• Accessibility enhancements such as rest nodes, trail signage, and wayﬁnding

= Best meets the project objective

PROPOSED PREFERRED

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe environment
for all potential trail users

Protect and enhance natural
features

Provide a positive user
experience

OBJECTIVES
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OPTION A-1:

OPTION A-2

OPTION A-2:

Option A-2 is the Proposed Preferred:
• Maximizes connection to urban greenspace, as routed north of Chartway Blvd.
away from residential properties
• Improves safety by removing users from the residential street
• Increases opportunity for education and community stewardship
• Minimizes potential impacts to adjacent neighbours with vegetated buffer
between trail and homes

= Best meets the project objective

PROPOSED PREFERRED

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe environment
for all potential trail users

Protect and enhance natural
features

Provide a positive user
experience

OBJECTIVES

Photo credit: Future Landscapes

Heavily forested, aesthetically
pleasing valley system,
with opportunities for passive
rehabilitation of existing channel.

Recommended bridge crossing location,
to fully span the ravine to avoid placement
of a trail within unstable valley and channel.
Three bridge design concepts were explored.

Ellesmere Ravine Pedestrian Water Crossing

Section 6:

Steep, conﬁned valley system
with active channel movement
and excess erosion.

Technical challenges related to
nearby hydro infrastructure.

L a k e

Ê
O n t a r i o

• Common bridge type

• Single span bridge

constructed within the
ravine are required in
order to provide structural
support

• Two concrete piers

Note: Pictures shown above are examples of bridge types only

uncommon in Canada,
making it an expensive
structure to design and
build

• This complex design is

that uses steel or concrete
beams (girders) as the
means of supporting a
deck

(Source: Rapid-Span)

(Source: Michael Goff)

comprised of suspension
cables embedded in a
concrete deck

3-Span Steel Girder Bridge

Option A-2

Stress-Ribbon Bridge

Option A-1

unique aesthetic but
require larger abutments,
increasing costs and
impacts to the ravine

• Arch bridges provide a

structural arch with piers
and support structures
(abutments) built within
the ravine

• Bridge comprised of a

(Source: Demathieu
and Bard)

Arch Bridge

Option A-3

Ellesmere Ravine Pedestrian Water Crossing
Design Concepts

Section 6:
OPTION A-1

OPTION A-2

OPTION A-2

OPTION A-3

Option A-2 is the Proposed Preferred:
• Maximizes users’ interaction with ravine via unobstructed design and future
opportunities for viewing platforms
• Accessible for all users (compliant with Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act)
• A common bridge structure simpliﬁes design, construction, maintenance, and
overall costs
• Construction of support piers will have short-term impacts to a localized area of
ravine habitat

= Best meets the project objective

PROPOSED PREFERRED

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users

Protect and enhance
natural features

Provide a positive user
experience

OBJECTIVES

Example of Tree Planting

• Trail designed to meet City of Toronto Accessibility and
Multi-use Trail Design Guidelines

• Bank stabilization, sediment, and erosion control
measures prior to construction

Example of Pedestrian Signage

• Appropriate signage and wayﬁnding

• Species At Risk protection (where necessary)

Example of sediment control fence being installed

Socio-Cultural Mitigation Measures
• Ensure appropriate safety protocols as they relate to all
pedestrian crossings

Environmental Mitigation Measures
• Avoid and limit removal of trees where possible; if trees
need to be removed, replanted at a minimum 2:1 ratio

Examples of some of the preliminary impacts and associated mitigation measures are listed below.

As with any project of this scale and scope, impacts may occur as a result of implementing the preferred multi-use trail
and bridge infrastructure. A critical part of the Class EA process involves identifying all potential short and long-term
impacts that may occur before a project is implemented.

Preliminary Mitigation Measures
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High-capacity trails provide a special function in the trail network and accommodate the highest
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Highland Creek Pan Am Path

Proposed Primary Trail

Potential High Capacity Trail
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Cultural Space
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Future Water Crossing for Highland Creek Pan Am Path
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Example of a primary trail: The Meadoway at
Benshire Dr.

Example of a high-capacity trail: Martin Goodman
Trail looking west near Unwin Ave. and Leslie St.
(Source: CycleTO)

A preliminary assessment of where high-capacity trails may be implemented based on future
needs for Section 5. Metrics such as local amenities, number of trail heads, and demonstrated
level of use will guide this assessment for the entire Meadoway trail network.
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High-Capacity Trail

The Meadoway will follow a primary trail conﬁguration, the most common type of multi-use trail in
Toronto. These trails support a large catchment area and high user volumes, while still providing
ample space for meadow restoration.
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WE ARE HERE

PIC #3
October 23, 2019

Identify and
Evaluate Design
Concepts for
Preferred
Alignments
Select Preferred
Alignments

PIC #2
June 26, 2019

Identify and
Evaluate
Alternative Trail
Alignments

PIC #1
April 24, 2019

1

Existing
Conditions
and Opportunity
Statement

All comments will be reviewed and considered moving
forward.

The open house materials will be made available on the
project website: themeadoway.ca

Please provide your feedback on this phase (Phase 3) of the
Class EA by November 6, 2019.

Select
Preferred
Concepts

4

Environmental
Study Report
(ESR)

5

PIC = Public Information Centre

ESR Public Review
December 2019

Design and
Implementation

416.661.6600 x5233 • info@themeadoway.ca

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6

Corey Wells, Project Manager

Contact Us!

We appreciate the time you have taken to learn more about The Meadoway.

Thank You!

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report

Presentation Materials

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Presented by: Corey Wells

October 23rd, 2019

Public Information Centre 3

Multi-use Trail Class
Environmental Assessment

The Meadoway

1

• Population Growth

Toronto Foundation – Vital Signs 2019

Toronto’s Current (and future) Context

• Transportation

• Population Growth

Toronto’s Current (and future) Context

@TO_Cycling

http://wearedouc.com/

• Access to healthy,
greenspace

• Transportation

• Population Growth

Toronto’s Current (and future) Context

The Gatineau Hydro Corridor in Scarborough – The Future Meadoway

Reimagining Corridors – Untapped Potential

• Builds off of the success of the SCBT
• Restores 200 ha of meadow and completes over 16 linear km of
multi-use trail
• Establishes a full link between downtown Toronto and Rouge
National Urban Park

The Meadoway – Community Powered Greenspaces

Section 3

Section 5

• 16 linear kilometre corridor
• 7 sections - 3 “Incomplete” Æ Focus of Class EA
• Hydraulic and geofluvial assessments determined
optimal bridge crossings = trail “anchors”

Focus Areas and Trail “Anchors”

Section 6

S3 - Kennedy Rd. – Thomson Memorial

• Preferred alignments remain within the
hydro corridor (Section 3 and 5)
• Section 6 routes south of 401 Hwy via
UTSC and utilizes dedicated bike lane on
Conlins Rd.

Preferred Trail Alignments

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

S5 - Scarborough Golf Club – Neilson Rd.

Section 5 – Highland Creek East Slope

“Alternative methods of
implementing the preferred trail
alignment”

Alternative Design Concepts

Section 6 – Chartway Blvd

680 metres

440 metres

12

Chartway Blvd.

Pan Am Dr.

Conlins Rd.

13

Section 3

• Ellesmere Ravine

• Milliken Branch of Highland Creek

• TTC/GO Stouffville Rail Corridor
• Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek

Pedestrian Bridge Crossings

Section 5

Section 6

Photo: Future Landscapes

A heavily forested,
aesthetically pleasing
ravine

Recommended crossing
to fully span the ravine

Ellesmere Ravine

Steep, confined valley
with active channel
movement & erosion.

Technical challenges
related to nearby
hydro infrastructure

15

16

ALL DESIGNS SUBJECT TO
HYDRO ONE INC. (HONI)
PERMITS AND APPROVALS
17

Trail Configuration, Design, and Elements

18

Looking Ahead

19

October 23 2019

The Meadoway
Visualization Toolkit Update

What is a visualization toolkit?

2

• Virtual Reality
Experiences

Child’s Eye View

• 3D / Interactive Visuals

• Animations

• Renderings

A set of visual aids!

What is a
Visualization Toolkit?

3

Our Process and Timeline

4

Phase 1: Planning and Analysis, Preliminary Toolkit

Phase 2: Visualizations

January
to April
2019

May
2019 to
Today

Our Timeline

5

Preliminary Analysis

• Case Study Analysis

• Literature Review

• Existing Conditions
Reporting

Phase 1: Planning and Analysis

6

PIC 1

• Other public events (e.g. “Experience
The Meadoway!”)

• Two PICs (Public Information Centres)

Phase 1: Planning and Analysis

Experience The
Meadoway

PIC 2

7

• Helicopter Photography /
Videography

• Site Visits

Field Investigations

360 Imagery

Phase 1: Planning and Analysis

Photography

8

• Large Map

• Flip Book

Flip Book

Phase 1: Planning and Analysis

Large Map

9

• Sketches

Phase 1: Planning and Analysis

10

Animations x2

Physical
y
Models x2

Virtual Reality x6

Large Interactive Map

Renderings x12

Phase 2: Visualization Toolkit

Photobooth
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Why We’re Here Today

12

Renderings

13

Western Gateway

14

Eastern Entrance

15

Highland Creek

16

Givendale Gardens

17

Ellesmere Ravine Crossing

18

Highland Creek Crossing

19

Morningside Meadows

20

Multi Use Trail Intersection

21

Typical Road Crossing

22

In The Meadow: Child’s Eye View

23

Urban Agriculture

24

Wetland Zones

25

360 Virtual Reality

26

360 Virtual Reality

27
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
Environmental Assessment (EA) Public Information Centre #3
Wednesday, October 23, 2019
6:00pm – 9:00pm
Latvian Canadian Cultural Centre – Riga Hall – 4 Credit Union Drive, North York, ON
Staff Attendees: Miriam Bart (Dillion Consulting), Karla Kolli (Dillon Consulting), Paul Kulig
(Perkins&Will), Clint Langevin (Perkins&Will), Eunice Wong (Perkins&Will), Katie Turnbull
(TRCA), Colin Love (TRCA), Lisa Turnbull (TRCA), Violetta Savage (TRCA), Corey Wells
(TRCA), Celene Mariano (TRCA), Chris Cormack (TRCA), Paul Morris (TRCA), Neena Sajid
(TRCA), Ruthanne Henry (City of Toronto), Justin Bak (City of Toronto)
MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Lisa Turnbull welcomed everyone to the third and final Public Information Centre (PIC) for The
Meadoway Class EA and thanked everyone for attending. L. Turnbull introduced herself and
explained her role as a facilitator at the PIC and within the Project as Senior Manager, followed
by a brief introduction of members of the Project Team, including the TRCA team, Dillon
Consulting, Perkins&Will, Community Liaison Committee members, and The W. Garfield Weston
Foundation.
L. Turnbull also recognized Treaty Lands of Indigenous groups.
Presentations:
1st Presentation by Corey Wells – The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment
2rd Presentation by Clint Langevin and Eunice Wong – Overview of Visualization Toolkit
Question and Answer Period:
An open discussion platform was held after the presentation to provide everyone at the PIC an
opportunity to comment and/or ask a question(s).
Q: Do you have any data that speaks to the health and safety aspects of constructing a trail under
power lines?
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A: Studies have been undertaken throughout Toronto, including a portion of The
Meadoway, to learn about the patterns and potential health effects of hydro corridors.
These studies, by the Toronto Board of Health have concluded that based on normal
activities in and around corridors, increases in your average exposure to electro-magnetic
frequencies are negligible and well below the city guideline and international restrictive
limits. The benefits of physical activity by way of using the trail, far outweigh any potential
health concerns. Toronto Public Health also provides EMF guidelines that describe the
acceptable range of exposure. To help minimize exposure, the City requires that an EMF
management plan be undertaken for any new multi-use trails proposed in hydro corridors.
A: As part of the East Don Trail Environmental Assessment project, TRCA undertook an
EMF study which confirmed the data and information found in the City of Toronto’s studies.
EMF studies will be completed for the sections of The Meadoway where new trail
infrastructure is proposed.
Q: As it relates to the Visualization Toolkit and other Meadoway materials, can people access
these and use them at meetings, for example, to advertise the project?
A: All consultation materials produced to date are available online and can be shared with
community groups. TRCA is also working with The Meadoway Communications Team to
determine different ways to expand the messaging and disseminate materials.
At this time, L. Turnbull noted that TRCA has conducted community outreach and education
programs. Colin Love (Supervisor, Education and Community Engagement) noted that over the
past year and a half, TRCA has leveraged existing partnerships to reach out to various community
groups, as well as schools to educate and inform them about The Meadoway. Approximately
5,000 community members and 12 schools that stretch across The Meadoway corridor have been
engaged. Through these programs, TRCA has been able to bring The Meadoway into the
classroom by means of growing plants in the classroom and transplanting them in the corridor.
TRCA is just scratching the surface when it comes to reaching out to different partner
organizations.
Q: I understand the EA will be completed in December; however, I do not understand the timelines
for the restoration work taking place in the different sections across The Meadoway. Will different
sections be completed at different times?
A: You are correct, the EA component will be complete at the end of the year and the final
report, the Environmental Study Report (ESR), will be sent to review agencies and the
public for a review period in December.
A: The original location where meadow restoration was first applied to The Meadoway
was within the 3.5 km stretch of corridor known as the Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail
(SCBT). As the restoration component in the SCBT was successful, TRCA began
restoring meadow habitat in additional sections of The Meadoway, where trail
infrastructure currently exists. Meadow restoration starts with site preparation, mowing,
and cover crop, so different sections of The Meadoway will be at various stages of the
restoration process. The restoration work in the incomplete sections will correspond with
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the trail development and Hydro One approvals. Once meadows are established, they will
require continual adaptive management and monitoring.
A: TRCA, in collaboration with Perkins&Will, have begun developing a mapping tool that
will demonstrate long-term project build-out, including the stages of restoration work. This
is anticipated to be publicly available by the beginning of December 2019.
Q: Once complete, will the trail be open to the public?
A: Yes, when the trail is complete, people will have access to it.
Q: I cycle the existing trail regularly and think that you should not build the trail as proposed in
Section 5 and rather follow Military Trail. The meandering trail proposed for Section 5 is not
appealing to cyclists, especially ones using the trail weekly to commute to/from work. Will there
be a speed limit for cyclists, including effective sight lines?
A: Highland Creek in this area is quite steep and the proposed Meadoway trail is multipurpose serving a wide variety of users. While designing the multi-use trail we need to
ensure that it is accessible to all abilities, and that we are striving to meet the Accessibility
for Ontarians with Disabilities Act. This will be done taking into account speed limits and
maintaining safe sight lines.
A: As part of the City of Toronto’s 10-Year Plan, the City will be looking at a dedicated
bicycle lane along Ellesmere Road that runs parallel to the proposed alignment that will
serve as an alternate route through Section 5.
A: We appreciate this feedback and will use it to ensure we are considering the potential
safety elements and we follow the guidelines by the City. These elements will be
considered during the detailed design stage.
Q: Will the trail continue into Pickering?
A: At this time, the project scope of the Meadoway multi-use trail will not extend past the
connection to Rouge National Urban Park at Meadowvale.
Q: Looking into the future and long-term use of the trail, can this same project plan be
implemented in other hydro corridors?
A: TRCA has had discussions with other regions who are interested in this project.
Technically, The Meadoway could extend to Ottawa; however, we are focusing on 16 km
of trail in the City of Toronto at this time. We have received a lot of project support in
Durham Region and will continue to work with other stakeholders moving forward. The
Meadoway can act as a model or blue print in other jurisdictions.
Q: How will the community be informed about the project after the EA is submitted?
A: Following the EA planning process, TRCA will move into the detailed design phase in
2020. That phase does not formally require a consultation process much like the EA does,
but we will keep the public informed throughout the process via social media, website
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updates, and newsletters. At the same time, we are also looking to community members
to reach out to us with any concerns, questions or ideas they may have.
A: From a communications perspective, TRCA’s The Meadoway Communications
Manager, Karen Horsman, will be focusing on The Meadoway and getting the word out to
the public.
A: From an Education and Community Outreach perspective, TRCA will continue to
engage with school groups and community partners moving forward.
Wrap Up and Next Steps:
Lisa Turnbull closed the question and answer period of the Public Information Centre and noted
that all PIC materials will be available online for comment until November 6, 2019.
Thank you everyone for coming.
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Comment / Question

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

The visuals are really engaging and helpful for imagining what
PIC
The Meadoway will be like.
conversation

EA

Noted.

Noted.

TRCA explained the location of the SCBT and how to access the
trail in that section.

Didn’t know the Scarborough Center Butterfly Trail was
PIC
already in place. How can it be accessed.
conversation

General discussion on the status of the project, what is
PIC
currently in the corridor and plans for the future in terms of
conversation trail connections and meadow restoration.

TRCA Restoration staff spoke to them about monitoring and
maintenance of meadows.

Noted.

Noted.

Maintenance of meadow habitat and the challenges of this in Maintenance
PIC
a hydro corridor.
conversation

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

Happy that a connection is being made to the East Don Trail, Trail
PIC
and that through this people will be able to travel to the Lower
conversation Don.

23-Oct-19

Natural
Environment

PIC
conversation

Supportive of building uninterrupted meadow habitat.

Against allotment and community gardens as they take away Design
the space and connectivity of the meadow habitat. Concered
PIC
conversation garden users are dumping their garden waste inappropriately
(e.g., in steams, or the meadow).
Noted

Noted

Recreation
Opportunities

Interest in additional recreational opportunities throughout
PIC
conversation The Meadoway.

23-Oct-19

The connection between The Meadoway and East Don Trail
will be just west of Bermondsey Avenue. Trails will be
designed to be as accessible as possible and for all user types

TRCA staff explained the challenges in building a golf course.

Trail

Theme

TRCA Response (where appropriate)

Add a frisbee golf course to The Meadoway, or just outside of Recreation
PIC
Opportunities
conversation the area.

Connection to the east don trail – where does this happen?
Happy to see both trails are being implemented; want to
PIC
ensure that both trails are accessible (i.e., slopes aren't too
conversation steep); should be accessible from a walking and biking
perspective.

Comment
Source

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

Date
DD-MM-YY

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

Health and
Safety

Studies have been undertaken throughout Toronto, including
a portion of The Meadoway, to learn about the patterns and
potential health effects of hydro corridors. These studies, by
the Toronto Board of Health have concluded that based on
normal activities in and around corridors, increases in your
average exposure to electro-magnetic frequencies are
negligible and well below the city guideline and international
restrictive limits. The benefits of physical activity by way of
using the trail, far outweigh any potential health concerns.
Toronto Public Health also provides EMF guidelines that
describe the acceptable range of exposure. To help minimize
exposure, the City requires that an EMF management plan be
undertaken for any new multi-use trails proposed in hydro
corridors.
As part of the East Don Trail Environmental Assessment
project, TRCA undertook an EMF study which confirmed the
data and information found in the City of Toronto’s studies.
EMF studies will be completed for the sections of The
Meadoway where new trail infrastructure is proposed.

Noted.

Keeping the trail as safe as possible by methods to controled Design
speeds. Keeping the speed of all traffic (pedestrians and
cyclists and cars) similar would be the safest, so implementing
measures in the trail alignment such as chicanes or switch
PIC
backs next to crossings to force the cyclist to slow down
conversation before blasting across the traffic. For the vehicle traffic,
having raised crossing on the road, or lane re-alignments so
the vehicles are forced to slow where there is a crossing.

Do you have any data that speaks to the health and safety
aspects of constructing a trail under power lines?

It is unclear at this time what the economic impact of The
Meadoway will be, though as a significant community asset
there will be benefits to the adjacent communities.

Will home value increase as a result of The Meadoway and
Property
how might that change the dynamic of the surrounding
PIC
community? Would the culture over time start to change and
conversation would there be affordable housing/renting?

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

PIC
Once complete, will the trail be open to the public?
Presentation
Q&A

23-Oct-19

Accessibility

I understand the EA will be completed in December; however, Restoration
I do not understand the timelines for the restoration work
taking place in the different sections across The Meadoway.
Will different sections be completed at different times?

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

As it relates to the Visualization Toolkit and other Meadoway
materials, can people access these and use them at meetings,
PIC
Presentation for example, to advertise the project?
Q&A

Yes, when the trail is complete, people will have access to it.

You are correct, the EA component will be complete at the
end of the year and the final report, the Environmental Study
Report (ESR), will be sent to review agencies and the public for
a review period in December.
The original location where meadow restoration was first
applied to The Meadoway was within the 3.5 km stretch of
corridor known as the Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail
(SCBT). As the restoration component in the SCBT was
successful, TRCA began restoring meadow habitat in
additional sections of The Meadoway, where trail
infrastructure currently exists. Meadow restoration starts with
site preparation, mowing, and cover crop, so different sections
of The Meadoway will be at various stages of the restoration
process. The restoration work in the incomplete sections will
correspond with the trail development and Hydro One
approvals. Once meadows are established, they will require
continual adaptive management and monitoring.
TRCA, in collaboration with Perkins&Will, have begun
developing a mapping tool that will demonstrate long-term
project build-out, including the stages of restoration work.
This is anticipated to be publicly available by the beginning of
December 2019.

All consultation materials produced to date are available
online and can be shared with community groups. TRCA is also
working with The Meadoway Communications Team to
determine different ways to expand the messaging and
disseminate materials.

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

23-Oct-19

23-Oct-19

Will the trail continue into Pickering?
PIC
Presentation
Q&A

Connections

Looking into the future and long-term use of the trail, can this Connections
same project plan be implemented in other hydro corridors?

PIC
Presentation
Q&A

23-Oct-19

I cycle the existing trail regularly and think that you should not Design
build the trail as proposed in Section 5 and rather follow
Military Trail. The meandering trail proposed for Section 5 is
not appealing to cyclists, especially ones using the trail weekly
to commute to/from work. Will there be a speed limit for
cyclists, including effective sight lines?

TRCA has had discussions with other regions who are
interested in this project. Technically, The Meadoway could
extend to Ottawa; however, we are focusing on 16 km of trail
in the City of Toronto at this time. We have received a lot of
project support in Durham Region and will continue to work
with other stakeholders moving forward. The Meadoway can
act as a model or blue print in other jurisdictions.

At this time, the project scope of the Meadoway multi-use
trail will not extend past the connection to Rouge National
Urban Park at Meadowvale.

Highland Creek in this area is quite steep and the proposed
Meadoway trail is multi-purpose serving a wide variety of
users. While designing the multi-use trail we need to ensure
that it is accessible to all abilities, and that we are striving to
meet the Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act. This
will be done taking into account speed limits and maintaining
safe sight lines.
As part of the City of Toronto’s 10-Year Plan, the City will be
looking at a dedicated bicycle lane along Ellesmere Road that
runs parallel to the proposed alignment that will serve as an
alternate route through Section 5.
We appreciate this feedback and will use it to ensure we are
considering the potential safety elements and we follow the
guidelines by the City. These elements will be considered
during the detailed desgin stage.

23-Oct-19
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How will the community be informed about the project after
the EA is submitted?

Engagement

Following the EA planning process, TRCA will move into the
detailed design phase in 2020. That phase does not formally
require a consultation process much like the EA does, but we
will keep the public informed throughout the process via
social media, website updates, and newsletters. At the same
time, we are also looking to community members to reach out
to us with any concerns, questions or ideas they may have.
From a communications perspective, TRCA’s The Meadoway
Communications Manager, Karen Horsman, will be focusing
on The Meadoway and getting the word out to the public.
From an Education and Community Outreach perspective,
TRCA will continue to engage with school groups and
community partners moving forward.

24-Oct-19

Online
Comment
Form

Design
I have some concerns about your proposal as someone who
cycles and hikes the current trail almost daily.
(1) The timings at the crosswalks often take too long (up to 5
minutes). I have safety concerns, as people end up jaywalking
(and there have been a number of fatalities along the route).
The timing on the crosswalks would need to be improved, and
where possible, build bridges or tunnels instead. I strongly
feel that there should be a tunnel besides the creek that goes
under Eglinton Avenue.
(2) Portions of the trail are currently not safe.
These include:
- Section of trail going into Thompson Park near the
playground. I have often had children run in front of my bike,
or families blocking the trail in that section.
- Another section of trail in Thompson Park along the creek is
often too busy on weekends for cyclists to get through. I
would suggest a new route and bridge alongside the hydro
corridor instead.
- Section of trail leading down to Eglinton Avenue, the hill is
too steep and it leads right into traffic.
- Section of trail over Taylor Massey Creek. The curve and
bridge has poor sightlines. Often I have had (or seen) near
crashes occur. I suggest a more straight route and a new
bridge over the creek.
- The road crossings at Daventry, Benshire and Brimorton
aren't safe. Cars often speed through. Crosswalks should be
installed.

Regarding comment (1) - as we implement new cross walks
throughout the incomplete sections of the corridor, we will
work closely with the City of Toronto to ensure that all
crosswalks are designed and optimized to ensure public safety
while working with the flow of local traffic. Undertaking an
assessment of existing crosswalks, such as timing and
appropriateness based on user traffic, is a good
recommendation that we will consider in the detailed design
process. Unfortunately, due to significant constraints in the
hydro corridor related to power infrastructure, subsurface
utilities, and other factors, the development of bridge or
subsurface crossings at existing and future pedestrian
crosswalks are not feasible and will remain at-grade.
Regarding comment (2) - That you for providing on-theground feedback on the current user experience. This
feedback is invaluable to us and will be considered as we
review the entire multi-use trail corridor. Opportunities for
widening the trail to a high-capacity system will be considered
where feasible, which would aid in user congestion. At
Eglinton, we will be working with the City of Toronto and
Metrolinx to integrate an enhanced pedestrian crossing
feature that works with the future Eglinton LRT system. At
Taylor Massey, an alternative route is being considered due to
existing erosion issues currently experienced at this trail
section. Alternative routes that are being considered will
improve sight lines at this location.

1-Nov-19

Email

What is the current anticipated completion date for the
Meadoway?

EA

Following the completion of the environmental assessment
portion of the planning process and as we move into the
detailed design phase in 2020, we’ll have a more refined
estimate of anticipated completion, however at this point
we’ve estimated the full build out and restoration process to
take us into 2024.
With that said, we have the guaranteed funding to start
construction of the remaining trail sections as early as fall of
next year. Meadow restoration throughout the corridor has
been underway for the last few years and will continue in
Spring of 2020.

Good day to you Councillor Thompson.
Design
I have copied Corey Wells who is the Project Manager for the
project.
I left the meeting feeling quite diminished. It is clear that this
current project has little to do with improving the cycling trails
on the area. I spoke with several staff, landscape Architect and
one or two others. Most did not want to really discuss cycling.
They want to refurbish the area into “The Meadow Way” and
have illustrations of children frolicking with butterfly nets in
the tall grass. This is not a design for a Pan Am bicycle trail
which is what I was and am expecting.
Have you been to the world class city of Salt Ste. Marie? They
have bridges and a bicycle path to die for. “The Hub Trail, part
in “Fort Creek Conservation Area”. They have high bridges that
span a very large area and it is a well used mixed use trail.
I have attached 3 PDF’s of Google Maps, all 3 are the same
size, from the Gatineau Trail - Pan AM Bicycle trail, existing
and proposed Trail System.
I did attend the 3rd seminar as per the information from your
office. Thank you for that.
I do like “The Ellesmere Bridge” it is a straight bridge that
maintains the height of the existing field. Great work.
I do not like the “Area 5” which has meandering paths that cutback and form some 500 m of trail in and around Ellesmere
just east of Military Trail. Zero line of sight - spells accidents
due to poor planning.
[Response provided via Councillor Thompson's office]:
Regarding Trail Alignment Suggestions for Section 5
The section of Highland Creek ravine that intersects with The
Meadoway just east of Scarborough Golf Club Road is a steep,
heavily vegetated river system with bluff (cliff) faces and
wetland features throughout. The stretch of the Highland
Creek that runs through this section also shows significant
erosive forces and stream mobility, as highlighted by the
sinuous nature of the creek and erosion features such as
bluffs, scoured creek beds, and recent channel stabilization
works. Flood hydraulic and geomorphological assessments for
this stretch of Highland creek guided the selection of the
preferred alignment and bridge location, which will be
constructed on a straight, already protected (i.e., armoured)
section of the river channel just north of Ellesmere Ravine.
The preferred alignment selected via The Meadoway Class EA
had to incorporate these physical constraints and was
designed so as to ensure trail grades did not exceed 8% (the
maximum for any City of Toronto trail) and provided adequate
safety and comfort to a wide variety of user types, abilities,
and ages.
The two alignments proposed by
are in-line with the
steepest, most heavily vegetated sections of the river system,
where valley slope alone precludes the implementation of a
trail that is accessible to users (i.e., a maximum of 8% grade or
less).

3-Nov-19

Email

I see a better opportunity to utilize the "Ellesmere Bridge”
design here.
I see improvement for the area of Thomson park - utilizing the
"Ellesmere Bridge” design.
The Area 5 portion was discussed. Several years ago the road
was washed out. Therefore, it’s likely it will happen again. Why
build more paths and a low bridge down in that valley? Please,
not with tax dollars. It was full of flies when I was down in that
area for work this past summer. Not pleasant.
I stated to save the money until such time that a proper bridge
such as the Ellesmere Bridge is affordable. By my
measurement (very rough) it would take 2 Ellesmere bridges
to cross the top as per my two options below. One straight
across using 3-5 concrete piers to support or possibly further
south from Ellesmere to the north bank to the field.
Thomson Park, has a great part of the trail but the main trail
goes through by entering the park which is very poor planning
or due to lack of funds. I have shown two options for “The
Ellesmere bridge” to cross over. One basically straight and one
closer to the hospital but also quite straight. For safety, the
long term plan needs to be to re-route bicycles out of the park.
The existing bridge is slippery, people are unaware and often
walk 3-6 abreast which blocks the path for cyclists.
Other challenges with the proposed routes include hydro
transmission infrastructure, crossing of Highland Creek at a
non-channelized, highly eroded section of the creek and
proximity to adjacent properties that would likely raise
concern with residents.
Regarding Trail Alignment Suggestions For Thomson Memorial
Park
The existing trail alignment within Thomson Memorial Park
was not included as part of the scope for the Meadoway Class
EA, which focused only on incomplete sections of the corridor
(i.e., areas where no multi-use trail exists).
Discussions regarding potential alterations to the trail in
Thomson Memorial Park could be forwarded to the City of
Toronto’s PF&R and Transportation department however,
TRCA would not see it as a priority for The Meadoway as a
connection already exists.

So if the middle of the hydro files are re-planted for
vegetation, for butterfly’s, great. Main paths for cycling, rollerblades, joggers etc. must be maintained/planned for “express
use” (Mon to Fri and beyond. Proper bridges that actually
cross the large valley’s are a factor and require funding. This
entire area needs to (in the next 4-8 years) connect across
Hwy 401 (over or under) and onward to Pickering. To not only
allow people to use bicycles for pleasure but for riding to and
from work. Its far more “world class” and far more healthier
for all.
Please help ensure this is properly designed, constructed for
the people, all.
Note: I ride my bicycle, weekdays through the area from
Thomson Park up to Ellesmere, down Military Trail and up the
other side on to Neilson, crossing the 401, down the
pedestrian ramp onto Milner and over to work. I would use
the areas in question should they be available in the future.
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4-Nov-19

5-Nov-19

While I certainly understand your concern regarding the
removal of trees within the corridor, please do note that all
tree removals are unrelated to The Meadoway project. As part
of their maintenance program, Hydro One undertakes routine
tree removals throughout their corridor leases and the
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has no
jurisdiction on that work.
Hydro One also has restrictions on the planting of trees or
other woody vegetation within their power transmission
corridor, which is why the TRCA (who leads The Meadoway
project) is restoring the corridor into meadow habitat. The
benefits of this are many-fold, including the fact that we’ll
transform 200 ha of the corridor into restored meadow with a
significant improvement in biodiversity and carbon uptake as
compared to the mowed grasses that comprise the majority of
the corridor to-date. Hydrological benefits are also to be
expected due to the deep root structures of the meadow
plants, which enhance the infiltration of rain and reduce
runoff into our local ravines and stream systems.
I’m sorry to hear you were unable to attend our public open
houses. Anticipating this to be the case for some, we did
included all of our consultation materials on our website. You
can view them here. We also have more information on the
meadow restoration process, in case you’d like to learn more
about the methodology and benefits of this work. You can
read more about that here.

Safety as it relates specifically to the Ellesmere Crossing is an
important component of its design, and additional
considerations such as suicide prevention measures will be
factored into the detailed design process where feasible.

I was referred to the website to provide my input but i cannot Restoration
seem to find the correct link to express my opinion. As a
scarborough resident who lives very close to thomson park, i
am thrilled about this project. My son and i attended a public
session put on in late summer. I was impressed by everything i
saw and heard and planted. My 5 year old was also deeply
engaged, which itself demonstrates the appeal of the
meadoway. My main concern is regarding the removal of
dozens (hundreds?) of mature trees.
I contacted my city councillor who referred me to hydro one. I
was informed that the priority was power transmission.
While i remain upset that 'potential damage in 6 years' was
the reason given for the removal of the trees, there is no
mention anywhere that i have seen about replanting.
I strongly urge replanting of native trees along the perimeter
of the meadoway, i.e. anywhere not directly under the power
lines. The project itself has many, many merits. but it will
mean so much less if in the end it resulted in the removal of so
many trees. The problem facing humanity now is atmospheric
carbon. as scientists, you should not - cannot - plant flowers
while destroying trees.
I am a shift worker. I was unable to attend any of the public
meetings. Please respond to this concern, thank you for your
work.

I support Option A-2 at Ellesmere. Using current bridge design
(Corten steel eg) does make a lot a sense, and integrates the
park design with other areas of the city where this type of
bridge is common. I am a little concerned about suicides at the
Ellesmere bridge, but applaud the initiative to cross the water
with a bridge to integrate the park. I support Option A2 at
Highland Creek. I support Option A-2 at Chartwell Blvd:
maximizes natural experience.

5-Nov-19
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[Refereing to PIC#3 VT Toolkit Map]: The Visualization toolkit
should include an imagination of the Winter usage of the
Meadoway. Current depictions all focus on summer. Winter
usage should include cross country skiing, snowshoeing. Will
trails be plowed or left natural? They should certainly not be
closed in winter.
We encourage users to enjoy The Meadoway in all seasons,
and cross country skiing and snowshoeing are excellent
examples, but we did focus on summer and shoulder seasons
within the renderings to demonstrate as much as possible the
meadow restoration process within the corridor.
Unfortunately, winter maintenance on the trails is not
planned at this time, as the City of Toronto only undertakes
winter maintenance on a small section of Martin Goodman
Trail as it intersects with the downtown core.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Afternoon

Corey Wells
RE: What is the current anticipated completion date for the Meadoway??
Monday, November 04, 2019 12:55:16 PM
image002.png

,

Thanks for touching base regarding The Meadoway.
Following the completion of the environmental assessment portion of the planning process and as
we move into the detailed design phase in 2020, we’ll have a more refined estimate of anticipated
completion, however at this point we’ve estimated the full build out and restoration process to take
us into 2024.
With that said, we have the guaranteed funding to start construction of the remaining trail sections
as early as fall of next year. Meadow restoration throughout the corridor has been underway for the
last few years and will continue in Spring of 2020.
I hope this helps.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Friday, November 01, 2019 11:14 AM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: What is the current anticipated completion date for the Meadowoway??
Thanks

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
Celene Mariano
FW: The Gatineau Trail - Pan AM Bicycle trail and "The Meadow way" - Not as expected
Friday, November 15, 2019 2:59:45 PM
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Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Sunday, November 03, 2019 6:12 PM
To: councillor_thompson@toronto.ca
Cc: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: The Gatineau Trail - Pan AM Bicycle trail and "The Meadow way" - Not as expected
Good day to you Councillor Thompson.
I have copied Corey Wells who is the Project Manager for the project.
I left the meeting feeling quite diminished. It is clear that this current project has little to do with improving the cycling trails on the area. I spoke with several staff, landscape Architect and one or two others.
Most did not want to really discuss cycling. They want to refurbish the area into “The Meadow Way” and have illustrations of children frolicking with butterfly nets in the tall grass. This is not a design for a Pan
Am bicycle trail which is what I was and am expecting.
Have you been to the world class city of Salt Ste. Marie? They have bridges and a bicycle path to die for. “The Hub Trail, part in “Fort Creek Conservation Area”. They have high bridges that span a very large area
and it is a well used mixed use trail.
I have attached 3 PDF’s of Google Maps, all 3 are the same size, from the Gatineau Trail - Pan AM Bicycle trail, existing and proposed Trail System.
I did attend the 3rd seminar as per the information from your office. Thank you for that.
I do like “The Ellesmere Bridge” it is a straight bridge that maintains the height of the existing field. Great work.
I do not like the “Area 5” which has meandering paths that cut-back and form some 500 m of trail in and around Ellesmere just east of Military Trail. Zero line of sight - spells accidents due to poor planning. I see
a better opportunity to utilize the "Ellesmere Bridge” design here.
I see improvement for the area of Thomson park - utilizing the "Ellesmere Bridge” design.
The Area 5 portion was discussed. Several years ago the road was washed out. Therefore, it’s likely it will happen again. Why build more paths and a low bridge down in that valley? Please, not with tax dollars. It
was full of flies when I was down in that area for work this past summer. Not pleasant.
I stated to save the money until such time that a proper bridge such as the Ellesmere Bridge is affordable. By my measurement (very rough) it would take 2 Ellesmere bridges to cross the top as per my two
options below. One straight across using 3-5 concrete piers to support or possibly further south from Ellesmere to the north bank to the field.
Thomson Park, has a great part of the trail but the main trail goes through by entering the park which is very poor planning or due to lack of funds. I have shown two options for “The Ellesmere bridge” to cross
over. One basically straight and one closer to the hospital but also quite straight. For safety, the long term plan needs to be to re-route bicycles out of the park. The existing bridge is slippery, people are unaware
and often walk 3-6 abreast which blocks the path for cyclists.
So if the middle of the hydro files are re-planted for vegetation, for butterfly’s, great. Main paths for cycling, roller-blades, joggers etc. must be maintained/planned for “express use” (Mon to Fri and beyond.
Proper bridges that actually cross the large valley’s are a factor and require funding. This entire area needs to (in the next 4-8 years) connect across Hwy 401 (over or under) and onward to Pickering. To not only
allow people to use bicycles for pleasure but for riding to and from work. Its far more “world class” and far more healthier for all.
Please help ensure this is properly designed, constructed for the people, all.
Note: I ride my bicycle, weekdays through the area from Thomson Park up to Ellesmere, down Military Trail and up the other side on to Neilson, crossing the 401, down the pedestrian ramp onto Milner and over
to work. I would use the areas in question should they be available in the future.
Thank you

Regarding Trail Alignment Suggestions for Section 5
-

-

-

The section of Highland Creek ravine that intersects with The Meadoway just east of Scarborough
Golf Club Road is a steep, heavily vegetated river system with bluff (cliff) faces and wetland
features throughout. The stretch of the Highland Creek that runs through this section also shows
significant erosive forces and stream mobility, as highlighted by the sinuous nature of the creek
and erosion features such as bluffs, scoured creek beds, and recent channel stabilization works.
Flood hydraulic and geomorphological assessments for this stretch of Highland creek guided the
selection of the preferred alignment and bridge location, which will be constructed on a straight,
already protected (i.e., armoured) section of the river channel just north of Ellesmere Ravine.
The preferred alignment selected via The Meadoway Class EA had to incorporate these physical
constraints and was designed so as to ensure trail grades did not exceed 8% (the maximum for
any City of Toronto trail) and provided adequate safety and comfort to a wide variety of user
types, abilities, and ages.
The two alignments proposed by
are in-line with the steepest, most heavily vegetated
sections of the river system, where valley slope alone precludes the implementation of a trail that
is accessible to users (i.e., a maximum of 8% grade or less). Other challenges with the proposed
routes include hydro transmission infrastructure, crossing of Highland Creek at a non-channelized,
highly eroded section of the creek and proximity to adjacent properties that would likely raise
concern with residents.

Regarding Trail Alignment Suggestions For Thomson Memorial Park
-

-

The existing trail alignment within Thomson Memorial Park was not included as part of the scope
for the Meadoway Class EA, which focused only on incomplete sections of the corridor (i.e., areas
where no multi-use trail exists).
Discussions regarding potential alterations to the trail in Thomson Memorial Park could be
forwarded to the City of Toronto’s PF&R and Transportation department however, TRCA would
not see it as a priority for The Meadoway as a connection already exists.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Good morning

Corey Wells
RE: citizen feedback
Tuesday, November 05, 2019 8:54:59 AM
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,

Thank you for your email and providing your critical feedback on this project.
While I certainly understand your concern regarding the removal of trees within the corridor, please
do note that all tree removals are unrelated to The Meadoway project. As part of their maintenance
program, Hydro One undertakes routine tree removals throughout their corridor leases and the
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has no jurisdiction on that work.
Hydro One also has restrictions on the planting of trees or other woody vegetation within their
power transmission corridor, which is why the TRCA (who leads The Meadoway project) is restoring
the corridor into meadow habitat. The benefits of this are many-fold, including the fact that we’ll
transform 200 ha of the corridor into restored meadow with a significant improvement in
biodiversity and carbon uptake as compared to the mowed grasses that comprise the majority of the
corridor to-date. Hydrological benefits are also to be expected due to the deep root structures of the
meadow plants, which enhance the infiltration of rain and reduce runoff into our local ravines and
stream systems.
I’m sorry to hear you were unable to attend our public open houses. Anticipating this to be the case
for some, we did included all of our consultation materials on our website. You can view them here.
We also have more information on the meadow restoration process, in case you’d like to learn more
about the methodology and benefits of this work. You can read more about that here.
I hope this has provided some clarification. If you have any more questions, don’t hesitate to reach
out or give me a call at the number below.
Sincerely,
Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Monday, November 04, 2019 8:03 PM
To: info@themeadoway.com
Subject: citizen feedback
hello,
i was referred to the website to provide my input but i cannot seem to find the correct link to express my
opinion.
as a scarborough resident who lives very close to thomson park, i am thrilled about this project.
my son and i attended a public session put on in late summer. i was impressed by everything i saw and
heard and planted. my 5 year old was also deeply engaged, which itself demonstrates the appeal of the
meadoway.
my main concern is regarding the removal of dozens (hundreds?) of mature trees.
i contacted my city councillor who referred me to hydro one. i was informed that the priority was power
transmission.
while i remain upset that 'potential damage in 6 years' was the reason given for the removal of the trees,
there is no mention anywhere that i have seen about replanting.
i strongly urge replanting of native trees along the perimeter of the meadoway, i.e. anywhere not directly
under the power lines.
the project itself has many, many merits. but it will mean so much less if in the end it resulted in the
removal of so many trees. the problem facing humanity now is atmospheric carbon. as scientists, you
should not - cannot - plant flowers while destroying trees.
i am a shift worker. i was unable to attend any of the public meetings. please respond to this concern,
thank you for your work,
scarborough
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Email

Email

Thank you for your email and your interest in The
Meadoway. Within the realm of theCity of Toronto trail
system, "Active Transportation" refers to any form of
human-powered travel that facilitates active living as we
move through the daily course of ourlives, such as
walking, jogging, cycling, cross-country skiing, etc.
The active multi-use trail for The Meadoway will be
designed for pedestrian use only.However, it should be
noted that these trail systems are constructed to permit
lightvehicle use during exceptional circumstances, such
as for an ambulance during anemergency or for
maintenance activity.
Thank you for your email. Indeed, the power transmitted
through the hydro-corridor comes from the Gatineau
region! In the early 1920s, Ontario Hydro designated
sections of land across the province for the transmission
of electricity from major hydro-electric generating
stations along the Ottawa River. A series of large
transmission towers were constructed along these
corridors in order to provide massive amounts of energy
on a daily basis to a rapidly growing population. One
ofthe most important of these transmission lines was
the Gatineau Hydro Corridor, which stretches across the
City of Scarborough connecting downtown Toronto to
the hydro-electric power plants in the Gatineau region
of Quebec.
Thanks for your email. Can I ask which outlet you're
covering for?

Having grown up in Ottawa and vacationed in the
Gatineu Hills north of Ottawa, you can imagine my
surprise when I read in a recent Meadoway ad that
there is a Gatineau Corridor in Toronto. Am I to
understand that power from the Gatineau, perhaps the
Paugan Dam at Low Quebec, is transmitted to
Toronto...a distance of over 400 km?! Wow!

Do you have a decent map that I can look at?

Response

The Scarborough Mirror Oct 25 2018 addition,
contained a notice of commencement for the project.
The description included, “active multi-use trail
network”. I’m not sure what this means. Can I be
assured that the “Meadoway “ will not be used for
motorized vehicles.

Date
Comment
Unique
Comment / Question
Identifier # DD-MM-YY Source

hydro
Infrastructure

trails

Comment /
Question
Theme

12-Apr-19

28-Mar-19

2-Apr-19

2-Apr-19

2-Apr-19

3b

4

4

4

4

Thanks for touching base and expressing interest in The
Meadoway. Apologies for the map being a bit
challenging to read in print. You can access and
download the official project map by clicking here. If you
have any questions regarding the attached, or The
Meadoway in general, please do let me know.

Email

Email

A stormwater detention pond and wetland habitat can
be found to the north of the corridor just west of the
Highland Creek Tributary. While not part of the Class EA
process, additional opportunities for enhancing and/or
constructing wetland habitat will be explored as part of
the restoration planning process. More information on
restoration planning will be provided at future phases.
As noted above, a restoration plan for the entire
corridor is currently underway, which includes reviewing
opportunities for enhancing and/or constructing new
wetland habitat.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: Between Kennedy Rd and Midland Ave,
there should be storm water and wetland development
to the west of Highland Creek. The stream here is very
flashy, it would help to have a storm water pond to take
on some of the peak flow. Parts of this area have a
naturally high water table, and could be restored to
wetland habitat.
[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: The ‘unevaluated wetland’ west of the LRT
should undergo wetland habitat and pond creation to
provide habitat for amphibians.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted
CLC
alignments]: Path users may still be likely to use corridor
Comment
as bypass, regardless if path veers south toward Lord
Form
Roberst PS.
[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted. The approximate distance for all trail alignments
alignments]: Glad aligning with other multi-use trails - will be calculate prior to evaluation.
the future Lawrence Kennedy Station supports a path
Email
that continues within the corridor. Option B is quite a
lengthy detour out of the corridor (1km?). Will residents
push back against increased use of bike trail?

Email

I am not with any media. I saw your notice in the
Scarborough Mirror and the attached map is too small
to read. I would like to see a larger one so I can read the
route. I live in the Birchmount/Ellesmere/Kennedy
Rd/Lawrence area. I have previous hydro corridor in my
neighborhood and wanted to find out if it is part of this
trail.

Natural
Environment

Natural
Environment

Design

Design

28-Mar-19

2-Apr-19

2-Apr-19

2-Apr-19

2-Apr-19

4

4

4

4

4

Email

Email

Email

Email

CLC
Comment
Form
Once a preferred trail alignment is selected, further
geotechnical work will be undertaken at all river
crossings in order to inform design design and ensure
avoidance of enhanced flood risk.

A fluvial geomorphological assessment of the major river
crossings has been undertaken, in addition to hydraulic
assessments of flood potential. These studies have
indicated that the most suitable location for a river
crossing at the Highland Creek is just north of Ellesmere
Ravine where previous channel revetmenta and
stabilization works have been completed.

As noted above, geotechnical and hydraulic assessment
studies are being undertaken as part of the Class EA
process. These studies will guide the optimal design and
placement of any bridge structure and associated trail,
and will require that any alignment not increase flood or
erosion risk within the river valley.

Potential impacts related to trail alignements within
river valley lands will be explicitly factored into the
evaluation framework.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted
alignments]: Option C appears to best utilize the
corridor and the existing infrastructure.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: Fragmenting and damaging the habitat
within valley lands would seem contrary to the TRCA’s
valley and river corridor policies and avoidance of
disturbances which could aggravate flooding and
erosion. It would be beneficial to use existing
transportation infrastructure outside of the valley and
floodplain corridors. Rather than disturb the valley to
build a lookout, a vista lookout point would best be
located on the table land west of the valley and north of
the hydro corridor.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Cost and constructability for all proposed alternative
alignments will be considered in the evaluation
alignments]: There will be a significant cost to put the
framework. In addition, high-level cost estimates will be
Meadoway through valley land.
determined for the selected design of any preferred
alignment that is chosen through the evaluation process.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted
alignments]: I like the idea of the viewing node,
definitely should be done if opportunity to use
Ellesmere connection and future bike paths.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: This area of Highland Creek has history of
washing away armour stone stream reinforcement.
Cannot rely on this reinforcement confidently to project
path. Ellesemere Rd is less attractive (4-6 lanes of
traffic), but more secure to heading into valley.
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[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted
alignments]: Going over Meadowvale Rd close to
CLC
Comment Sheppard would be awkward due to close proximity to
residences and existing bith path on west and further
Form
east.

This pond functions as one of the City's five "snow
storage and snow melter sites". Due to this function, it is
unlikely that the site could be enhanced for wetland
habitat and/or trail alignments.

Noted

Design

Phase 2
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[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: The best alignments are those that have
the shortest deviations from the actual Meadoway
corridor.
[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: The existing pond on the Toronto site could
be enhanced for wetland habitat and the trail alignment
could be near this feature.

Discussions with the appropriate City staff would need
to be held on the current and future uses of the landfill
site before any trail features can be considered.

The City of Toronto owned lands immediately north of
the University of Toronto Scarborough campus have a
historic legacy of gravel pit and municipal landfill uses.
Remediation efforts have been undertaken on university
lands, however it is unclear what work has been
completed within City property, most notably around
the prominent hill to the northwest.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: There is an old landfill that is being
restored in this area that can be used as a potential
lookout using spurs that come off the trail.

Design

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative An underpass option will be explored for this section.
alignments]: Prefer underpass under Meadowvale Rd CLC
Comment west side of Meadowvale is super unatttractive, must
cross 6 lanes of traffic, so far from future welsome
Form
centre and exisintg trail heads.
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An independent feasibility study (separate from the
Class EA process) will be undertaken to explore potential
crossing options for Morningside Avenue and the 401.
An underpass type structure will likely be included in
this assessment

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: Consider placing a tunnel underneath
Highway 401 for the in-corridor alignment. The tunnel
boring machine will already be in Scarborough for the
Scarborough subway, perhaps it could be utilized to
create a tunnel underneath the 401.
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As noted above, geotechnical and hydraulic assessment
studies are being undertaken as part of the Class EA
process. These studies will guide the optimal design and
placement of any bridge structure and associated trail,
and will require that any alignment not increase flood or
erosion risk within the river valley.

Potential impacts related to trail alignements within
river valley lands will be explicitly factored into the
evaluation framework.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted
alignments]: Option C also allows for direct connection
to the Toronto Zoo on the west side of Meadowvale Rd,
the RNUP Visitor's Centre proposed on the east side of
Meadowvale Rd, and potentially access to the Beare
Municipal Park and its bicycle trails by connecting along
the Beare Access Rd.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted
alignments]: FRW strongly prefers the alignment that
follows the existing paved trail on the west side of
Meadowvale Rd (Option C). The reasons for this
preference include: 1. it would cause the least
disruption to existing soils and habitat, 2. it would not
further fragment the existing soils and habitat, 3. it
would not require a new intrusion into the valley lands,
and 4. it would conserve resources and tax dollars by
utilizing existing infrastructure and crossings.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: The options that intrude the valley
(Options A and B) would be the least preferred because
they contribute to habitat fragmentation, loss and
disturbance in valley lands, and they would require
costly river crossings and construction on slopes which
increases the risk of runoff, erosion and ongoing
disturbances.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted
alignments]: I like the proposed visioning / interactive
CLC
Comment map for the public process. Multi-media interactive
maps accessible to all members of the public.
Form
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Noted. Any pedestrian bridge option over the rail
embankment will adhere to the City of Toronto's multiuse trail guidelines in terms of width, accessibility, and
safety.

The protection of Toronto's ravine systems will be a top
priority for The Meadoway, and impacts (positive and
negative) will form a critical part of the evaluation
framework through which all potential trail alignments
will be compared

A short alternative route at the crossing of Highland
Creek may be warranted for trail users wanting to avoid
the ascent and descent associated with the local
topography but this should be an alternative and kept
to a minimal distance.

Option B requires users to leave the park for more than
half the distance of this section, trading pleasant
parkland for busy roadways. This will reduce the
attraction of this section of the park and limit useage.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted. Characterization and the potential for
alignments]: Option A is overwhelmingly preferred.
enhancement will be considered for all existing and
Existing signalized pedestrian crossing at Ellesmere
proposed road crossings.
Road should include a crossing for cyclists.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: Option A is overwhelmingly preferred. The
“Opportunity” for a pedestrian bridge over the GO Line
should include room for people on bikes. Option B
requires significantly more distance to be travelled on
foot or by bike.

Throughout the Meadoway’s planning and
development, FRW will strive to ensure that Toronto’s
valley systems are protected, as much as possible, to
preserve natural heritage. When looking at the Toronto
Ravine Study, it is evident that intrusion into Toronto
ravines is leading to dominance of non-native invasive
species and ecological collapse. Even well-intentioned
corridors lead to habitat fragmentation and
disturbance, and this leads to dominance of invasive
species and ecological collapse.
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The feasibility of building a pedestrian bridge over
Morningside Avenue and the 401 in Section 6 will be
explored through a separate study, undertaken jointly
with the Ministry of Transportation.

Recognizing the challenge of elevation gains near
Meadowvale Road, a circular route combining two
options is preferred as follows: Option A but to include
a means of connecting to the Welcome Facility; Option
B as an alternative, less hilly, route to the Welcome
Facility.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted. Will consider this modified connections for
alignments]: With the Rouge Park as one terminus of
Option A and B
The Meadoway, it is vital that any trail option brings
trail users to this destination at a point where they can
get more information about how to explore the park.
This would be the “Future Rouge National Park Gateway
Learning and Welcome Facility”.

The iconic bridge crossing of the Ellesmere Ravine is an
opportunity not to be missed. For safety and comfort,
the existing bike lanes on Conlins Road need to be
upgraded to cycle tracks or separated bike lanes.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: Option A is prefered. However, if The
Meadoway is to be truly transformational, it should
tackle the prevailing problem of crossing the 401 that
plagues north/south travel for people on foot and bikes
across the city. The solution could be a blueprint for
crossings elsewhere in Toronto.
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The Meadoway is a once-in-a-generation
transformational project that promises to redefine how
we can use the green space associated with hydro
corridors for the benefit of residents and visitors.
Understanding that there are challenges associated with
existing conditions, the preference must be for the “incorridor” alternative trail in all sections if The
Meadoway is to deliver on its potential. A trail design
that frequently exits and enters the park onto roadways
will significantly detract from the immersive natural
experience, frustrate trail users and require extensive
way-finding. It will take people from a safe and
connected environment to one that is fragmented and
hazardous. These instances should be minimized.
Furthermore, wherever possible and space allows, a
design that separates pedestrian and wheeled users
should be implemented to minimize conflict and
maximize the safety and enjoyment of the trail.
Cycling and pedestrian infrastructure modifications for
on-road alignments will be explored as the alignments
are evaluated.

Noted. Trail safety will be a key component of the
evaluation framework, particularly for any on-road
alignment.
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“ A complete active transportation system linking
eastern Toronto to the downtown core is missing from
the City of Toronto’s existing major multi-use trail
network. Opportunities to expand and construct new
multi-use trail networks are limited in urbanized
environments;however, hydro-corridors have the
potential to be repurposed as accessible, ecologically
diverse green spaces that permit active trail use. The
Meadoway will revitalize and restore the existing hydrocorridor and establish a complete and safe connection
between downtown Toronto and Rouge National Urban
Park for all trail users via an accessible multi-use trail
network.”
[Comments/questions received on the draft evaluation Noted.
framework]:Under “Maintain a safe environment for all
potential trail users”, consider adding: Meets or exceeds
City of Toronto Transportation Services and AASHTO
(American Association of State Highway Transportation
Officials), guidelines for multi-use trails.

[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity Noted. Will incorporate these recommendations.
statement]: Access to multi-use paths within hydro
corridors in Toronto is often incomplete and hazardous
for people on foot or on bike. The design of The
Meadoway must ensure that connections between the
trail and roadways protect these vulnerable road users. I
suggest that the Opportunity Statement be revised as
follows (in red):
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[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative All potential crossing options will be explored via a
CLC
feasibility study separate from the Class EA process.
alignments]: Why is the pond around Conlins Rd
Comment innaccessible at this time and will it be a part of the final
Form
design plans?

CLC
Comment
Form

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative All potential crossing options will be explored via a
alignments]: Is a tunnel the only possible way to cross feasibility study separate from the Class EA process.
the 401?

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative The safety of all off-corridor routes will be assessed as
alignments]: Steepness of using Ellesemere; dangerous part of the evaluation framework and opportunities for
enhancing any on-road cycling infrastructure will be
to travel between Orton Rd and Neilson Rd;
explored.
Just east of Orton and Ellesmere Rd intersection on
The service road at the NE corner of Orton and
north-east side is a service road that approches west,
Ellesmere is being considered as part of Option A.
leading to hydro corridor. Could this be built with an
east approach to cross hydro field to Military Trail for
Thank you for your comment, however, significant
birdge corssing.
modifications to city streets, such as the closure of
Close Military Trail between Ellesemere and top of hill. Military Trail, are outside of the scope of The Meadoway
Too much salt is being washed into creek and motorists and will not be explored as part of this Class EA.
In person
use it as a short cut. This closure could also allow for the
potential raised by Councillor Paul Ainslie of using the
service road in the valley between Markham and
Progress south to north ending and not crossing at the
Highland Creek at the bottom of Military Trail where the
bridge crosses the creek and is less steep than taking
Ellesemere. Military Trail when ASA Danforth
constructed the road in the early 19th century built this
section of road to by-pass the steep embankments
where Lawrence Ave and Ellesemere Ave are located
today.
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[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity
statement]: Section - Identified Existing Problems, add:
Traditional mowing, spraying and clearing of hydro
corridors reduces their potential for biodiversity, natural
beauty and ecological connections; Regular mowing,
spraying and clearing of hydro corridors costs money,
utilizes pesticides, emits carbon and creates noise.

This issue is addressed as an "opportunity" - Convert and
restore low quality grassland within the hydro corridor
into healthy, ecologically diverse habitats, such as
meadow and wetland.

Mowing, spraying, and clearing will still be required
around buffer areas and zones delineated as not
approved for restoration. This will remain as a standard
practice for HONI operations in other areas of their
corridor.

[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity Noted. Will incorporate these recommendations.
statement]: Section 1.1 Problems and Opportunities
Assessment changes in red: Large and growing cities
need to identify new opportunities for developing
ecologically diverse and publicly accessible greenspace
and trail systems, hydro-corridors have been recognized
in recent years as untapped and underutilized open
spaces, with significant potential for transforming the
form and function of the urban setting they traverse.

While extending the corridor footprint further eastward
is not within the scope of this project, we have noted
the future Beare Hill Park as an important future
destination in our discussions with Rouge National
Urban Park Staff.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: Since Toronto is creating a Beare Hill Park
with bike trails just east of the Little Rouge River, it
would seem sensible to assess the Meadoway all the
way to Beare Hill Park at the Toronto Pickering border.

connections

phase 2
alignment

An independent feasibility study (separate from the
Class EA process) will be undertaken to explore potential
crossing options for Morningside Avenue and the 401.
An underpass type structure will likely be included in
this assessment.

[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative
alignments]: If it is possible to build an underpass
beneath Hwy 401, it would improve connectivity for
both people and wildlife. This option should be
examined.

Email

timeline

Funding is currently available for Phase 1 of the project,
which will span 2018 to 2020 and includes ongoing
meadow restoration works, an education and
engagement program, and the planning and design of
the multi-use trail Class EA.

What is the timeline for completion of the project and is
completion contingent on finding further dollars?
CLC
Comment
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Noted. Will incorporate recommendations on
"ecologically diverse greenspace…" but will not include
mention of Beare Hill Park as it is outside the immediate
scope of this Class EA.

Forest and thicket cover within the ravines will be
protected and enhanced through restoration where
appropriate. Wetlands and ponds have not been
approved by Hydro One.

[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity Will not be including mention of Beare Hill Park in the
statement]: Under Connection section, chages in red: To opportunity statement for this project.
provide a complete east-to-west multi-use trail network
linking downtown Toronto to Rouge National Urban
Park and Beare Hill Park.

[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity
statement]: Section 1.2 Problem/Opportunity
Statement changes in red: A complete active
transportation system linking eastern Toronto to the
downtown core is missing from the City of Toronto’s
existing major multi-use trail network. Opportunities to
expand and construct new multi-use trail networks are
limited in urbanized environments; however, hydrocorridors have the potential to be repurposed as
accessible, ecologically diverse greenspaces that permit
active trail use. The Meadoway will revitalize and
restore the existing hydro-corridor into an ecologically
diverse greenspace while and establishing a full
connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge
National Urban Park and Beare Hill Park via an
accessible multi-use trail network.

[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity
statement]: Section - Identified Opportunities of the
Meadoway Class EA, add: Retain and restore forest and
thicket cover within valley lands through collaboration
with Hydro on tower design, line height, and corridor
maintenance; Create wetlands and ponds in suitable
areas to reduce storm water, pollution, flooding and
erosion and increase habitat for wetland species.

[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity Recommend change included.
statement]: Identified Opportunities of the Meadoway
Class EA changes in red:Convert and restore low quality
grassland within the hydro-corridor into healthy,
ecologically diverse habitats, such as meadow and
wetland habitat.
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[Comments/questions received to proposed alternative Noted.
alignments]: Meadowvale is a very busy road, and the
same nice days that attract lots of Zoo visitors (who
almost invariably come up Meadowvale to access the
Zoo) would be the days that see the most trail use. If the
crossing were used frequently, it could aggravate traffic
on busy peak season weekends. We feel the A option
would be much better for an in-corridor option, though
even if it were chosen, the D option could be added as
well by adding hardly any new trail at all. If option A
proves to be to impactful on the environment, option D
appears to be a very practical and cost effective
alternative, which would still provide excellent views of
the valley.

[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity Please refer to above comment
statement]: Section on Natural Environment and
Education, add: To retain and restore forest and thicket
cover within valley lands through collaboration with
Hydro on tower design, line height, and corridor
maintenance; To create wetlands and ponds in suitable
areas to reduce storm water, pollution, flooding and
erosion and increase habitat for wetland species; Retain
and restore forest and thicket cover within valley lands
through collaboration with Hydro on towr design, line
height, and corridor maintenance.

[Comments/questions received on the draft opportunity Noted. Will incorporate these recommendations.
statement]: Section on Natural Environment and
Education, changes in red: To restore and enhance
naturalized greenspaces through the creation of
meadow and wetland habitat and provide for ecological
diversity within the urban setting.
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Phasing terminology also used in the visualization
toolkit process.

Noted.

A few common acronyms slipped into the presentations Thank you. Will avoid use of acronyms and technical
by project consultants (e.g., ALDA, LIDAR). Thinking of a terms wherever possible
public audience, using full terms instead of acroynms
CLC
Comment might be necessary. Or perhaps even better might be to
describe what the terms refer to and why they are
Form
relevant to the project.

Excellent point. Terminology will be reviewed to avoid
When sharing with the public, it may be worth
confusion moving forward
considering how the phasing terminology is used to
describe both the entire MW project and the various
components of the EA process. For example, the W.
Garfield Weston Foundation has committeed funds for
CLC
Comment Phase 1 of the project. The EA process involves multiple
phases that will all be completed as part of the EA
Form
process, within the larger Phase 1 project. There may be
some confusion related to how these identical terms are
being used to describe separate prcesses.
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My comments on the preliminary alternative alignments Noted.
are fairly limited. I think the comment made during the
meeting that some of the options that maximize existing
infrastructure are adding significant distance to the trail
and might decrease the Meadoway’s appeal for active
transportation.
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Noted. Will include in FAQ.

These destinations have been noted and will be
considered in the Class EA planning process.
Thanks again for joining us last week and for your active
participation throughout the meeting. You've
highlighted some excellent destinations below,
- Tabor Hill, a First Nation's Ossuary on Bellamy
particularly Tabor Hill which is very close to the footprint
- Birkdale Ravine, the site of a 600 year-old First Nation of The Meadoway.
village
I've highlighted these potential destinations to our
- the Waterfront (i.e the trail at the top of the Bluffs,
consultant teams for consideration in the Class EA.
and the various access points to the water, Bluffers Park
at the bottom of Brimley, Doris McCarthy Trail
accessible via Bellamy, the Guild Park and Gardens and
East Point Park accessible via the Lower Highland Creek
Trail).

I promised to list some destinations that should be
considered in the current planning of Meadoway.
Future users will appreciate good connections to these
interesting destinations. Here's my list:

Green Neighbours Network of Toronto recommended
CLC
FAQ: How can / will residents and community groups
Comment become meaningfully involved in the project over the
Form
long term?
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Comment
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The purpose of the EA process is clearly communicated Noted.
along with what it is and its process. I wonder if it may
be worth more clearly commuicating the purpose of the
visualization toolkit.
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Thank you for confirming your attendance and thank
you for the great and important question you raised in
your email. We will be addressing this question, as well
as additional questions and/or comments at the next
CLC meeting in March.

A detailed biological monitoring and inventory program
is undertaken by TRCA staff each year across the 16 km
span of the corridor. The purposes of these programs is
to measure and take account of the meadow habitat and
the trends in flora and fauna present there. Information
gathered through this process helps TRCA measure
restoration success within The Meadoway and this
information is made publicly available each season.

CLC
Panels are very imformative - great visuals and wasy to Noted.
Comment follow.
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Wonder how meadow restoration is measured /
monitored? Important for us at school level when we
are trying to explain to kids that the restoration is
successful.

Budget constraints of staying in hydro corridor vs. using The selection of the preferred trail alignment will not be
CLC
solely dictated by budget, however, cost and
as exisitng trail - how much of your decision is budget
Comment
constructability considerations will be factored into the
related?
Form
evaluation framework.
Some of the trail alignments are difficult to follow if you Noted. The trail alignment mapping materials will be
CLC
improved upon in advance of the public open house so
Comment don't have knowledge of the areas. This was
challenging.
as to make them easier to follow.
Form
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Concerning the Meadoway as an travel corridor for
Scarborough, have you considered that there are two
different user groups that will want to be
accommodated:
- folks that mix easily on a multi-use path - such as
families on foot, bikes, skate boards, with or without
dogs.
- folks that want to travel longer distances and thus ride
faster than the first group - commuters for instance or
recreational riders on long trips.
As we know from experience on the Martin Goodman
Trail and the Waterfront Trail, a single multi-use path
does not work well if these two groups share the same
trail surface. Since we are at an early stage of the
planning, is there consideration to two parallel but
physically separated paths, one for each group, along
the length of the Meadoway?
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In general, where a decision needs to be made to find a Noted.
difficult balance between promoting use of the
Meadoway and protecting and restoring the
environment, I would argue for the latter, and whatever
alternative scenario best supports it as far as practically
and financially possible. We who live in the highly
urbanized areas of the Highland Creek watershed need
maximum exposure to healthy, diversified nature.

Regarding the alternative options, I will study this
Noted.
further in preparation for the Open House, but my
immediate reaction is that Option A for the various
sections is preferable, because they generally involve
getting away from the Hydro Corridor in sections. My
reasons are: 1) it will reduce the number of limitations
imposed by the hydro towers in some places, such as
not being able to plant trees under hydro towers. I also
recall that
me that for the
Scarborough Butterfly Meadow, Hydro opposed
providing hibernacula for snakes and amphibians out of
concern that they might damage their vehicles when
driving out to service
hydro towers. This may have changed. 2) it may make
the Meadoway more inviting if some parts were not
beneath the towers, as a change in view.

In addition to the excellent suggested destinations for Noted. Library destinations will be highlighted on the
the Meadoway made by my friend Erhard, I would add mapping concepts prepared by Perkins+Will and will be
Toronto Public Library branches close to the Meadoway included within the Existing Conditions Report.
(Bendale, Morningside, Highland Creek, Don Mills, and
also Kennedy-Eglinton if that scenario is adopted). I
suggest libraries for two reasons: 1) they are well-used
neighbourhood gathering spaces and 2) they can serve
as venues to educate the public about the nearby
Meadoway.
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How will the Meadoway cross the LRT/GO line?

Finally, while plants and wildlife in the Meadoway are
wonderful and to be treasured, I have read the
geomorphology report with interest. While I don't
pretend to have a good understanding of the technical
details. it occurs to me that geology is another one of
the Meadoway's natural features, and I hope that it is
included in communications about the Meadoway. Our
group, the Friends of Cedarbrook & Thomson Memorial
Parks, recently held a walk through Cedarbrook Park
with a focus on the very basic geology and landforms in
the area, especially Highland Creek and the ravine. It
was one of our better-attended events , and afterwards
we received gratifying feedback that attendees would
now see and appreciate the park with new eyes,
because they understood it better. I hope for something
like that kind of reaction for the Meadoway.

As part of the preferred alignment, a pedestrian crossing
has been identified for the TTC/GO Stoufville rail
corridor. The planning and design of the proposed
crossing structure will occur in close coordination with
HONI and Metrolinx during the detailed design phase.

The natural physiography, geomorphology, and geology
that The Meadoway spans serve as excellent learning
opportunities that will be explored in the educational
programming of the corridor.

I note that AODA Trail Standards will be followed. These Noted. AODA trail standards are a critical component of
include rest areas (and possibly seating?) which are
the evaluation framework for all alignments. Security
important for pedestrians and those with limited
will also be considered in all trail designs.
mobility. As personal security can be more of an issue if
one is not fast or easily mobile, I would suggest that rest
areas be placed in open, highly visible places -- that is to
say, not adjacent to areas with thick shrubbery or poor
sight lines.
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I have an urgent concern about the meadow restoration
project in the Hydro Corridor at Dean Park Road and
Sheppard Avenue. I am a regular user of the the hydro
corridor bike paths that are nearest to me, and I am
pleased that there are plans to connect part of the path
that are not presently connected, but I would like to
express a serious concern about the "meadow
restoration" part of the plan. The two meadow
restoration projects in the hydro corridor near Dean
Park Road have not been a success. The area near
Sheppard is very exposed and when the ground was
cleared to put in bedding plants for the meadow, the
bedding plants didn't take. There was drought and the
bedding plants died. On the east side of Dean Park
where the hydro people just mowed the grass as usual
by the middle of the summer there was a flourishing
meadow because the grass protected the ground from
being dried out. Where the meadow was supposedly
being restored, we still had bare brown sterile ground
several years after we were supposed to have meadow.
The ground here is very dry and meadow restoration
plans that might work well in areas with more moisture
are not working here. In the part of the hydro corridor
on the north side of Sheppard nearest to the
transformer station,
authorized multiple
applications of pesticides in the area where meadow
was supposedly being restored.
Thanks for taking the time to talk this morning about the
Meadoway project, specifically the restoration works
from Conlins Rd to Meadowvale Rd. As discussed, I have
attached a few meadow restoration pictures of the three
year restoration process. If you have any questions
about the meadow restoration throughout the year,
please feel free to contact me directly and I can provide
an update on how the meadow is developing and where
we are with our restoration steps within this section.
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In preparing for the meadow restoration in the hydro
corridor between Conlins Road and Dean Park Road, the
work crews took out shrubs that used to provide winter
forage for rabbits. The rabbits moved east across Dean
Park road to the area that is presently being "restored"
where they had easy access to the vegetable gardens of
the people whose homes back on the corridor. Today as
I was waling home, I noticed that there is a new sign for
a meadoway meadow restoration in this formerly green
area and they have already started breaking the ground.
I am urgently requesting that you stop this digging until
the causes of the failures of the other two meadow
restoration attempts have been investigated. Please, I
am begging you not to waste money destroying a green
area to turn it into a brown area in the name of
conservation. The area is too exposed to be suitable for
large scale plowing. I would like to know what kind of
inspection of the existing meadow restoration projects
was done before initiating this new project. As I said
before, I am a regular user of the bike paths and I think
that just leaving the area alone and perhaps seeding
some heritage wildflowers would do the job without
spending money plowing up the ground and turning the
soil to dust. Please respond to this email so that I know
you have heard and are looking into my concerns.

This was an area where wild life formerly ate the grass
and children and dogs ran on the grass. But after the so
called meadow restoration, the area never became
green. Clearly
attributed the failure to
pests, but the real problem was drought and probably
over use of pesticides. The hydro people have now
fenced off this area and are using it for piles of gravel.
So much for the meadow restoration! I photographed
the signs of the pesticide application last summer. I
don't know how many photos I have of the meadow
restoration project. I was not anticipating needing to
prove that the project was not working.
restoration
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Thank you for touching base and expressing interest in
The Meadoway. I've included my colleague Emily on this
conversation, as she has a good grasp of upcoming
events and potential volunteer opportunities looking
ahead into
the summer season.
Thank you for reaching out and expressing interest in
The Meadoway.
Currently, our primary focus is on restoring the hydro
corridor as well as the planning and design of the trail
that will fill the current gaps in the hydro corridor and
stitch together the full 16 km of the future park and
greenspace. Identifying suitable programming and
features such as dog parks are a key part of The
Meadoway planning process and we will incorporate
your recommendations into our consultation plan as it
relates to the western most sections of corridor. I’d
enjoy an opportunity to discuss this with you in person,
so I’d like to notify you about our second public open
house planned for June 26th at Thomson Memorial Park.
If you have signed up on The Meadoway website, more
details regarding this event will be circulated in the
coming days.
Thanks for touching base. The trees you see being cut
down within the hydro corridor is part of Hyro Ones (the
land owners) annual general maintenance program and
un-related to The Meadoway. Each year they trim and
cut trees they mark as being potential hazards to their
power transmission lines. None of the trees you see
being felled are related to restoration works The
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority undertake
as part of The Meadoway. If you have any other
questions or concerns, please do not hesitat to contact
me.

Hello, I am very excited about the idea of the meadoway
and have some free time this summer so I was
wondering if there was any I could help out! I’d be
happy to volunteer with pretty much any part of the
project. Let me know!
I would like to put through a request for dog parks
throughout The Meadowvale. Especially between
Victoria Park, Pharmacy, and Warden areas. Currently
there are multiple dog owners who use the location to
walk their dogs off leash. I bike and take my dog for
leashed runs, but it would be great to have an enclosed
dog park in the area. The city dog parks are far away and
having one, or two,
nearby would be beneficial to the community.

I was sad to see these beatiful trees cut down. It's a
shame. Why are they cutting these trees?

maintenance

recreation
opportunities

volunteering
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Thanks for touching base regarding The Meadoway. We
are actually hosting our second public open house on
the 26th of June at Thomson Memorial Park. At the open
house, we'll have a number of key updates to provide, as
well as some short tours of the meadow restoration
process. Myself and any one of my staff would be happy
to discuss the project in more detail with you at that
project updates
time.
For your reference, I've attached a flyer that contains al
the details you need for the upcoming open house on
the 26th.
If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to
contact me.

Having gone through the maps and matrices carefully, Noted, thank you.
along with a close examination of the areas on Google
Earth, I now have a better appreciation of what a
complex and difficult exercise this has been for you and
the others working on it. Bravo to all for presenting and
explaining it all so well to lay people like myself.

I heard of the Meadoway project last year. And there
was a neighbourhood walk around Biscayne and
Victoria park. Unfortunately it was a wind storm. No one
was there. And I have not heard from you all since. Then
the media broke the news about this project. As
resident living near the hydro field, I would be more
interested in learning more in person and talk to your
planner. May I know if our neighbours and I voice would
be heard?
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Noted. We will be working closely with Hydro One and
Metrolinx on the design of the proposed crossing, which
will likely involve switchbacks ramps on either side in
order to accommodate the existing and planned
infrastructure. This design will have a much smaller
footprint and will promote maximum restoration efforts
in the corridor.

Noted
[Comments on Section 5 and Section 6 alignments]:
Option A is the best option for both Section 5 and
Section 7. It is worth the cost to emphasize connectivity
in these sections, including the water crossing (as
opposed to the pedestrian node) even with crossings
(e.g. the iconic bridge).

[Comments on Section 3 alignments]: Even though
Option A maximizes the Meadoway experience, I prefer
Option B overall for the following reasons:
Option A entails the construction of a number of various
types of crossings in order to maintain connectivity
within the Meadoway. While I realize that connectivity
is a key aspect of the Meadoway, in this case I'm not
convinced that the high cost of constructing the
crossings and the resulting negative impact on the
environment of the Meadoway for the sake of
connecting within the hydro corridor between Kennedy
and Midland outweigh the drawbacks of Option B. For
example, the GO Line does not offer natural vistas.
Multi-use trails which connect to the existing
infrastructure could still be implemented within the
hydro corridor to avoid the growth of informal trails
that damage the environment. Note: David and Mary
Thomson Collegiate Institute will be replaced by a
building now under construction behind the old Bendale
Technical Institute on Brockley Drive, which is further
away from the Meadoway. The new school is slated to
open in September 2019. It's not clear what will become
of the old school and its land which has been the
subject of controversy, but it is probably no longer an
opportunity for potential connection as indicated on the
Section 3 map.
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Noted.
[Comments on evaluation criteria]: Where/how are
health and safety concerns of the users being
addressed? I did nor see any specific mention of these
in the documentation.
[Comments on Section 3]: The preferred path includes a Noted
new pedestrian bridge over the TTC/GO rail corridor.
Will this bridge also be suitable fo cyclists, like the one
used at Tara ave / Moorgate ave ? If not, then option B
will still be required for cyclists. It may be possible to
have a pedestrian level crossing, but leads to additional
costs as well as significant safety issues. The other
alternative (option B) is highly undesirable from the
perspective of pedestrians, and would result in
“disconnectedness” and potentially reduced use of the
Meadoway. As noted, the design of the bridge will be
complicated by the planned changes to the rail corridor
(e.g. electrification of GO services).

Noted.
[Comments on evaluation criteria]: Based on the
information presented, it is clear that the preferred
alternatives (option A) are the most desirable, assuming
that they are viable from an engineering perspective
and are not cost prohibitive. I think that maintaining
the Meadoway within the hydro corridor to the extent
practicable is highly desirable and will support the
overall “connectedness” of the project.

[Comments on evaluation criteria]: The documents are Noted. Further detail on the proposed alternatives will
quite good and offer a clear description of the physical be provided as we move forward.
problems that need to be addressed and the possible
alignments for each of the three sections. That said, the
problems and alternatives are not sufficiently detailed
to permit thorough assessment at this time.
It is hoped that further details will be made available as
the project moves forward.
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[Comments on Section 3 - Evaluation Criteria]: Provide a Noted
positive user experience: - Option A preferred for
maximum connectivity to environmental cohesion
opportunities with area residents presented by the
amenities.The surrounding communities in this area
have a concentration of apartments and condos and not
much park space in the area and the animation of this
area by recreation, education and stewardship
opportunities would be beneficial.

[Comments on Sections 5 and 6]: This seems like “either Noted. Further detail on the proposed alternatives will
/ or choice”: Either option A for both sections or option be provided as we move forward.
B for both sections (by using Military Trail - see my
comment 9). If the preferred options (“A”) do not
prevail, then the eastern portion of the Meadoway does
not really exist. It simply becomes a path connecting
Section 4 of the Meadoway to Rouge National Urban
Park. This is not a bad thing, but the overall promise of
the Meadoway will not be met.

[Comments on Section 5]: The preferred route (option Noted. Further detail on the proposed alternatives will
be provided as we move forward.
A) offers some interesting terrain changes and will
enhance the Meadoway. Having walked and cycled in
this area, option B is not very desirable. Is using Military
Trail (with a dedicated walkway) a feasible option. The
provision of a bike path along Ellesmere will not do
much for pedestrians. Traveling to and from the ravine
will introduce trip/fall hazards for pedestrians,
particularly in winter time. Has this been considered?
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Noted. Connections to other areas like Arsandco will be
explored

[Comments on Section 3 - Evaluation Criteria]: Be good Noted
neighbours: Option A preferred per 5m vegetative
buffer from property line and no disruption of
residential/main road vehicular traffic making it a better
safer option for north-south bike/pedestrian
connections between surrounding communities.

[Comments on Section 3 - Evaluation Criteria]: Maintain Educational and interpretive signage will be a key
a safe environment for all potential trail users: Option A consideration in these areas.
does bring users into a floodplain route consistent with
other valley land trail systems across the city. Design of
the crossing that takes into consideration geomorphic
history of the branch and specific area of the crossing
would be beneficial in determining the structural
requirements of the crossing.

[Comments on Section 3 - Evaluation Criteria]: Provide
connections: Option A offers the most “ In the
Meadoway” experience for the trail user while at the
same time providing connections to other trails in the
network and potential link to Arsandco Park which if
successful would provide an additional recreation
option along the route and launch place for
interconnected stewardship opportunities.

[Comments on Section 3 - Evaluation Criteria]: Protect Noted
and enhance natural features: -Option A preferred -A
defined path not ones trampled informally is preferred
and would provide best access for visitors and the
overall maintenance of the area. With the choice of
option A throughout the three sections being evaluated
the issue of garbage is an issue that will need to be
considered in a maintenance strategy of the overall trail
route.
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[Comments on Section 5 - Evaluation Criteria]:
The implementation of an effective waste management
Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic habitat: strategy will be an important consideration during
Option A. The area of the crossing has already
detailed design.
experienced disruption with Toronto Water’s
restoration work in recent years. The issue of garbage is
part of what will need to be a trail wide strategy,
signage and wayfinding to receptacles.
Noted
[Comments on Section 5 - Evaluation Criteria]:
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g.
erosion) and vegetation/ habitat: Option A preferred
though inevitably the slope, grading and structural
integrity will need to scrutinized on the east side of the
Highland to ensure minimum disruption to habitat.
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[Comments on Section 5 - Evaluation Criteria]: Protect Noted.
and enhance natural features: Option A is the best
option for maintenance and the defined path less likely
to cause informal trails and unwanted activities that
would jeopardize plantings.

[Comments on Section 5 - Evaluation Criteria]: Provide a Noted.
positive user experience: Option A would offer a
spectacular experience, with the most connectivity for
communities and schools to the Meadoway.

[Comments on Section 3 - Evaluation Criteria]: Be cost Noted.
effective: Option A preferred. Though not cost effective
compared to other routes it does offer the best
amenities and connection to nature. Exploration of
availability of federal government funds, i.e RINC
(Recreation Infrastructure Canada) or in gauging Hydro’s
support of the idea of having corporate sponsorship of
sections or amenities within the corridor as a means to
secure funds to implement.
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[Comments on Section 5 - Evaluation Criteria]: Be good Noted
neighbours: Option A is the best option to connect with
more communities surrounding the Meadoway via Pan
Am/Upper Highland path from as far south as Eglinton
Avenue and as far East as the Toronto Pickering border
including major road connections of Lawrence Ave,
Eglinton Ave., Kingston Rd.

Noted
[Comments on Section 5 - Evaluation Criteria]:
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users: Option
A does bring users into a floodplain route consistent
with other valley land trail systems across the city.
Design of the crossing that takes into consideration
geomorphic history of the branch and specific area of
the crossing would be beneficial in determining the
structural requirements of the crossing.

[Comments on Section 5 - Evaluation Criteria]: Maintain Noted. Option A preferred from a safety perspective.
a safe environment for all potential trail users: Option B
and C are not safe options given the steep descent and
ascent in the area between Orton Park/Military Trail
and Neilson Roads. Consideration of changes to
lowering the grading on the north side of this area
should be made so long as Hydro is agreeable in doing
so as they have only stated allowances for height above
existing grade but not lower than existing grade . This is
implied as an option to create a less steep descent to
the trail continuation entrance to the east.

[Comments on Section 5 - Evaluation Criteria]: Length of Noted
new trail connection (related to travel distance and time
and ease of wayfinding. : Option A preferred with
minimal necessity for Meadoway visitor to cross traffic
and do so with uncomplicated wayfinding to connecting
trail continuations.
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Public Transit

First off, I would like to state that I am very appreciative
that your team (with other agencies as well) is initiating
the trail alignment project to promote the importance
of having green space. As Toronto is an emerging city, it
will integrate much needed ecological features with
urban built form.
I wanted to inquire whether or not transit would be in
any plans near the future? As there is not an adequate
amount of options to get to Scarborough, would an LRT,
buses, subway lines, or rail systems- that will work with
also protecting the natural features, be up for
discussion?

Thank you for touching base and expressing interest in
The Meadoway. While The Meadoway does function as
an active transportation project (in other words, nonmotorized transportation), there are a number of other
transit initiatives planned for Scarborough such as the
Eglinton LRT, Eglinton East LRT, and Scarborough
Subway Extension. However, these transit initiatives are
not directly linked to The Meadoway, so I am not in a
position to speak to the status or condition of these
projects.
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[Comments on Section 6 - Evaluation Criteria]: Be cost Noted. Partnerships with these institutions are already
effective: Option A preferred, partnerships should be
being developed.
considered with university/Centennial college in area of
campuses.

[Comments on Section 6 - Evaluation Criteria]: Provide Noted.
connections: Option B is best avoided as intersection of
Military Trail and Ellesmere at present is a problem
intersection on account of the left turn angles for
automobiles, this may or may not change if the north
section of Military trail between Ellesmere and
Morningside Rd is closed for pedestrian use only as
hoped for in UOTS master plan for this campus.
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Thank you for touching base about The Meadoway.
We certainly share your enthusiasm about a long term
vision where The Meadoway concept is applied to the
GTAs extensive hydro transmission corridor network.
Before biting off a bit more than we can chew, however,
The Meadoway is serving as an initial “proof of concept”
to set the groundwork for implementing similar projects
in other jurisdictions in the future.
By constructing The Meadoway across a 16 km stretch of
Scarborough, we are learning what works, what can be
improved, and most importantly how to implement
restored meadows and trails in the complex terrain that
is active and highly dynamic hydro electric corridors.
Regarding Durham Region, you’ll be happy to know that
the Municipality’s Planning and Economic Development
Committee recently endorsed in principle a Meadoway
concept for the Durham trail network system at the June
4th meeting. This is a great first step in getting the ball
rolling on future work outside of Scarborough.

Thanks for touching base about The Meadoway. This is
an excellent question – in many cases, constructing a
trail does not always necessitate a full environmental
assessment process. This may be because the trail itself
is of low complexity and crosses simple terrain with
minimal impact, such as a few hundred metres of paved
trail through a grassy field adjacent to a park, for
instance.
In the case of The Meadoway, due to the complexities
and potential infrastructure requirements (e.g., bridges)
of a trail system over what is in some cases sensitive
terrain (e.g., ravines), a more rigorous planning
approach is required. That is where the Class
Environmental Assessment process comes into play.

I absolutely love this idea and wonder why other
municipalities and Hydro providers don't try to link up
with it to make it a trail that goes right across Ontario.
Can't somebody with authority take this on to align
(mainly) the Hydro providers? There are Hydro right of
ways everywhere that connect up and are literally being
wasted in terms of accessibility for walkers and cyclists
as well as meadows for pollinators.
Right next to my sister's house in Whitby, there is a
huge Hydro right of way that could easily be part of this
concept but the municipality and local Hydro lack the
initiative and seem bogged down in the way they have
always managed it (ie always cut the wild meadows
removing needed habitat).
Please, please,please. Make this at least a GTA Durham
region wide project.

I read your FAQ re the EA and understand that you
needed to do it because of the infrastructure needed
where the trail will intersect with major transportation
systems (i.e. for bridges/underpasses). Were there any
other elements that necessitated an EA? Do you do EAs
for all your new trails or just some?

EA
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Yes. We are working closely with Rouge National
Urban Park Staff in ensuring a direct multi-use trail
connection from The Meadoway at Meadowvale
Avenue to their network (specifically, the Vista
Trail).

Will there be a direct connection from your trail to the
proposed trail network in the Rouge Park?

Connections

Based on current timelines, we are scheduled to start
implementation for Section 5 (area between
Scarborough Golf Club Road and Neilson Road) in the fall Implementation
of 2020.

When is construction scheduled to start?

Where is the western limit of the proposed trail, the
former CP Leaside Station?

Recreation
Opportunities

Thanks for touching base about The Meadoway. Our
restoration staff have been busy preparing much of the
hydro corridor for seeding, which is what you've see
near Pharmacy. Rest assured however that no
restoration is planned for the Wexford Park area. Key
recreational facilities such as those in Wexford Park will
be left as is for the public to use and enjoy.
If you have any other questions, please let me know.
You may also be interested in attending our public open
house this October 23rd, in which we will have a number
of presentations and a host of information available on
The Meadoway. I've attached an informational flyer for
your reference.
The proposed western limit of The Meadoway trail is
where it connects with the East Don Trail just west of
Bermondsey Road. There are several detailed project
maps on the website for your reference.

I have just seen the notices and new tilling in the hydro
corridor. And am wondering what the plans are for the
playing fields at Wexford park? There are soccer pitches
and baseball diamonds next to the forest and am
hoping they are going to remain. Please send me any
information you can about this area as I am interested
in this development and specific details are scarce on
the website.
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I am very happy to see that the stretch between
Kennedy and Birchmont is going to become a meadow.
But I was very upset when I saw a sign on September 27
saying that some glyphosate had been spread in this
area. This pesticide is being baned in Europe because of
its danger for human health. I was all the more upset
that I rent an allotment garden in the Givendale garden,
right between Kennedy and Birchmont. The pesticide
was spread only a few meters away from this garden
which is supposed to be pesticide free! I am quite worry
to eat the vegetables I grew there now.
Is glyphosate often used in the city and on the
Meadoway?

TRCA follows all best management practices (BMPs)
including integrated pest management (IPM) that uses a
variety of preventative and non-chemical pest
management strategies where possible (e.g. continuous
mowing to supress growth, solarizing and composting).
Glyphosate use is always our last option when we are
looking at preparing native meadows and TRCA always
looks to other options prior to the use of any herbicide
application. Depending on the severity of the thick turf
grass and invasive plant species on site, herbicide
application is often the best management option that is
followed by restoration of the landscape using native
plant species.

TRCA is working to remove the thick turf grass and
invasive plant species between Kennedy and Birchmount
as part of a large scale meadow restoration project
within the hydro corridor. The objective of the project is
to create a large expanse of meadow habitat that
supports a wide variety of birds of and butterflies.
One component of the project is to use a herbicide
application of 2% glyphosate, this application rate is
much lower than what is used through typical
agricultural practices. The application is applied in the
first year of work to prepare the site for seeding of
native wildflowers and grasses in the following year. The
herbicide is applied directly to the plant using a truck
that drives over the vegetation spraying 6” above the
plants. The spray goes directly onto the plant and micro
organisms break down the herbicide in the soil to an
inert state after approximately 15 to 20 days. TRCA does
not spray if there are winds or rain within the
application or drying period to limit any drift or run-off
associated with the activity. We leave a mowed buffer
around all fences and community gardens to make sure
that they are protected from all spray.
Restoration
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The TRCA follows all BMP’s before any use of
glyphosate. Each project site is carefully examined as to
what is the best restoration option. TRCA is working
closely with municipalities, other Conservation
Authorities, meadow restoration companies and
invasive plant councils to continue research on new
BMP’s that can be used to address these project sites
that do not require the use of herbicide.
Thanks for touching base. I understand your point about
proximity of the parking lot to the gardens, but
unfortunately TRCAs planning and design focus as it
relates to The Meadoway pertains primarily to the
future trail sections and restored meadow. Additional
parking space for allotment gardens would be a
conversation with the City of Toronto and Hydro One.
The safety and protection of the ravine vegetation is a
top priority. We will consider, where feasible,
demonstrating safety features such as fencing within the
rendering products (showcased by P+W at the last CLC
meeting), for instance. You are also correct in saying that
luckily much of the ravine is steep enough that we’ll
benefit from some natural deterrence.

Is there a plan to use a less dangerous product in the
future? Seeing how all the grass, weeds and flowers in
the area turned yellow and died in the weeks following
the spread I don't see how that can be a safe choice for
a place that is supposed to be nature friendly in the
future.

Not sure you're the one I should ask, but since you are
working on the Meadow Path around the Givendale
Allotment Garden, would you consider adding a parking
lot closer to the garden, or at least a drop off area?
Because the current parking lot is a little far from the
garden itself, all the more when you have lots of bags of
soil or heavy tools to carry from the parking to the
garden.
Last Wednesday’s presentation, including the aerial flip
book, was just like every other presentation to date,
impressive.
Section 5 of the design is of particular interest to me.
Ellesmere Ravine is an area largely untouched due to its
difficult terrain. There was discussion at the meeting
about installing pathway fencing as a safety feature for
pedestrians, cyclists and those with mobility devices and
even mental illness (so humancentric). I would like the
fencing to be, as well, a deterrent to further valley
access. As soon as there is some entry available to the
area, the natural inclination for the public is to further
explore by creating off-trails. I don’t know what could
be a deterrent except maybe posted signs. The ravine is
protected from the Military Trail entry point farther
north as the paths in are truncated.
Perhaps my fears are moot. After all, the drop-off from
the preferred pathways might be too steep and the
patches of wetland too unappealing, but I thought I’d
weigh in anyway.
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RE: 60 year old Conifer Trees Cut Down
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,

Thanks for touching base. The trees you see being cut down within the hydro corridor is part of
Hydro Ones (the land owners) annual general maintenance program and un-related to The
Meadoway. Each year they trim and cut trees they mark as being potential hazards to their power
transmission lines.
None of the trees you see being felled are related to the restoration works The Toronto and Region
Conservation Authority undertake as part of The Meadoway.
If you have any other questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Tuesday, June 11, 2019 5:53 PM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: 60 year old Conifer Trees Cut Down
I was sad to see these beautiful trees cut down. It’s a shame.
Why are they cutting these trees?

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
info@themeadoway.com
Re: TRCA EA Commencement
10/29/2018 09:20 AM

Good morning

,

Thank you for your email and your interest in The Meadoway. Within the realm of the
City of Toronto trail system, "Active Transportation" refers to any form of humanpowered travel that facilitates active living as we move through the daily course of our
lives, such as walking, jogging, cycling, cross-country skiing, etc.
The active multi-use trail for The Meadoway will be designed for pedestrian use only.
However, it should be noted that these trail systems are constructed to permit light
vehicle use during exceptional circumstances, such as for an ambulance during an
emergency or for maintenance activity.
I hope this provides some clarification.
Sincerely,
-Corey
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
ź
---10/27/2018 10:38:33 AM---Hello The Scarborough Mirror Oct 25 2018
addition, contained a notice of commencement for the projec
From:
To: "info@themeadoway.com" <info@themeadoway.com>
Date: 10/27/2018 10:38 AM
Subject: TRCA EA Commencement

Hello

The Scarborough Mirror Oct 25 2018 addition, contained a notice of

commencement for the project.
The description included, “active multi-use trail network”. I’m not sure what this
means. Can I be assured that the “Meadoway “ will not be used for motorized
vehicles.

Thank you

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Good morning

Celene Mariano
RE: Meadoway CLC Meeting #3 - Meeting Materials and PIC Flyer
Monday, June 17, 2019 9:39:18 AM
image003.png

,

Thank you for providing comments on the draft evaluation matrix and alternative trail alignments. Your feedback
and organization of the comments is helpful and appreciated!
We are absorbing and cataloguing all the feedback we receive from the CLC and providing the comments to our
consultants.
Thanks again!
Celene

Celene Alexandra Mariano, MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5653
C: (437) 214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2019 8:53 AM
To: Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.ca>
Subject: Re: Meadoway CLC Meeting #3 - Meeting Materials and PIC Flyer
Hello Celene
I am responding with comments from last Tuesdays meeting further to the worksheet provided. As I am not able
to scan the worksheet to send to you and as a matter of courtesy to you of not subjecting you to my chicken
scratch cursive writing derived from my thoughts and reflections of the reference material provided, I will
provide you with my comments here in the body of this email citing point of reference on the worksheet.
Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub: Page 1 of 12
Provide a positive user experience: - Option A preferred for maximum connectivity to environmental cohesion
opportunities with area residents presented by the amenities.The surrounding communities in this area have a
concentration of apartments and condos and not much park space in the area and the animation of this area by
recreation, education and stewardship opportunities would be beneficial.
Protect and enhance natural features: -Option A preferred -A defined path not ones trampled informally is
preferred and would provide best access for visitors and the overall maintenance of the area. With the choice of
option A throughout the three sections being evaluated the issue of garbage is an issue that will need to be

considered in a maintenance strategy of the overall trail route.
Section 3: Lawrence Ave. Hub: Page 2 of 12
Provide connections: Option A offers the most “ In the Meadoway” experience for the trail user while at the
same time providing connections to other trails in the network and potential link to Arsandco Park which if
successful would provide an additional recreation option along the route and launch place for interconnected
stewardship opportunities.
Maintain a safe environment for all potential trail users: Option A does bring users into a floodplain route
consistent with other valley land trail systems across the city. Design of the crossing that takes into consideration
geomorphic history of the branch and specific area of the crossing would be beneficial in determining the
structural requirements of the crossing.
Section3: Lawrence Ave. Hub: Page 3 of 12
Be good neighbours: Option A preferred per 5m vegetative buffer from property line and no disruption of
residential/main road vehicular traffic making it a better safer option for north-south bike/pedestrian
connections between surrounding communities.
Be cost effective: Option A preferred. Though not cost effective compared to other routes it does offer the best
amenities and connection to nature. Exploration of availability of federal government funds, i.e RINC (Recreation
Infrastructure Canada) or in gauging Hydro’s support of the idea of having corporate sponsorship of sections or
amenities within the corridor as a means to secure funds to implement.
Section 5: The Ravines: Page 4 of 12
Provide a positive user experience: Option A would offer a spectacular experience, with the most connectivity
for communities and schools to the Meadoway
Protect and enhance natural features: Option A is the best option for maintenance and the defined path less
likely to cause informal trails and unwanted activities that would jeopardize plantings.
Section 5: The Ravines: Page 5 of 12
Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic habitat: Option A. The area of the crossing has already
experienced disruption with Toronto Water’s restoration work in recent years. The issue of garbage is part of
what will need to be a trail wide strategy, signage and wayfinding to receptacles.
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g. erosion) and vegetation/ habitat: Option A preferred though
inevitably the slope, grading and structural integrity will need to scrutinized on the east side of the Highland to
ensure minimum disruption to habitat.
Extent of linkages to multi modal transportation: Option A, no additional comment.
Extent of linkages to other trails or key amenities: Option A, no additional comment.
Section 5: The Ravines: Page 6 of 12
Length of new trail connection (related to travel distance and time and ease of wayfinding. : Option A preferred
with minimal necessity for Meadoway visitor to cross traffic and do so with uncomplicated wayfinding to

connecting trail continuations.
Maintain a safe environment for all potential trail users: Option B and C are not safe options given the steep
descent and ascent in the area between Orton Park/Military Trail and Neilson Roads. Consideration of changes
to lowering the grading on the north side of this area should be made so long as Hydro is agreeable in doing so
as they have only stated allowances for height above existing grade but not lower than existing grade . This is
implied as an option to create a less steep descent to the trail continuation entrance to the east.
Extent of trail that can meet and/or exceed AAA and AODA for trail design- No comment
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users: comment same as stated in Section 3 page 2
Section 5 the Ravines, page 7 of 12
Be good neighbours: Option A is the best option to connect with more communities surrounding the Meadoway
via Pan Am/Upper Highland path from as far south as Eglinton Avenue and as far East as the Toronto Pickering
border including major road connections of Lawrence Ave, Eglinton Ave., Kingston Rd.
Be cost effective: no comment
Section 5 the Ravines page 8 of 12
Capital cost: - Option A, no comment
Operating and maintenance cost:-Option A preferred, no comment
Section 6: Highway 401 Eastern Entrance page 9 of 12:
Provide a positive user experience- Option A preferred, no comment
Protect and enhance natural features- Option A preferred, no comment
Section 6: Highway 401 Eastern entrance page 10 of 12
Provide connections: Option B is best avoided as intersection of Military Trail and Ellesmere at present is a
problem intersection on account of the left turn angles for automobiles, this may or may not change if the north
section of Military trail between Ellesmere and Morningside Rd is closed for pedestrian use only as hoped for in
UOTS master plan for this campus.
Section 6; Highway 401 Eastern entrance page 11 of 12
Maintain a safe environment for all potential trail users: Option A preferred
Be good neighbours: - Option A, no comment
Section 6: Highway 401 Eastern entrance page 12 of 12
Be cost effective : Option A preferred, partnerships should be considered with university/Centennial college in
area of campuses.

____________________________________________________________________________________________
-Best regards

Sent from my iPad
On Jun 12, 2019, at 10:33 AM, Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.ca> wrote:
Good morning CLC members,
Thank you for attending last night’s meeting and provide quality feedback!
As discussed, we have uploaded the presentation and meeting materials via OneDrive here.
CLC Meeting #3 PowerPoint Presentation
DRAFT Alternative Trail Alignments
DRAFT Trail Evaluation Matrix
A friendly reminder, these materials are draft and will be further refined. As such, we kindly request
these materials not be shared externally as we prepare for our second Public Information Centre.
Materials will be made available to the wider public once finalized. Please submit your comments
on the draft trail evaluation matrix and alternative trail alignments by Friday, June 14th end of day.
Please email your comments to myself at Celene.mariano@trca.ca.
As mentioned in our meeting, we are excited to announce the Existing Conditions, Literature
Review and Case Studies Report is complete and available ONLINE!
Our second Public Information Centre (PIC), will be held at Thomson Memorial Park on June 26th
from 4:30pm – 7:30pm. We have uploaded the Public Event Flyer for the PIC to the same OneDrive
link above. Please feel free to share this flyer with your family, friends, communities and member
organizations.
Please note, after our June PIC, the CLC will not reconvene until October. However, we will
circulate a newsletter to all CLC members in September which will highlight key items we will have
worked on throughout the summer. Details about the October CLC meeting will be circulated well
in advance. That said, if you have any questions at any time, please do not hesitate to contact me
at the coordinates listed below.
As always we appreciate your time and feedback and wish you all a safe and wonderful summer

with family and friends!

Thank you,
Celene

Celene Alexandra Mariano, MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5653
C: (437) 214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca
<image003.png>

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
Re: The origin of the title Gatineau Corridor
10/29/2018 09:12 AM

Good morning

,

Thank you for your email. Indeed, the power transmitted through the hydro-corridor
comes from the Gatineau region! In the early 1920s, Ontario Hydro designated
sections of land across the province for the transmission of electricity from major
hydro-electric generating stations along the Ottawa River. A series of large
transmission towers were constructed along these corridors in order to provide
massive amounts of energy on a daily basis to a rapidly growing population. One of
the most important of these transmission lines was the Gatineau Hydro Corridor,
which stretches across the City of Scarborough connecting downtown Toronto to the
hydro-electric power plants in the Gatineau region of Quebec.
If you have any more questions on The Meadoway, do not hesitate to ask.
Sincerely,
-Corey
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
ź
---10/25/2018 06:37:37 PM---Having grown up in Ottawa and
vacationed in the GatineU Hills north of Ottawa, you can imagine my su
From:
To: info@themeadoway.com
Date: 10/25/2018 06:37 PM
Subject: The origin of the title Gatineau Corridor

Having grown up in Ottawa and vacationed in the GatineU Hills
north of Ottawa, you can imagine my surprise when I read in a
recent Meadoway ad that there is a Gatineau Corridor in Toronto.
Am I to understand that power from the Gatineau, perhaps the
Paugan Dam at Low Quebec, is transmitted to Toronto...a distance
of over 400 km?!

Wow!

-BEGIN-ANTISPAM-VOTING-LINKS
-----------------------------------------------------Teach CanIt if this mail (ID 0aWPWBKEv) is spam:
Spam:
https://emailfilteringservice.net/canit/b.php?
c=s&i=0aWPWBKEv&m=2084effd2542&rlm=trca-on-ca&t=20181025
Fraud/Phish: https://emailfilteringservice.net/canit/b.php?
c=p&i=0aWPWBKEv&m=2084effd2542&rlm=trca-on-ca&t=20181025
Not spam:
https://emailfilteringservice.net/canit/b.php?
c=n&i=0aWPWBKEv&m=2084effd2542&rlm=trca-on-ca&t=20181025
Forget vote: https://emailfilteringservice.net/canit/b.php?
c=f&i=0aWPWBKEv&m=2084effd2542&rlm=trca-on-ca&t=20181025
-----------------------------------------------------END-ANTISPAM-VOTING-LINKS

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Good morning

Corey Wells
Emily Rondel
RE: Volunteer
Friday, May 17, 2019 7:51:32 AM

,

Thank you for touching base and expressing interest in The Meadoway. I've included my colleague Emily on this
conversation, as she has a good grasp of upcoming events and potential volunteer opportunities looking ahead into
the summer season.
All the best,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

-----Original Message----From:
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2019 10:23 AM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: Volunteer
Hello, I am very excited about the idea of the meadoway and have some free time this summer so I was wondering
if there was any I could help out! I’d be happy to volunteer with pretty much any part of the project. Let me know!
Thanks,

5H)5:FRPPHQWVIURP7KXUVGD\ V(/&PHHWLQJ
&HOHQH0DULDQR to:
Cc:

Follow Up:

Good morning

, Corey Wells

04/03/2019 08:54 AM

Normal Priority.

,

Thanks for your email and sending your suggestions and comments on the materials. We value your
feedback and we thank you for taking the time to respond. We'll be spending the next few weeks
absorbing and cataloguing all the feedback we receive from the CLC.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Celene

&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES

Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
Dear Celine,
From:
To:
Cc:
Date:
Subject:

04/02/2019 09:13:33 AM

"Celene Mariano" <Celene.Mariano@trca.on.ca>
04/02/2019 09:13 AM
FRW comments from Thursday's ELC meeting

ĞĂƌĞůŝŶĞ͕

zĞƐƚĞƌĚĂǇ/ǁŽƌŬĞĚǁŝƚŚ
ĨŽƌ&ƌŝĞŶĚƐŽĨƚŚĞZŽƵŐĞ͕ƚŽƉƵƚƚŽŐĞƚŚĞƌƐŽŵĞ
ƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇŝŶƉƵƚŽŶƚŚĞďĞůŽǁƐĞĐƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌƚŚĞDĞĂĚŽǁĂǇ͘

dŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚƚŚĞDĞĂĚŽǁĂǇ͛ƐƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐĂŶĚĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͕&ZtǁŝůůƐƚƌŝǀĞƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚdŽƌŽŶƚŽ͛Ɛ
ǀĂůůĞǇƐǇƐƚĞŵƐĂƌĞƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ͕ĂƐŵƵĐŚĂƐƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͕ƚŽƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĞŶĂƚƵƌĂůŚĞƌŝƚĂŐĞ͘tŚĞŶůŽŽŬŝŶŐĂƚƚŚĞ
dŽƌŽŶƚŽZĂǀŝŶĞ^ƚƵĚǇ͕ŝƚŝƐĞǀŝĚĞŶƚƚŚĂƚŝŶƚƌƵƐŝŽŶŝŶƚŽdŽƌŽŶƚŽƌĂǀŝŶĞƐŝƐůĞĂĚŝŶŐƚŽĚŽŵŝŶĂŶĐĞŽĨ
ŶŽŶͲŶĂƚŝǀĞŝŶǀĂƐŝǀĞƐƉĞĐŝĞƐĂŶĚĞĐŽůŽŐŝĐĂůĐŽůůĂƉƐĞ͘ǀĞŶǁĞůůͲŝŶƚĞŶƚŝŽŶĞĚĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌƐůĞĂĚƚŽŚĂďŝƚĂƚ
ĨƌĂŐŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ͕ĂŶĚƚŚŝƐůĞĂĚƐƚŽĚŽŵŝŶĂŶĐĞŽĨŝŶǀĂƐŝǀĞƐƉĞĐŝĞƐĂŶĚĞĐŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ĐŽůůĂƉƐĞ͘

^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϯŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͗
z
ĞƚǁĞĞŶ<ĞŶŶĞĚǇZĚĂŶĚDŝĚůĂŶĚǀĞ͕ƚŚĞƌĞƐŚŽƵůĚďĞƐƚŽƌŵǁĂƚĞƌĂŶĚǁĞƚůĂŶĚĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ
ƚŽƚŚĞǁĞƐƚŽĨ,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬ

z
z
z

dŚĞƐƚƌĞĂŵŚĞƌĞŝƐǀĞƌǇĨůĂƐŚǇ͕ŝƚǁŽƵůĚŚĞůƉƚŽŚĂǀĞĂƐƚŽƌŵǁĂƚĞƌƉŽŶĚƚŽƚĂŬĞŽŶƐŽŵĞŽĨƚŚĞ
ƉĞĂŬĨůŽǁ
WĂƌƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐĂƌĞĂŚĂǀĞĂŶĂƚƵƌĂůůǇŚŝŐŚǁĂƚĞƌƚĂďůĞ͕ĂŶĚĐŽƵůĚďĞƌĞƐƚŽƌĞĚƚŽǁĞƚůĂŶĚŚĂďŝƚĂƚ
dŚĞ͚ƵŶĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞĚǁĞƚůĂŶĚ͛ǁĞƐƚŽĨƚŚĞ>ZdƐŚŽƵůĚƵŶĚĞƌŐŽǁĞƚůĂŶĚŚĂďŝƚĂƚĂŶĚƉŽŶĚĐƌĞĂƚŝŽŶƚŽ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞŚĂďŝƚĂƚĨŽƌĂŵƉŚŝďŝĂŶƐ


^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϱŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͗

z
dŚĞƌĞǁŝůůďĞĂƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĐŽƐƚƚŽƉƵƚƚŚĞDĞĂĚŽǁĂǇƚŚƌŽƵŐŚǀĂůůĞǇůĂŶĚ
z
&ƌĂŐŵĞŶƚŝŶŐĂŶĚĚĂŵĂŐŝŶŐƚŚĞŚĂďŝƚĂƚǁŝƚŚŝŶǀĂůůĞǇůĂŶĚƐǁŽƵůĚƐĞĞŵĐŽŶƚƌĂƌǇƚŽƚŚĞdZ͛Ɛ
ǀĂůůĞǇĂŶĚƌŝǀĞƌĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌƉŽůŝĐŝĞƐĂŶĚĂǀŽŝĚĂŶĐĞŽĨĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞƐǁŚŝĐŚĐŽƵůĚĂŐŐƌĂǀĂƚĞĨůŽŽĚŝŶŐ
ĂŶĚĞƌŽƐŝŽŶ
z
/ƚǁŽƵůĚďĞďĞŶĞĨŝĐŝĂůƚŽƵƐĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨƚŚĞǀĂůůĞǇĂŶĚ
ĨůŽŽĚƉůĂŝŶĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌƐ
z
ZĂƚŚĞƌƚŚĂŶĚŝƐƚƵƌďƚŚĞǀĂůůĞǇƚŽďƵŝůĚĂůŽŽŬŽƵƚ͕ĂǀŝƐƚĂůŽŽŬŽƵƚƉŽŝŶƚǁŽƵůĚďĞƐƚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶ
ƚŚĞƚĂďůĞůĂŶĚǁĞƐƚŽĨƚŚĞǀĂůůĞǇĂŶĚŶŽƌƚŚŽĨƚŚĞŚǇĚƌŽĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ
z
KƉƚŝŽŶĂƉƉĞĂƌƐƚŽďĞƐƚƵƚŝůŝǌĞƚŚĞĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌĂŶĚƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ

^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϲŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͗

z
ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƉůĂĐŝŶŐĂƚƵŶŶĞůƵŶĚĞƌŶĞĂƚŚ,ŝŐŚǁĂǇϰϬϭĨŽƌƚŚĞŝŶͲĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͘dŚĞƚƵŶŶĞů
ďŽƌŝŶŐŵĂĐŚŝŶĞǁŝůůĂůƌĞĂĚǇďĞŝŶ^ĐĂƌďŽƌŽƵŐŚĨŽƌƚŚĞ^ĐĂƌďŽƌŽƵŐŚƐƵďǁĂǇ͕ƉĞƌŚĂƉƐŝƚĐŽƵůĚďĞ
ƵƚŝůŝǌĞĚƚŽĐƌĞĂƚĞĂƚƵŶŶĞůƵŶĚĞƌŶĞĂƚŚƚŚĞϰϬϭ
z
dŚĞƌĞŝƐĂŶŽůĚůĂŶĚĨŝůůƚŚĂƚŝƐďĞŝŶŐƌĞƐƚŽƌĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĂƌĞĂƚŚĂƚĐĂŶďĞƵƐĞĚĂƐĂƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůŽŽŬŽƵƚ
ƵƐŝŶŐƐƉƵƌƐƚŚĂƚĐŽŵĞŽĨĨƚŚĞƚƌĂŝů
z
dŚĞďĞƐƚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚƐĂƌĞƚŚŽƐĞƚŚĂƚŚĂǀĞƚŚĞƐŚŽƌƚĞƐƚĚĞǀŝĂƚŝŽŶƐĨƌŽŵƚŚĞĂĐƚƵĂůDĞĂĚŽǁĂǇ
ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ
xdŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƉŽŶĚŽŶƚŚĞdŽƌŽŶƚŽƐŝƚĞĐŽƵůĚďĞĞŶŚĂŶĐĞĚĨŽƌǁĞƚůĂŶĚŚĂďŝƚĂƚĂŶĚƚŚĞƚƌĂŝů
ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚĐŽƵůĚďĞŶĞĂƌƚŚŝƐĨĞĂƚƵƌĞ
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Good afternoon

03/11/2019 03:11 PM

Normal Priority.

!

Thank you for confirming your attendance and thank you for the great and important question you raised
in your email. We will be addressing this question, as well as additional questions and/or comments at the
next CLC meeting in March.
Thanks again and please feel free to bring and/or ask additional questions.
See you in a few weeks!
Celene

&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES

Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
Thank you for the reminder, Celene! I will be att...
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

03/09/2019 10:11:20 PM

Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.on.ca>
03/09/2019 10:11 PM
Re: The Meadoway - March 28th CLC Meeting

Thank you for the reminder, Celene! I will be attending on March 28

4Concerning the Meadoway as an travel corridor for Scarborough, have you

considered that there areWZRGLIIHUHQWXVHUJURXSV that will want to be
accommodated:
z folks that mix easily on aPXOWLXVHSDWK - such as families on foot, bikes, skate
boards, with or without dogs.
z folks that want toWUDYHOORQJHUGLVWDQFHVand thusULGHIDVWHU than the first
group - commuters for instance or recreational riders on long trips
As we know from experience on the Martin Goodman Trail and the Waterfront Trail, a
single multi-use path does not work well if these two groups share the same trail
surface.
Since we are at an early stage of the planning, LVWKHUHFRQVLGHUDWLRQWRWZRSDUDOOHO
EXWSK\VLFDOO\VHSDUDWHGSDWKVRQHIRUHDFKJURXSDORQJWKHOHQJWKRIWKH

0HDGRZD\"
Cheers,
.............

,W VRQEHWZHHQDPDQGSPDQGLI,GRQ WSLFNXSWKH

SKRQHSOHDVHOHDYHDPHVVDJH
On Fri, Mar 8, 2019 at 12:01 PM Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.on.ca> wrote:
Good afternoon CLC members,

Our March CLC meeting is fast approaching and we have lots of information to share with you all!
This is a friendly reminder to please RVSP to the 0DUFKWKmeeting at your earliest convenience.
Thank you to everyone who has responded.
Wishing everyone a wonderful weekend! As always, please do not hesitate to contact me if you have
any questions.
Thank you,
Celene
&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
To:

Cc:
Date:
Subject:

Celene Mariano/TRCA

Corey Wells/TRCA@MTRCA, Lisa Turnbull/TRCA@MTRCA
02/28/2019 11:07 AM
The Meadoway - March 28th CLC Meeting

Good morning CLC members,
I hope this email finds you well!
Our next CLC meeting is on 7KXUVGD\0DUFKWKfrom SPSP. The meeting will be held
at Centennial College, Ashtonbee Campus - Room A-212 (Address: 75 Ashtonbee Road,
Scarborough). A formal agenda, map and room location on campus will be circulated prior to the

meeting date.
Please RSVP by )ULGD\0DUFKWK.
A friendly reminder to please bring the following to the meeting, as highlighted in the February CLC
Newsletter:
z
Comments and / or questions on The Meadoway Problem and Opportunity Statement
(available +(5().
z
2-3 suggested FAQs, which will be collected at the start of the meeting.
Please feel free to contact myself (coordinates below) at any time.

Thank you,
Celene
&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

3DJHRI

5H6XJJHVWHGGHVWLQDWLRQVIRUWKH0HDGRZD\
&RUH\:HOOV
WR
$0
&F
&HOHQH0DULDQR-HQQLIHU+\ODQG
+LGH'HWDLOV
)URP&RUH\:HOOV75&$
7R
&F
&HOHQH0DULDQR&HOHQH0DULDQR#WUFDRQFD!
-HQQLIHU+\ODQG-HQQLIHU+\ODQG#WRURQWRFD!
)ROORZ8S
1RUPDO3ULRULW\
*RRGPRUQLQJ



7KDQNVDJDLQIRUMRLQLQJXVODVWZHHNDQGIRU\RXUDFWLYHSDUWLFLSDWLRQWKURXJKRXWWKHPHHWLQJ<RX YHKLJKOLJKWHG
VRPHH[FHOOHQWGHVWLQDWLRQVEHORZSDUWLFXODUO\7DERU+LOOZKLFKLVYHU\FORVHWRWKHIRRWSULQWRI7KH0HDGRZD\
, YHKLJKOLJKWHGWKHVHSRWHQWLDOGHVWLQDWLRQVWRRXUFRQVXOWDQWWHDPVIRUFRQVLGHUDWLRQLQWKH&ODVV($
+RSHWRVHH\RXDWWKHILUVWSXEOLFRSHQKRXVHRQ$SULOWK
6LQFHUHO\
&RUH\

B
&RUH\:HOOV06F
3URMHFW0DQDJHU3URMHFW0DQDJHPHQW6HUYLFHV
3URMHFW0DQDJHPHQW2IILFH_&RUSRUDWH6HUYLFHV
7H[W
&
(FZHOOV#WUFDRQFD
$([FKDQJH$YH9DXJKDQ
7RURQWRDQG5HJLRQ&RQVHUYDWLRQ$XWKRULW\ 75&$ _WUFDFD

)URP
7R&RUH\:HOOVFZHOOV#WUFDRQFD!
&F&HOHQH0DULDQR&HOHQH0DULDQR#WUFDRQFD!



-HQQLIHU+\ODQG

-HQQLIHU+\ODQG#WRURQWRFD!
'DWH30
6XEMHFW6XJJHVWHGGHVWLQDWLRQVIRUWKH0HDGRZD\

ILOH&8VHUVFHOHQHPDULDQR$SS'DWD/RFDO7HPSQRWHV(aZHEKWP



3DJHRI

+L&RUH\
,WZDVJRRGWRWDONWR\RXODVW7KXUVGD\
,SURPLVHGWROLVWVRPHGHVWLQDWLRQVWKDWVKRXOGEHFRQVLGHUHGLQWKHFXUUHQWSODQQLQJRI0HDGRZD\
)XWXUHXVHUVZLOODSSUHFLDWHJRRGFRQQHFWLRQVWRWKHVHLQWHUHVWLQJGHVWLQDWLRQV,KDYHFRSLHG-HQQLIHU
+\ODQGIURP7RURQWR V&\FOLQJ,QIUDVWUXFWXUHGHSDUWPHQWIRUWKLVSXUSRVH
+HUH VP\OLVW
z
z
z

7DERU+LOOD)LUVW1DWLRQ V2VVXDU\RQ%HOODP\
%LUNGDOH5DYLQHWKHVLWHRID\HDUROG)LUVW1DWLRQYLOODJH
WKH:DWHUIURQWLHWKH
{ WUDLODWWKHWRSRIWKH%OXIIVDQGWKHYDULRXVDFFHVVSRLQWVWRWKHZDWHU
{ %OXIIHUV3DUNDWWKHERWWRPRI%ULPOH\
{ 'RULV0F&DUWK\7UDLODFFHVVLEOHYLD%HOODP\
{ WKH*XLOG3DUNDQG*DUGHQVDQG
{ (DVW3RLQW3DUNDFFHVVLEOHYLDWKH/RZHU+LJKODQG&UHHN7UDLO

+HUHDUHLPDJHVIRUWKH)LUVW1DWLRQGHVWLQDWLRQV

KWWSVWRURQWRLVWFRPKLVWRULFLVWWKHWDERUKLOORVVXDU\

&KHHUV

SOHDVHOHDYHDPHVVDJH

,W VRQEHWZHHQDPDQGSPDQGLI,GRQ WSLFNXSWKHSKRQH

6SDP
3KLVK)UDXG
1RWVSDP
)RUJHWSUHYLRXVYRWH

ILOH&8VHUVFHOHQHPDULDQR$SS'DWD/RFDO7HPSQRWHV(aZHEKWP



5H7KH0HDGRZD\0DUFKWK&/&0HHWLQJ
&HOHQH0DULDQR to:
Follow Up:

Normal Priority.

Good morning

,

03/29/2019 10:20 AM

Thanks for your email and not to worry, I completely understand.
I'll be circulating a follow-up email to last nights meeting so that everyone has a chance to review and
comment on the materials presented. The email will include a link that will contain the PPT presentation,
as well as the draft materials we reviewed.
I have also noted your question about the LRT/GO line and will forward it to the appropriate staff member.

Thanks and have a great weekend!
Celene

&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES

Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
Celene: Hi. Looks like events are conspiring aga...
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

03/28/2019 04:35:06 PM

Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.on.ca>
03/28/2019 04:35 PM
Re: The Meadoway - March 28th CLC Meeting

Celene:
Hi. Looks like events are conspiring against me and I am unlikely to be able to be there
this evening. Have a great meeting and I will look forward to catching up with you soon.
The only question I had was how the Meadoway would cross the LRT/GO line.
Cheers
Sent from my mobile device.
On Mar 27, 2019, at 8:29 AM, Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.on.ca> wrote:
Good morning CLC members,

I hope this email finds you well!
Tomorrow we will be hosting our second CLC meeting! There's lots to discuss and we're excited
to share our progress.
A friendly reminder, the meeting is from SPSP and will be held at Centennial College,
Ashtonbee Campus - %XLOGLQJ$5RRP$ (Address: 75 Ashtonbee Road, Scarborough).
Attached is the meeting agenda and campus map.
Please park in the Visitor's Lot (parking is free after 5:30pm). In the event the lot is full, please let
security know that you are there for a meeting with Faculty Member
- CLC Meeting,
and they will direct you to another lot.

A friendly reminder to please bring the following to the meeting:
z
Comments and / or questions on The Meadoway Problem and Opportunity Statement
(available +(5().
z
2-3 suggested FAQs, which will be collected at the start of the meeting.
Please feel free to contact myself (coordinates below) at any time.

Thank you,
Celene
&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
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<MWClassEA_CLC2_28Mar19_AgendaFinal.pdf>
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
Re: Glyphosate pesticide used on the Meadoway
Wednesday, October 30, 2019 11:05:02 AM
image002.png

Hi Corey,
sorry, I have another question... Not sure you're the one I should ask that to... Since you are
working on the Meadow Path around the Givendale Allotment Garden, would you consider
adding a parking lot closer to the garden, or at least a drop off area? Because the current
parking lot is a little far from the garden itself, all the more when you have lots of bags of soil
or heavy tools to carry from the parking to the garden.
Thanks

From: Corey Wells <Corey.Wells@trca.ca>
Sent: October 23, 2019 11:29 AM
To:
Subject: RE: Glyphosate pesticide used on the Meadoway
Good morning

,

TRCA is working to remove the thick turf grass and invasive plant species between Kennedy and
Birchmount as part of a large scale meadow restoration project within the hydro corridor. The
objective of the project is to create a large expanse of meadow habitat that supports a wide variety
of birds of and butterflies.
One component of the project is to use a herbicide application of 2% glyphosate, this application
rate is much lower than what is used through typical agricultural practices. The application is applied
in the first year of work to prepare the site for seeding of native wildflowers and grasses in the
following year. The herbicide is applied directly to the plant using a truck that drives over the
vegetation spraying 6” above the plants. The spray goes directly onto the plant and micro organisms
break down the herbicide in the soil to an inert state after approximately 15 to 20 days. TRCA does
not spray if there are winds or rain within the application or drying period to limit any drift or run-off
associated with the activity. We leave a mowed buffer around all fences and community gardens to
make sure that they are protected from all spray.
TRCA follows all best management practices (BMPs) including integrated pest management (IPM)
that uses a variety of preventative and non-chemical pest management strategies where possible
(e.g. continuous mowing to supress growth, solarizing and composting). Glyphosate use is always
our last option when we are looking at preparing native meadows and TRCA always looks to other
options prior to the use of any herbicide application. Depending on the severity of the thick turf
grass and invasive plant species on site, herbicide application is often the best management option

that is followed by restoration of the landscape using native plant species.
The TRCA follows all BMP’s before any use of glyphosate. Each project site is carefully examined as
to what is the best restoration option. TRCA is working closely with municipalities, other
Conservation Authorities, meadow restoration companies and invasive plant councils to continue
research on new BMP’s that can be used to address these project sites that do not require the use of
herbicide.
Moving forward, next year we will be continuing the site prep (mow/till/seed cover crop of oats,
repeat) around the garden plot to prepare for the native grasses and wildflowers to be seeded fall
2020. This process will not involve any use of herbicide applications during this work.
Let me know if there are any follow up questions.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Saturday, October 19, 2019 12:28 PM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: Glyphosate pesticide used on the Meadoway
Hi,
I am very happy to see that the stretch between Kennedy and Birchmont is going to become a
meadow. But I was very upset when I saw a sign on September 27 saying that some glyphosate had
been spread in this area. This pesticide is being baned in Europe because of its danger for human
health. I was all the more upset that I rent an allotment garden in the Givendale garden, right
between Kennedy and Birchmont. The pesticide was spread only a few meters away from this
garden which is supposed to be pesticide free ! I am quite worry to eat the vegetables I grew there

now.
Is glyphosate often used in the city and on the Meadoway? Is there a plan to use a less dangerous
product in the future? Seeing how all the grass, weeds and flowers in the area turned yellow and
died in the weeks following the spread I don't see how that can be a safe choice for a place that is
supposed to be nature friendly in the future.
Thanks

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Good afternoon

Corey Wells
RE: Trail alignment project
Tuesday, July 30, 2019 1:11:18 PM
image002.png

,

Thank you for touching base and expressing interest in The Meadoway. While The Meadoway does
function as an active transportation project (in other words, non-motorized transportation), there
are a number of other transit initiatives planned for Scarborough such as the Eglinton LRT, Eglinton
East LRT, and Scarborough Subway Extension. However, these transit initiatives are not directly
linked to The Meadoway, so I am not in a position to speak to the status or condition of these
projects.
I hope this has been of some help.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2019 11:42 AM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: Trail alignment project
Hi,
First off, I would like to state that I am very appreciative that your team (with other agencies as well) is initiating
the trail alignment project to promote the importance of having green space. As Toronto is an emerging city, it
will integrate much needed ecological features with urban built form.
I wanted to inquire whether or not transit would be in any plans near the future? As there is not an adequate
amount of options to get to Scarborough, would an LRT, buses, subway lines, or rail systems- that will work
with also protecting the natural features, be up for discussion?

Kind regards,

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Hi there

Corey Wells
RE: Extending The Meadoway
Tuesday, July 16, 2019 8:50:14 PM
image002.png

,

Thank you for touching base about The Meadoway.
We certainly share your enthusiasm about a long term vision where The Meadoway concept is
applied to the GTAs extensive hydro transmission corridor network.
Before biting off a bit more than we can chew, however, The Meadoway is serving as an initial
“proof of concept” to set the groundwork for implementing similar projects in other jurisdictions in
the future.
By constructing The Meadoway across a 16 km stretch of Scarborough, we are learning what works,
what can be improved, and most importantly how to implement restored meadows and trails in the
complex terrain that is active and highly dynamic hydro electric corridors.
Regarding Durham Region, you’ll be happy to know that the Municipality’s Planning and Economic
Development Committee recently endorsed in principle a Meadoway concept for the Durham trail
network system at the June 4th meeting. This is a great first step in getting the ball rolling on future
work outside of Scarborough.
I hope this has been of some value.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:

Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2019 5:29 PM
To: info@themeadoway.com
Subject: Extending The Meadoway
I absolutely love this idea and wonder why other municipalities and Hydro providers don't
try to link up with it to make it a trail that goes right across Ontario. Can't somebody with
authority take this on to align (mainly) the Hydro providers? There are Hydro right of ways
everywhere that connect up and are literally being wasted in terms of accessibility for
walkers and cyclists as well as meadows for pollinators.
Right next to my sister's house in Whitby, there is a huge Hydro right of way that could
easily be part of this concept but the municipality and local Hydro lack the initiative and
seem bogged down in the way they have always managed it (ie always cut the wild
meadows removing needed habitat).
Please, please,please. Make this at least a GTA Durham region wide project.
Thank you

Get Outlook for Android
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Corey Wells

Follow Up:

Good morning

04/02/2019 09:44 AM

Normal Priority.

,

Thanks for your email and sending your suggestions and comments on the materials, as well as providing
questions for the FAQ! We value your feedback and we thank you for taking the time to respond. We'll be
spending the next few weeks absorbing and cataloguing all the feedback we receive from the CLC.
As always, please let me know if you have any questions and we hope to see you at the PIC in April!
Celene

&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES

Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
Hi Celene, Thanks for another great opportunity...
From:
To:
Cc:
Date:
Subject:

04/01/2019 03:49:05 PM

Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.on.ca>
04/01/2019 03:49 PM
Feedback from The Meadoway March 27th meeting

Hi Celene,
Thanks for another great opportunity to learn about this exciting project. We will be
working on getting the word out about the upcoming Public meeting on April 24th.
Here is a link to my comments. I have also included remarks about the Opportunity
Statement and FAQs.
Let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss.
Best regards,
Cycle Don Valley Midtown/Cycle Toronto
Spam
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The Meadoway: Feedback from March 28th CLC meeting
Submitted by:
April 1, 2019

, Cycle Don Valley Midtown on behalf of Cycle Toronto

Opportunity Statement: Draft Statement #1
Access to multi-use paths within hydro corridors in Toronto is often incomplete and hazardous
for people on foot or on bike. The design of The Meadoway must ensure that connections
between the trail and roadways protect these vulnerable road users. I suggest that the
Opportunity Statement be revised as follows (in red):
“ A complete active transportation system linking eastern Toronto to the downtown core is
missing from the City of Toronto’s existing major multi-use trail network. Opportunities to expand
and construct new multi-use trail networks are limited in urbanized environments;however,
hydro-corridors have the potential to be repurposed as accessible, ecologically diverse green
spaces that permit active trail use. The Meadoway will revitalize and restore the existing hydrocorridor and establish a complete and safe connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge
National Urban Park for all trail users via an accessible multi-use trail network.”

FAQs
1. The Meadoway is being promoted as a commuting corridor for cyclists. Will there be
separation between wheeled trail users and pedestrians to minimize conflicts and
maximize safety?
2. What measures are being planned to ensure The Meadoway is accessible in all four
seasons for all trail users?
3. What is being planned to make The Meadoway a safe and accessible space after dark
for all trail users?
https://www.npr.org/sections/parallels/2014/11/17/364136732/in-a-dutch-town-a-glowingbike-path-inspired-by-van-gogh
4. How will The Meadoway handle litter, recycling and organics, especially dog waste?
Alternative Alignments Evaluation Framework – Table 1
Under “Maintain a safe environment for all potential trail users”, consider adding:
● Meets or exceeds City of Toronto Transportation Services and AASHTO (American
Association of State Highway Transportation Officials), guidelines for multi-use trails.

The Meadoway: Feedback from March 28th CLC meeting cont’d
Proposed Alternative Alignments – comments:
The Meadoway is a once-in-a-generation transformational project that promises to redefine how
we can use the green space associated with hydro corridors for the benefit of residents and
visitors. Understanding that there are challenges associated with existing conditions, the
preference must be for the “in-corridor” alternative trail in all sections if The Meadoway is to
deliver on its potential. A trail design that frequently exits and enters the park onto roadways will
significantly detract from the immersive natural experience, frustrate trail users and require
extensive way-finding .It will take people from a safe and connected environment to one that is
fragmented and hazardous. These instances should be minimized. Furthermore, wherever
possible and space allows, a design that separates pedestrian and wheeled users should be
implemented to minimize conflict and maximize the safety and enjoyment of the trail.
Section 3: Option A is overwhelmingly preferred. The “Opportunity” for a pedestrian bridge over
the GO Line should include room for people on bikes. Option B requires significantly more
distance to be travelled on foot or by bike.
Section 5: Option A is overwhelmingly preferred. Existing signalized pedestrian crossing at
Ellesmere Road should include a crossing for cyclists. Option B requires users to leave the park
for more than half the distance of this section, trading pleasant parkland for busy roadways. This
will reduce the attraction of this section of the park and limit useage. A short alternative route at
the crossing of Highland Creek may be warranted for trail users wanting to avoid the ascent and
descent associated with the local topography but this should be an alternative and kept to a
minimal distance.
Section 6: Option A is prefered. However, if The Meadoway is to be truly transformational, it
should tackle the prevailing problem of crossing the 401 that plagues north/south travel for
people on foot and bikes across the city. The solution could be a blueprint for crossings
elsewhere in Toronto. The iconic bridge crossing of the Ellesmere Ravine is an opportunity not
to be missed. For safety and comfort, the existing bike lanes on Collins Road need to be
upgraded to cycle tracks or separated bike lanes.
Section 7: With the Rouge Park as one terminus of The Meadoway, it is vital that any trail
option brings trail users to this destination at a point where they can get more information about
how to explore the park. This would be the preferred location of the “Future Rouge National Park
Gateway Learning and Welcome Facility”. Recognizing the challenge of elevation gains near
Meadowvale Road, a circular route combining two options is preferred as follows:
Option A but to include a means of connecting to the Welcome Facility.
Option B as an alternative, less hilly, route to the Welcome Facility.
5.
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&RUH\:HOOV to:

Cc: Lisa Turnbull, Celene Mariano

Follow Up:

Afternoon

03/29/2019 01:58 PM

Normal Priority.

,

We appreciate you taking the time to carefully review and provide comments on the draft problem and
opportunity statement, in addition to your recommendations within the accompanying email. We'll be
spending the next few weeks absorbing and cataloguing all the feedback we receive from the CLC.
Regarding your specific comment surrounding the 401, we will be undertaking an independent feasibility
study (separate from the Class EA process) that will explore potential crossing options. An underpass
type structure will likely be included in this assessment. While we won't be extending the corridor footprint
eastward within the scope of this project, we have noted the future Beare Hill Park in our discussions with
Rouge Park Staff. In terms of potential trail alignments for that particular section, that is on our radar.
Celene had circulated an email earlier today regarding additional materials reviewed at last nights
meeting, notably the preliminary multi-use trail alignments for the "incomplete" sections of the corridor. I
encourage you to review the material at your convenience.
More information is to follow, including some information on the first public information centre we have
planned for April 24th. In the meantime, I've attached a flyer regarding that event for your reference.
Please feel free to circulate to any of your community members.
Feel free to touch base if you have any questions.
Sincerely,
-Corey

MW_PIC1_flyer_22Mar19_Final.pdf
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Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA)| trca.ca
[attachment "FRW Input on Meadoway Class EA...

03/28/2019 05:40:37 PM

From:
To:

"'Celene Mariano'" <Celene.Mariano@trca.on.ca>,

Cc:

"'Corey Wells'" <cwells@trca.on.ca>, "'Lisa Turnbull'" <lturnbull@trca.on.ca>,

Date:
Subject:

03/28/2019 05:40 PM
RE: The Meadoway - March 28th CLC Meeting

[attachment "FRW Input on Meadoway Class EA March 28 2019 Meeting.docx" deleted by
Corey Wells/TRCA]
ĞĂƌĞůĞŶĞ͗

ǁŝůůĂƚƚĞŶĚƚŽŶŝŐŚƚΖƐŵĞĞƚŝŶŐĨŽƌ&Zt͘ƚƚĂĐŚĞĚƉůĞĂƐĞĨŝŶĚƐŽŵĞŝŶƉƵƚĨƌŽŵ&Zt on the
Meadoway Problem and Opportunity Statement͘

/ĨŝƚŝƐƉŽƐƐŝďůĞƚŽďƵŝůĚĂŶƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐďĞŶĞĂƚŚ,ǁǇϰϬϭ͕ŝƚǁŽƵůĚŝŵƉƌŽǀĞĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇĨŽƌďŽƚŚƉĞŽƉůĞ
ĂŶĚǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ͘dŚŝƐŽƉƚŝŽŶƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĞǆĂŵŝŶĞĚ͘

^ŝŶĐĞdŽƌŽŶƚŽŝƐĐƌĞĂƚŝŶŐĂĞĂƌĞ,ŝůůWĂƌŬǁŝƚŚďŝŬĞƚƌĂŝůƐũƵƐƚĞĂƐƚŽĨƚŚĞ>ŝƚƚůĞZŽƵŐĞZŝǀĞƌ͕ŝƚǁŽƵůĚ
ƐĞĞŵƐĞŶƐŝďůĞƚŽĂƐƐĞƐƐƚŚĞDĞĂĚŽǁĂǇĂůůƚŚĞǁĂǇƚŽĞĂƌĞ,ŝůůWĂƌŬĂƚƚŚĞdŽƌŽŶƚŽWŝĐŬĞƌŝŶŐďŽƌĚĞƌ͘
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Good morning CLC members,
I hope this email finds you well!
Tomorrow we will be hosting our second CLC meeting! There's lots to discuss and we're excited to share
our progress.
A friendly reminder, the meeting is from SPSP and will be held at Centennial College,
Ashtonbee Campus - %XLOGLQJ$5RRP$ (Address: 75 Ashtonbee Road, Scarborough). Attached
is the meeting agenda and campus map.
Please park in the Visitor's Lot (parking is free after 5:30pm). In the event the lot is full, please let security

know that you are there for a meeting with Faculty Member
direct you to another lot.

- CLC Meeting, and they will

A friendly reminder to please bring the following to the meeting:
z
Comments and / or questions on The Meadoway Problem and Opportunity Statement (available
+(5().
z
2-3 suggested FAQs, which will be collected at the start of the meeting.
Please feel free to contact myself (coordinates below) at any time.

Thank you,
Celene
&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
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Celene Mariano
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Celene Mariano
Wednesday, October 9, 2019 1:50 PM
RE: Comment re: Ellesmere Ravine

Afternoon
,

Thanksforyourgreatcomment!Iamaddingittoourcommenttracker.

Thesafetyandprotectionoftheravinevegetationisatoppriority.Wewillconsider,wherefeasible,demonstrating
safetyfeaturessuchasfencingwithintherenderingproducts(showcasedbyP+WatthelastCLCmeeting),forinstance.
Youarealsocorrectinsayingthatluckilymuchoftheravineissteepenoughthatwe’llbenefitfromsomenatural
deterrence.

Thanksagain
andhopetoseeyouattheupcomingPIConOctober23rd.

Inthemeantime,pleaseletmeknowifyouhaveanyotherquestions.


Sincerely,
Celene


Celene Alexandra Mariano, MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5653
C: (437) 214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca


From:

Sent:Wednesday,October9,20192:24AM
To:CeleneMariano<Celene.Mariano@trca.ca>
Subject:Commentre:EllesmereRavine

HiCelene,

Last Wednesday’s presentation, including the aerial flip book, was just like every
other presentation to date, impressive. 
Section 5 of the design is of particular interest to me. Ellesmere Ravine is an area largely untouched due to its
difficult terrain. There was discussion at the meeting about installing pathway fencing as a safety feature for
pedestrians, cyclists and those with mobility devices and even mental illness (so humancentric). I would like
1

the fencing to be, as well, a deterrent to further valley access. As soon as there is some entry available to the
area, the natural inclination for the public is to further explore by creating off-trails. I don’t know what could be a
deterrent except maybe posted signs. The ravine is protected from the Military Trail entry point farther north as
the paths in are truncated.
Perhaps my fears are moot. After all, the drop-off from the preferred pathways might be too steep and the
patches of wetland too unappealing, but I thought I’d weigh in anyway.

2

3DJHRI
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7KDQNVDJDLQIRU\RXUDWWHQGDQFHODVW7KXUVGD\DQGIRU\RXUKHOSIXOGLVFXVVLRQDQGFRPPHQWVRQWKHSUHOLPLQDU\
PDWHULDOV
5HJDUGLQJWKHDOWHUQDWLYHDOLJQPHQWVIRU6HFWLRQZH YHQRWHGWKHSRWHQWLDOFKDOOHQJHVZLWKEXLOGLQJDVDIH
SHGHVWULDQFURVVLQJDWWKLVORFDWLRQIRU2SWLRQ%6RPHRIWKHFRQFHUQV\RXVKDUH HJVDIHW\ KDYHEHHQ
IDFWRUHGLQWRWKHHYDOXDWLRQIUDPHZRUNZKLFKLVVWLOOEHLQJLURQHGRXWDQGZLOOEHIXUWKHUUHILQHGIROORZLQJWKH
SXEOLFRSHQKRXVH<RXUSRLQWRQSRWHQWLDOWUDIILFLPSDFWVGXULQJSHDNVHDVRQDUHYHU\UHOHYDQWDQG, OOVSHDNZLWK
RXU&RQVXOWDQW7HDPRQLQFRUSRUDWLQJWKLVLQWRWKHIUDPHZRUN&RPPHQWVOLNHWKLVIURPNH\VWDNHKROGHUVVXFKDV
\RXUVHOYHVDUHH[WUHPHO\KHOSIXOVRWKDQNVIRUWDNLQJWKHWLPH
,IDQ\RWKHUFRPPHQWVTXHVWLRQVRUFRQFHUQVFRPHXSSOHDVHGRQRWKHVLWDWHWRFRQWDFWP\VHOIRU&HOHQH+RSH
WRVHH\RXRXWIRUWKHWK
%HVW
&RUH\

B
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6XEMHFW5(7KH0HDGRZD\&/&0HHWLQJ 'UDIW0DWHULDOV

,ŝĞůĞŶĞ͕
DǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŽŶƚŚĞƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚƐĂƌĞĨĂŝƌůǇůŝŵŝƚĞĚ͘/ƚŚŝŶŬƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŵĂĚĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ
ƚŚĂƚƐŽŵĞŽĨƚŚĞŽƉƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚŵĂǆŝŵŝǌĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞĂƌĞĂĚĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƚŽƚŚĞƚƌĂŝůĂŶĚŵŝŐŚƚ
ĚĞĐƌĞĂƐĞƚŚĞDĞĂĚŽǁĂǇ͛ƐĂƉƉĞĂůĨŽƌĂĐƚŝǀĞƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘
ƐĂƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞŽĨƚŚĞdŽƌŽŶƚŽŽŽ͕ǁĞǁĞƌĞƉƌŝŵĂƌŝůǇĨŽĐƵƐŽŶ^ĞĐƚŽƌϳ͘tĞĐĞƌƚĂŝŶůǇĂƉƉƌĞĐŝĂƚĞƚŚĂƚĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀĞ
ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚƚŚĞdŽƌŽŶƚŽŽŽǁĞƌĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŽŶƚŚĞŵĂƉ͘ƐĨŽƌƚŚĞĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞƚƌĂŝůƐ͕/ǁŝůůƌĞƉĞĂƚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ/ŵĂĚĞ
ƚŽ<ĂƚŝĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƚŚĂƚǁĞǁŽƵůĚďĞĂůŝƚƚůĞĐŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĨŽƌKƉƚŝŽŶ͘
DĞĂĚŽǁǀĂůĞŝƐĂǀĞƌǇďƵƐǇƌŽĂĚ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞƐĂŵĞŶŝĐĞĚĂǇƐƚŚĂƚĂƚƚƌĂĐƚůŽƚƐŽĨŽŽǀŝƐŝƚŽƌƐ;ǁŚŽĂůŵŽƐƚŝŶǀĂƌŝĂďůǇĐŽŵĞƵƉ
DĞĂĚŽǁǀĂůĞƚŽĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŚĞŽŽͿǁŽƵůĚďĞƚŚĞĚĂǇƐƚŚĂƚƐĞĞƚŚĞŵŽƐƚƚƌĂŝůƵƐĞ͘/ĨƚŚĞĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐǁĞƌĞƵƐĞĚĨƌĞƋƵĞŶƚůǇ͕ŝƚĐŽƵůĚ
ĂŐŐƌĂǀĂƚĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶďƵƐǇƉĞĂŬƐĞĂƐŽŶǁĞĞŬĞŶĚƐ͘tĞĨĞĞůƚŚĞŽƉƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞŵƵĐŚďĞƚƚĞƌĨŽƌĂŶŝŶͲĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌŽƉƚŝŽŶ͕
ƚŚŽƵŐŚĞǀĞŶŝĨŝƚǁĞƌĞĐŚŽƐĞŶ͕ƚŚĞŽƉƚŝŽŶĐŽƵůĚďĞĂĚĚĞĚĂƐǁĞůůďǇĂĚĚŝŶŐŚĂƌĚůǇĂŶǇŶĞǁƚƌĂŝůĂƚĂůů͘/ĨŽƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀĞƐ
ƚŽďĞƚŽŝŵƉĂĐƚĨƵůŽŶƚŚĞĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚ͕ŽƉƚŝŽŶĂƉƉĞĂƌƐƚŽďĞĂǀĞƌǇƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂůĂŶĚĐŽƐƚĞĨĨĞĐƚŝǀĞĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ͕ǁŚŝĐŚǁŽƵůĚ
ƐƚŝůůƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚǀŝĞǁƐŽĨƚŚĞǀĂůůĞǇ͘
>ĂƐƚůǇ͕/ũƵƐƚǁĂŶƚĞĚƚŽĨŽůůŽǁƵƉŽŶŽƵƌĞĂƌůŝĞƌƐƵŐŐĞƐƚŝŽŶƚŚĂƚƚŚĞŽŽĐŽƵůĚƐĞƌǀĞĂƐĂŚŽƐƚĨŽƌĨƵƚƵƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŝŶŐĞǀĞŶƚƐĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞƉƵďůŝĐ͘/ŶƉĞĂŬƐĞĂƐŽŶ͕ǁĞĐĂŶƐĞĞϭϬ͕ϬϬϬǀŝƐŝƚŽƌƐŽƌŵŽƌĞ͘/ĨǇŽƵ͛ƌĞŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚĞĚ͕ǁĞĐŽƵůĚŚĂǀĞĂĨŽůůŽǁͲƵƉĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƚŽ
ĨŝŐƵƌĞŽƵƚǁŚĂƚĨŽŽƚƉƌŝŶƚŵŝŐŚƚďĞĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌǇŽƵƚŽƐĞƚƵƉĂǀŝƐƵĂůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇĨŽƌŽƵƌŐƵĞƐƚƐ͘
ŚĞĞƌƐ͕

ͲͲ

dŽƌŽŶƚŽŽŽ

&ƌŽŵ͗ĞůĞŶĞDĂƌŝĂŶŽŵĂŝůƚŽ͗ĞůĞŶĞ͘DĂƌŝĂŶŽΛƚƌĐĂ͘ŽŶ͘ĐĂ
^ĞŶƚ͗&ƌŝĚĂǇ͕DĂƌĐŚϮϵ͕ϮϬϭϵϭϬ͗ϱϬD
dŽ͗





Đ͗ŽƌĞǇtĞůůƐфĐǁĞůůƐΛƚƌĐĂ͘ŽŶ͘ĐĂх͖>ŝƐĂdƵƌŶďƵůůфůƚƵƌŶďƵůůΛƚƌĐĂ͘ŽŶ͘ĐĂх͖sŝŽůĞƚƚĂ^ĂǀĂŐĞфǀƚŬĂĐǌƵŬΛƚƌĐĂ͘ŽŶ͘ĐĂх͖<ĂƚŝĞ
dƵƌŶďƵůůфŬƚƵƌŶďƵůůΛƚƌĐĂ͘ŽŶ͘ĐĂх͖Ăƌƚ͕DŝƌŝĂŵфŵďĂƌƚΛĚŝůůŽŶ͘ĐĂх͖<Žůůŝ͕<ĂƌůĂфŬŬŽůůŝΛĚŝůůŽŶ͘ĐĂх͖tŽŶŐ͕ƵŶŝĐĞ
фƵŶŝĐĞ͘tŽŶŐΛƉĞƌŬŝŶƐǁŝůů͘ĐŽŵх͖ůŝŶƚ>ĂŶŐĞǀŝŶфůŝŶƚ͘>ĂŶŐĞǀŝŶΛƉĞƌŬŝŶƐǁŝůů͘ĐŽŵх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗dŚĞDĞĂĚŽǁĂǇ>DĞĞƚŝŶŐηϮͲƌĂĨƚDĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ
*RRGPRUQLQJ&/&PHPEHUV
7KDQN\RXIRUDWWHQGLQJODVWQLJKW VPHHWLQJDQGSURYLGLQJTXDOLW\IHHGEDFN

ILOH&8VHUVFHOHQHPDULDQR$SS'DWD/RFDO7HPSQRWHV(aZHEKWP
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Good morning

Corey Wells
RE: We did not get the information from your department
Monday, June 10, 2019 11:12:10 AM
Meadoway_FLYER_PIC2_June26.pdf

,

Thanks for touching base regarding The Meadoway. We are actually hosting our second public open house on the
26th of June at Thomson Memorial Park. At the open house, we'll have a number of key updates to provide, as well
as some short tours of the meadow restoration process. Myself and any one of my staff would be happy to discuss
the project in more detail with you at that time.
For your reference, I've attached a flyer that contains al the details you need for the upcoming open house on the
26th.
If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

-----Original Message----From:
Sent: Thursday, June 06, 2019 6:18 PM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: We did not get the information from your department
Hello
I heard of the Meadow way project last year. And there was a neighbourhood walk around Biscayne and Victoria
park. Unfortunately it was a wind storm. No one was there. And I have not heard from you all since
Then the media broke the news about this project. As resident living near the hydro field, I would be more
interested in learning more In person And talk to your planner.
May I know if our neighbors and I voice would be heard?

Best Regards

5H7KH0HDGRZD\&/&0HHWLQJ'UDIW0DWHULDOV
&HOHQH0DULDQR to:
Cc:

Follow Up:

Normal Priority.

Good morning

,

, Corey Wells,

04/02/2019 09:37 AM

I trust you had a safe journey home from BC.
Thanks for your email and sending your suggestions and comments on the materials. We value your
feedback and we thank you for taking the time to respond. We'll be spending the next few weeks
absorbing and cataloguing all the feedback we receive from the CLC.
As always, please let me know if you have any questions and we hope to see you at the PIC in April!
Celene

&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES

Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
"
From:
To:
Cc:
Date:
Subject:

Hello Celene, I have returned from BC,...

Celene Mariano <celene.mariano@trca.on.ca>
<cwells@trca.on.ca>
04/01/2019 03:32 PM
Re: The Meadoway CLC Meeting #2 - Draft Materials

04/01/2019 03:32:44 PM

, Corey Wells

Hello Celene,
I have returned from BC, and I thank you for including me. It looks like I missed a very
interesting meeting and I'm sorry about that, but as you know, it was unavoidable.
I have read through the information-packed documentation and have the following
feedback (keeping in mind that I may say something redundant that was covered at the
meeting -- if so, apologies in advance).
z In addition to the excellent suggested destinations for the Meadoway made by
my friend
, I would add Toronto Public Library branches close to the
Meadoway (Bendale, Morningside, Highland Creek, Don Mills, and also
Kennedy-Eglinton if that scenario is adopted). I suggest libraries for two reasons:

z

z

z

z

1) they are well-used neighbourhood gathering spaces and 2) they can serve as
venues to educate the public about the nearby Meadoway.
Regarding the alternative options, I will study this further in preparation for the
Open House, but my immediate reaction is that Option A for the various sections
is preferable, because they generally involve getting away from the Hydro
Corridor in sections. My reasons are: 1) it will reduce the number of limitations
imposed by the hydro towers in some places, such as not being able to plant
trees under hydro towers. I also recall that Glenn DeBaeremaeker told me that
for the Scarborough Butterfly Meadow, Hydro opposed providing hibernacula for
snakes and amphibians out of concern that they might damage their vehicles
when driving out to service hydro towers. This may have changed. 2) it may
make the Meadoway more inviting if some parts were not beneath the towers, as
a change in view.
In general, where a decision needs to be made to find a difficult balance between
promoting use of the Meadoway and protecting and restoring the environment, I
would argue for the latter, and whatever alternative scenario best supports it as
far as practically and financially possible. We who live in the highly urbanized
areas of the Highland Creek watershed need maximum exposure to healthy,
diversified nature.
I note that AODA Trail Standards will be followed. These include rest areas (and
possibly seating?) which are important for pedestrians and those with limited
mobility. As personal security can be more of an issue if one is not fast or easily
mobile, I would suggest that rest areas be placed in open, highly visible places -that is to say, not adjacent to areas with thick shrubbery or poor sight lines.
Finally, while plants and wildlife in the Meadoway are wonderful and to be
treasured, I have read the geomorphology report with interest. While I don't
pretend to have a good understanding of the technical details. it occurs to me
that geology is another one of the Meadoway's natural features, and I hope that it
is included in communications about the Meadoway. Our group, the Friends of
Cedarbrook & Thomson Memorial Parks, recently held a walk through
Cedarbrook Park with a focus on the very basic geology and landforms in the
area, especially Highland Creek and the ravine. It was one of our better-attended
events , and afterwards we received gratifying feedback that attendees would
now see and appreciate the park with new eyes, because they understood it
better. I hope for something like that kind of reaction for the Meadoway.

Hope this is helpful,

---------- Original Message ---------From: Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.on.ca>
Date: March 29, 2019 at 10:49 AM

Good morning CLC members,
Thank you for attending last night's meeting and providing quality feedback!
As discussed, we have uploaded the presentation and meeting materials via OneDrive /,1. 
z
CLC Meeting #2 PowerPoint Presentation
z
DRAFT Alternative Alignment Evaluation Framework
z
DRAFT Preliminary Alternative Alignments
z
DRAFT Exiting Conditions Report
A friendly reminder, these materials are draft and will be further refined. We kindly ask for your
comments on the draft evaluation framework and preliminary alignments by Monday $SULOVW
end of day. Please email your comments to myself at celene.mariano@trca.on.ca . Please note,
the draft existing conditions report has been included for your reference only as we are not
looking for feedback on this specifically.
We kindly request these materials not be shared externally, as we prepare for the first Public
Information Centre. Materials will be made available to the wider public once finalized.
Please note, we have also uploaded the Public Event Flyer for our first Public Information Centre
taking place on April 24th, to the same OneDrive link above. Please feel free to share this flyer
with your communities and member organizations. We will also be sending you additional
information pertaining to social media (e.g., Twitter, Facebook) in a separate email cover.
As always we appreciate your time and feedback. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me at the coordinates listed below.

Have a great weekend!
Celene
&HOHQH$OH[DQGUD0DULDQRB.A., MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
C: 437-214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam

Forget previous vote

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Good morning

Celene Mariano

RE: Comments on draft trail evaluation matrix and alternative trail alignments
Monday, June 17, 2019 9:11:28 AM
image003.png

,

Thank you and your husband
for providing comments on the draft evaluation matrix and
alternative trail alignments. Your feedback is much appreciated!
We are absorbing and cataloguing all the feedback we receive from the CLC and providing the
comments to our consultants.
Thanks again!
Celene

Celene Alexandra Mariano, MES
Project Coordinator, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5653
C: (437) 214-0856
E: celene.mariano@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Friday, June 14, 2019 5:02 PM
To: Celene Mariano <Celene.Mariano@trca.ca>
Cc:
Subject: Comments on draft trail evaluation matrix and alternative trail alignments

Hello Celene,
My comments are below. Having gone through the maps and matrices carefully, along with a
close examination of the areas on Google Earth, I now have a better appreciation of what a
complex and difficult exercise this has been for you and the others working on it. Bravo to all
for presenting and explaining it all so well to lay people like myself. And if my comments
reflect any misunderstanding, I admit that I found it all a little overwhelming and may have
missed something.
(My husband,
, has also been interested in the maps and charts and offers some
comments as well.He was also at PIC #1. Since he is not a CLC member, I will forward his

comments separately.)
Comments on Section 3 alignments
Even though Option A maximizes the Meadoway experience, I prefer Option B overall for the
following reasons:
Option A entails the construction of a number of various types of crossings in order to
maintain connectivity within the Meadoway. While I realize that connectivity is a key aspect of
the Meadoway, in this case I'm not convinced that the high cost of constructing the crossings
and the resulting negative impact on the environment of the Meadoway for the sake of
connecting within the hydro corridor between Kennedy and Midland outweigh the drawbacks
of Option B. For example, the GO Line does not offer natural vistas.
Multi-use trails which connect to the existing infrastructure could still be implemented within
the hydro corridor to avoid the growth of informal trails that damage the environment.
Note: David and Mary Thomson Collegiate Institute will be replaced by a building now under
construction behind the old Bendale Technical Institute on Brockley Drive, which is further
away from the Meadoway. The new school is slated to open in September 2019. It's not clear
what will become of the old school and its land which has been the subject of controversy,
but it is probably no longer an opportunity for potential connection as indicated on the
Section 3 map.

Comments on Section 5 and Section 7 alignments
Option A is the best option for both Section 5 and Section 7. It is worth the cost to emphasize
connectivity in these sections, including the water crossing (as opposed to the pedestrian
node) even with crossings (e.g. the iconic bridge).
I hope that this is helpful, and I can elaborate on my preferences if necessary.
Regards,

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Celene Mariano
Fwd: Comments on proposed alternative alignments for the Meadoway: sections 3, 5, 6
Friday, June 14, 2019 4:59:46 PM

Hello Celene,
The comments below are from my husband, who hopes that they are helpful. I am sending my
own comments in a separate email.
Louise
---------- Original Message ---------From:
To:
Date: June 13, 2019 at 2:44 PM
Subject: Comments on proposed alternative alignments for the Meadoway:
sections 3, 5, 6

My comments on the proposed alternative alignments for the
Meadoway: Sections 3, 5, 6 are follows:
1) General: The documents are quite good and offer a clear
description of the physical problems that need to be addressed
and the possible alignments for each of the three sections.
That said, the problems and alternatives are not sufficiently
detailed to permit thorough assessment at this time.
2) General: Further to point 1), it is hoped that further details
will be made available as the project moves forward.
3) General: Based on the information presented, it is clear that
the preferred alternatives (option A) are the most desirable,
assuming that they are viable from an engineering perspective
and are not cost prohibitive. I think that maintaining the
Meadoway within the hydro corridor to the extent practicable is
highly desirable and will support the overall “connectedness” of
the project.
4) General: Where/how are health and safety concerns of the
users being addressed? I did nor see any specific mention of
these in the documentation.
5) Section 3: The preferred path includes a new pedestrian

bridge over the TTC/GO rail corridor. Will this bridge also be
suitable fo cyclists, like the one used at Tara ave / Moorgate
ave ? If not, then option B will still be required for cyclists. It
may be possible to have a pedestrian level crossing, but leads
to additional costs as well as significant safety issues.
6) Section 3: The other alternative (option B) is highly
undesirable from the perspective of pedestrians, and would
result in “disconnectedness” and potentially reduced use of the
Meadoway.
7) Section 3: As noted, the design of the bridge will be
complicated by the planned changes to the rail corridor (e.g.
electrification of GO services)
8) Section 5: The preferred route (option A) offers some
interesting terrain changes and will enhance the Meadoway.
9) Section 5: Having walked and cycled in this area, option B is
not very desirable. Is using Military Trail (with a dedicated
walkway) a feasible option. The provision of a bike path along
Ellesmere will not do much for pedestrians.
10) Section 5: Traveling to and from the ravine will introduce
trip/fall hazards for pedestrians, particularly in winter time. Has
this been considered?
11) Sections 5 and 6: This seems like “either / or choice”:
Either option A for both sections or option B for both sections
(by using Military Trail - see my comment 9). If the preferred
options (“A”) do not prevail, then the eastern portion of the
Meadoway does not really exist. It simply becomes a path
connecting Section 4 of the Meadoway to Rouge Park. This is
not a bad thing, but the overall promise of the Meadoway will
not be met.
12) Section 6: Regarding the “iconic bridge”, see my comment
5 on access for cycling.
13) Section 6: Nothing more to beyond what has been said
above. See comments 4, 6, 8 and 9 and 10.
Thank you

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Hi

Corey Wells
RE: EA process
Tuesday, July 16, 2019 8:37:10 PM
image002.png

,

Thanks for touching base about The Meadoway. This is an excellent question – in many cases,
constructing a trail does not always necessitate a full environmental assessment process. This may
be because the trail itself is of low complexity and crosses simple terrain with minimal impact, such
as a few hundred metres of paved trail through a grassy field adjacent to a park. for instance.
In the case of The Meadoway, due to the complexities and potential infrastructure requirements
(e.g., bridges) of a trail system over what is in some cases sensitive terrain (e.g., ravines), a more
rigorous planning approach is required. That is where the Class Environmental Assessment process
comes into play.
I hope this provides some clarification.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2019 4:22 PM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: EA process
Hi there!
I read your FAQ re the EA and understand that you needed to do it because of the infrastructure
needed where the trail will intersect with major transportation systems (i.e. for

bridges/underpasses). Were there any other elements that necessitated an EA? Do you do EAs for
all your new trails or just some?
Thanks!

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Hi

Corey Wells
RE: Wexford park
Wednesday, October 02, 2019 12:16:28 PM
Meadoway_FLYER FINAL_PIC3.pdf

,

Thanks for touching base about The Meadoway. Our restoration staff have been busy preparing much of the hydro
corridor for seeding, which is what you've see near Pharmacy. Rest assured however that no restoration is planned
for the Wexford Park area. Key recreational facilities such as those in Wexford Park will be left as is for the public
to use and enjoy.
If you have any other questions, please let me know. You may also be interested in attending our public open house
this October 23rd, in which we will have a number of presentations and a host of information available on The
Meadoway. I've attached an informational flyer for your reference.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

-----Original Message----From:
Sent: Sunday, September 29, 2019 6:23 PM
To: info@themeadoway.com
Subject: Wexford park

Hello. I have just seen the notices and new tilling in the hydro corridor. And am wondering what the plans are for
the playing fields at Wexford park. There are soccer pitches and baseball diamonds next to the forest and am hoping
they are going to remain please send me any information you can about this area as I am interested in this
development and specific details are scarce on the website.
Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Hi

Corey Wells
RE: Glyphosate pesticide used on the Meadoway
Wednesday, October 30, 2019 6:50:00 PM
image002.png
image004.png

,

Thanks for touching base. I understand your point about proximity of the parking lot to the gardens,
but unfortunately TRCAs planning and design focus as it relates to The Meadoway pertains primarily
to the future trail sections and restored meadow. Additional parking space for allotment gardens
would be a conversation with the City of Toronto and Hydro One.
All the best,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 11:05 AM
To: Corey Wells <Corey.Wells@trca.ca>
Subject: Re: Glyphosate pesticide used on the Meadoway

Hi Corey,
sorry, I have another question... Not sure you're the one I should ask that to... Since you are
working on the Meadow Path around the Givendale Allotment Garden, would you consider
adding a parking lot closer to the garden, or at least a drop off area? Because the current
parking lot is a little far from the garden itself, all the more when you have lots of bags of soil
or heavy tools to carry from the parking to the garden.
Thanks

From: Corey Wells <Corey.Wells@trca.ca>
Sent: October 23, 2019 11:29 AM
To:
Subject: RE: Glyphosate pesticide used on the Meadoway
Good morning

,

TRCA is working to remove the thick turf grass and invasive plant species between Kennedy and
Birchmount as part of a large scale meadow restoration project within the hydro corridor. The
objective of the project is to create a large expanse of meadow habitat that supports a wide variety
of birds of and butterflies.
One component of the project is to use a herbicide application of 2% glyphosate, this application
rate is much lower than what is used through typical agricultural practices. The application is applied
in the first year of work to prepare the site for seeding of native wildflowers and grasses in the
following year. The herbicide is applied directly to the plant using a truck that drives over the
vegetation spraying 6” above the plants. The spray goes directly onto the plant and micro organisms
break down the herbicide in the soil to an inert state after approximately 15 to 20 days. TRCA does
not spray if there are winds or rain within the application or drying period to limit any drift or run-off
associated with the activity. We leave a mowed buffer around all fences and community gardens to
make sure that they are protected from all spray.
TRCA follows all best management practices (BMPs) including integrated pest management (IPM)
that uses a variety of preventative and non-chemical pest management strategies where possible
(e.g. continuous mowing to supress growth, solarizing and composting). Glyphosate use is always
our last option when we are looking at preparing native meadows and TRCA always looks to other
options prior to the use of any herbicide application. Depending on the severity of the thick turf
grass and invasive plant species on site, herbicide application is often the best management option
that is followed by restoration of the landscape using native plant species.
The TRCA follows all BMP’s before any use of glyphosate. Each project site is carefully examined as
to what is the best restoration option. TRCA is working closely with municipalities, other
Conservation Authorities, meadow restoration companies and invasive plant councils to continue
research on new BMP’s that can be used to address these project sites that do not require the use of
herbicide.
Moving forward, next year we will be continuing the site prep (mow/till/seed cover crop of oats,
repeat) around the garden plot to prepare for the native grasses and wildflowers to be seeded fall
2020. This process will not involve any use of herbicide applications during this work.
Let me know if there are any follow up questions.
Sincerely,

-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Saturday, October 19, 2019 12:28 PM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: Glyphosate pesticide used on the Meadoway
Hi,
I am very happy to see that the stretch between Kennedy and Birchmont is going to become a
meadow. But I was very upset when I saw a sign on September 27 saying that some glyphosate had
been spread in this area. This pesticide is being baned in Europe because of its danger for human
health. I was all the more upset that I rent an allotment garden in the Givendale garden, right
between Kennedy and Birchmont. The pesticide was spread only a few meters away from this
garden which is supposed to be pesticide free ! I am quite worry to eat the vegetables I grew there
now.
Is glyphosate often used in the city and on the Meadoway? Is there a plan to use a less dangerous
product in the future? Seeing how all the grass, weeds and flowers in the area turned yellow and
died in the weeks following the spread I don't see how that can be a safe choice for a place that is
supposed to be nature friendly in the future.
Thanks

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Good morning

Corey Wells
RE: Request for enclosed dog parks
Friday, May 24, 2019 10:43:31 AM
image003.png

,

Thank you for reaching out and expressing interest in The Meadoway.
Currently, our primary focus is on restoring the hydro corridor as well as the planning and design of
the trail that will fill the current gaps in the hydro corridor and stitch together the full 16 km of the
future park and greenspace. Identifying suitable programming and features such as dog parks are a
key part of The Meadoway planning process and we will incorporate your recommendations into our
consultation plan as it relates to the western most sections of corridor.
I’d enjoy an opportunity to discuss this with you in person, so I’d like to notify you about our second
public open house planned for June 26th at Thomson Memorial Park. If you have signed up on The
Meadoway website, more details regarding this event will be circulated in the coming days.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2019 3:42 PM
To: info@themeadoway.com
Subject: Request for enclosed dog parks
Good afternoon Mr. Wells,
I would like to put through a request for dog parks throughout The Meadowvale. Especially between
Victoria Park, Pharmacy, and Warden areas. Currently there are multiple dog owners who use the

location to walk their dogs off leash. I bike and take my dog for leashed runs, but it would be great to
have an enclosed dog park in the area. The city dog parks are far away and having one, or two,
nearby would be beneficial to the community.
Thank you for your time and consideration,

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Afternoon

Corey Wells
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Environmental Assessment - Project Map
04/12/2019 03:04 PM

,

Thanks for touching base and expressing interest in The Meadoway. Apologies for
the map being a bit challenging to read in print. You can access and download the
official project map by clicking here.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, or The Meadoway in general,
please do let me know.
Best,
-Corey
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
From:
To: Jess Harris <Jess.Harris@trca.on.ca>
Date: 04/12/2019 12:09 PM
Subject: Re: the medoway

Hi Jess,
I am not with any media
I saw your notice in the Scarborough Mirror
and the attached map is too small to read
I would like to see a larger one so I can read the route
I live in the Birchmount/Ellesmere/Kennedy Rd/Lawrence area
I have previous hydro corridor in my neighborhood
and wanted to find out if it is part of this trail
Thank you,
On Friday, April 12, 2019, 7:35:26 a.m. EDT, Jess Harris <Jess.Harris@trca.on.ca> wrote:

Hi

Thanks for you email. Can I ask which outlet you’re covering for?
Thanks,
Jess
Sent from my iPhone using IBM Verse

On Apr 11, 2019, 11:30:37 PM,
From:
To: media@trca.on.ca
Cc:
Date: Apr 11, 2019, 11:30:37 PM
Subject: the medoway

do you have a decent map that I can look at
thanks,

wrote:

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Katie Turnbull

Date:
Attachments:

Hi

Corey Wells
RE: Ungent concern about Meadow restoration project at Dean Park Road and Sheppard hydro corridor attn
Corey Wells
Monday, May 13, 2019 1:00:49 PM
Meadow Restoration Pictures.RSpdf.pdf
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,

Thanks for taking the time to talk this morning about the Meadoway project, specifically the
restoration works from Conlins Rd to Meadowvale Rd. As discussed, I have attached a few meadow
restoration pictures of the three year restoration process.
If you have any questions about the meadow restoration throughout the year, please feel free to
contact me directly and I can provide an update on how the meadow is developing and where we
are with our restoration steps within this section.
Best Regards,
Katie

Katie Turnbull
Senior Project Manager, Restoration Projects (Planning & Implementation)
Restoration and Infrastructure
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5788
C: (416) 677-7522
E: katie.turnbull@trca.ca
A: 9755 Canada Company Ave., Woodbridge, ON, L4H0A3 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2019 7:08 PM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: RE: Ungent concern about Meadow restoration project at Dean Park Road and Sheppard
hydro corridor attn Corey Wells
Dear Mr. Wells,
I have an urgent concern about the meadow restoration project in the Hydro Corridor at Dean Park Road
and Sheppard Avenue.
I am a regular user of the the hydro corridor bike paths that are nearest to me, and I am pleased that
there are plans to connect part of the path that are not presently connected, but I would like to express a

serious concern about the "meadow restoration" part of the plan.
The two meadow restoration projects in the hydro corridor near Dean Park Road have not been a
success. The area near Sheppard is very exposed and when the ground was cleared to put in bedding
plants for the meadow, the bedding plants didn't take. There was drought and the bedding plants died.
On the east side of Dean Park where the hydro people just mowed the grass as usual by the middle of
the summer there was a flourishing meadow because the grass protected the ground from being dried
out. TRCA doing the mowing, strong concern about garbage and no management….
Where the meadow was supposedly being restored, we still had bare brown sterile ground several years
after we were supposed to have meadow. The ground here is very dry and meadow restoration plans
that might work well in areas with more moisture are not working here. Everything she is saying is correct
and it was year two and plants are under a warranty. WE appreciate that you are looking at this site …..
In the part of the hydro corridor on the north side of Sheppard nearest to the transformer station,
authorized multiple applications of pesticides in the area where meadow was supposedly being
restored. This was an area where wild life formerly ate the grass and children and dogs ran on the
grass. But after the so called meadow restoration, the area never became green. Clearly
attributed the failure to pests, but the real problem was drought and probably over use of pesticides. The
hydro people have now fenced off this area and are using it for piles of gravel. So much for the meadow
restoration! I photographed the signs of the pesticide application last summer. I don't know how many
photos I have of the meadow restoration project. I was not anticipating needing to prove that the project
was not working.
In preparing for the meadow restoration in the hydro corridor between Conlins Road and Dean Park
Road, the work crews took out shrubs that used to provide winter forage for rabbits. The rabbits moved
east across Dean Park road to the area that is presently being "restored" where they had easy access to
the vegetable gardens of the people whose homes back on the corridor.
Today as I was waling home, I noticed that there is a new sign for a meadoway meadow restoration in
this formerly green area and they have already started breaking the ground.
I am urgently requesting that you stop this digging until the causes of the failures of the other two
meadow restoration attempts have been investigated.
Please, I am begging you not to waste money destroying a green area to turn it into a brown area in the
name of conservation. The area is too exposed to be suitable for large scale plowing.
I would like to know what kind of inspection of the existing meadow restoration projects was done before
initiating this new project.
As I said before, I am a regular user of the bike paths and I think that just leaving the area alone and
perhaps seeding some heritage wildflowers would do the job without spending money plowing up the
ground and turning the soil to dust.
Please respond to this email so that I know you have heard and are looking into my concerns.
Sincerely,

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Hi

Corey Wells
RE: October 3rd
Monday, October 07, 2019 3:13:03 PM
image002.png

,

Thanks for touching base about The Meadoway. These are all excellent questions. Please see my
answer below in red.
Please don’t hesitate to reach out if you have any other questions/comments/concerns.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
Sent: Thursday, October 03, 2019 4:06 PM
To: info@themeadoway.ca
Subject: October 3rd
Hello Sir/Madam,
I've got a few silly questions about your fantastic project.
Where is the western limit of the proposed trail, the former CP Leaside Station?
The proposed western limit of The Meadoway trail is where it connects with the East Don Trail just
west of Bermondsey Road. There are several detailed project maps on the website for your
reference.
When is construction scheduled to start?

Based on current timelines, we are scheduled to start implementation for Section 5 (area between
Scarborough Golf Club Road and Neilson Road) in the fall of 2020.
Will there be a direct connection from your trail to the proposed trail network in the Rouge Park?
Yes. We are working closely with Rouge Park Staff in ensuring a direct multi-use trail connection
from The Meadoway at Meadowvale Avenue to their network (specifically, the Vista Trail).
Thank you very much, I really appreciate it.
All the best,
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MW

MW

I understand why The Meadoway and other
19-Aug-19 Twitter
ravine/forest pathways are restrictive of motorized
vehicles; however, I would LOVE to take my senior
parents on, at least, the paved trails. I don't have the
strength to pedal them on a non-motor-assisted
vehicle. Solutions?

Very excited to see all the preparatory activity! But, 17-Oct-19
when will the huge piles of tree and shrub cuttings be
cleared away? I am concerned about them being a
fire hazard and providing shelter for unwanted
activities behind my house and my neighbours'.

Twitter

MW

19-Aug-19 Twitter

What part of The Meadoway will receive the native
plants from @plaza_pops? I'd like to visit them
and/or help plant them!

MW

Twitter

23-Jun-19

Please consider designating an appropriate area for
responsible off-leash recreation. Perhaps a multi-use
space. This can benefit everyone, including Mother
Nature. Look to Calgary and Western Canada for
precedent. There is a perfect spot.

MW

Platform Site - TRCA
or MW
Twitter

Date

Are there any documents available for those who are 21-Apr-19
unable to make it to the public meeting? Couldn't find
any on the announcement page and would be great
to review this from a #BikeTO perspective. #TOpoli
#ScarbTO

Comment

The Meadoway Social Media Tracking

Thanks for your interest in The Meadoway! Our team
just finished site soil prep. last week & are now
proceeding to clean up. We’re brush chipping, weed
whacking & mowing so all areas should be tidied up
for the winter over the next few weeks.

One of the driving design principles will be to make it
as accessible as possible. While motorized vehicles
are not permitted on multi-use trails, mobility
scooters & motorized wheelchairs are. If you have
other suggestions on improving accessibility, we
would love to hear them!

Plants from PlazaPOPS are going to be established in
The Meadoway during the fall public event on
September 22nd. We would love to have you join us!
You can find more information on the event by
visiting our website.

Currently, the focus of #TheMeadoway is restoring
the hydro corridor, planning and design of the trail
that will stitch together the full 16 km of the future
park and greenspace. However, identifying
programming/amenities such as dog parks are a key
part of the long-term vision.

Yes all the materials presented at the April 24, 2019
public meeting are now available on the project
website under “Current Projects”.

Response Provided

MW

How's the bike path coming?

Facebook

MW

Hey. Where was that tree nursery that said it would
24-May-19 Facebook
have to destroy thousands of tree's as Ford cut the
funding. They could find a home on the Meadow way

1-Jun-19

MW

27-Apr-19

Facebook

Please give us a useful map of the Meadoway. The
aerial view map on the website does not give
sufficient information to be of much benefit

Thanks for your interest in The Meadoway. At the
moment, there is around 10 km of existing multi-use
trail within the hydro-corridor. TRCA is currently
planning the remaining 6 km or so of trail that needs
to be constructed in order to create a seamless trail
network across the full extent of The Meadoway. The
planning process is expected to be complete by the
end of this year, after which a more accurate timeline
for construction will be prepared. You can keep up-todate on all things Meadoway by visiting our website
at https://themeadoway.ca

Thank you for your interest in The Meadoway. As an
active hydro corridor, trees cannot be planted in The
Meadoway due to their potential to interact with the
overhead power lines as they grow. This is one of the
main reasons why we are restoring the hydro corridor
into meadow - not only is it an important ecological
habitat native to Ontario, but due to its natural lack of
woody vegetation it is a perfect candidate for
restoration within hydro corridors. To learn more
about the restoration process, I encourage you to visit
our website at www.themeadoway.ca

Hi, thanks for your comment. We have three different
maps of The Meadoway available on our website; (1)
the interactive map under the home page; (2) a
project study area map under the "Current Projects"
tab; and (3) the Preliminary Visualization Toolkit map
shared at the open house on the 24th. You can view
and download the Toolkit map by clicking the
following link https://tinyurl.com/y2jndcjp.

Facebook

What birds and wildlife are being seen on the
Meadoway?

27-Jun-19

Facebook

I'd like to know when you'll be extending the
20-Jun-19
Meadoway Eastbound beyond Scarborough Golf Club
Road. I see trees coming down.

MW

MW

We are currently in the planning phase of The
Meadoway multi-use trail, with design and
construction anticipated to take place as early as
2020. If you are referring to the tree felling that is
taking place within the Highland Creek Ravine near
Orton Park Rd. and Military Trail, this is likely related
to the construction of the Upper Highland Creek Pan
Am Path. Led by the City of Toronto, this is a separate
project that represents an important future
connection to The Meadoway. If you want to learn
more about the Upper Highland Creek Pan Am Path,
you can visit the City of Toronto website at
https://bit.ly/2Xu0Lr2. To stay up to date on The
Meadoway, please visit our website at
www.themeadoway.ca
To help us better understand what kind of species are
present in the hydro corridor, TRCA undertakes a
biological inventory of The Meadoway every year. In
2018 we observed over 40 different species of bird,
including a number of meadow associated species
such as the eastern meadowlark, savannah sparrow,
and spotted sandpiper. Eastern cottontails, American
toads, and white-tailed deer were also observed.
To learn more about TRCAs environmental monitoring
program, you can visit our website at
https://trca.ca/conservation/environmentalmonitoring/

MW

MW

MW

Facebook - MW
Private
Message

26-Aug-19 Facebook

Is some parts ready to visit?

Hi there, I noticed you have a talk at Malvern Library 7-Jun-19
and a Walk and planting event at Botany Hill Park. I
can't make either of them but am very I terested. Will
you have other dates scheduled for future events at
these locations?

11-Aug-19 Facebook

Oats?

Facebook

28-Jun-19

Are there water sources across the Meadoway?
Benches, porta-poties?

Sorry you can't make it. We'll hopefully have more
events in the area. When we do, they'll be posted on
our calendar at themeadoway.ca/calendar/ and to
our social media accounts.

Yes! While over 10 km of multi-use trail currently
exists within The Meadoway, the best location to
experience the amazing meadow restoration work,
that is currently underway is through the Scarborough
Centre Butterfly Trail. This 3.5 km section of the trail
is located between McCowan and Scarborough Golf
Club Rd and is in full bloom at this time of year.

Yes, oats! Planting oats help suppress weeds and hold
the soil by providing a strong foundation for native
flora species to sprout and flourish. It is a process of
seed bank depletion that works to remove
undesirable species, such as invasive weeds, from the
site to provide a “clean slate” allowing meadow
species the best chance to grow. Sites are tilled and
seeded with oats three times over the course of a
year so that meadow species can be seeded the
following year.

There are some areas within the already existing
sections of The Meadoway where park amenities such
as benches and washrooms can be found, such as at
major road intersection and Thomson Memorial Park.
For areas of The Meadoway where we are planning
future trails, these features will be considered in the
planning process and implemented where
appropriate.

Facebook - MW
Private
Message

You should make these "Townhall" meets facebook
April 25,
events so I can be notified via my feed that you have 2019
an event coming up. It would easier to manage for me
as a user.

Thank you for your comment. We will look into this
for future Public Information Centre.

Thank you for your comment. Safety is an important
consideration in the planning of any trail system and
for The Meadoway, personal security will be explicitly
factored into the design process. For instance,
maintaining sight lines and eliminating hiding places
through maximizing views in and out of trail areas
where ever possible. Other safety features, such as
emergency alarm boxes as you've highlighted, can be
included as part of the discussion as we move forward
with the planning and design process.

Facebook

Hi. Had been planning to make the meeting tonight
24-Apr-19
however am now unable to do so.
What I would like to know is what safety mechanisms
will be in place? Especially since the latest attack on a
female runner on a Bruce Peninsula trail head, and
after the year or so ago attack in High Park. Will there
be emergency alarm boxes placed along the trial? I
expect this will become a high usage area for local
runner and cyclists.
Thank you.
MW

Achieving a full multi-use trail connection between
The Meadoway and downtown Toronto requires
careful planning with a few additional projects,
namely the East Don Trail, which is currently under
construction and expected to be complete by the end
of 2020. If you are interested, you can read more
about the East Don Trail Project here:
https://trca.ca/conservation/greeninfrastructure/east-don-trail-project/

I have been sharing your posts with neighbours in my 31-May-19 Facebook - MW
Warden/St. Clair/Golden Mile neighbourhood. One
Private
of them is asking about the timeline for having our
Message
stretch of the Meadoway connected to downtown.
Any thoughts?

MW

TRCA

Facebook

April 27,
2019

Good meeting tonight! Residents asking great
April 24,
Facebook
questions and getting involved.
2019
October 12, Facebook
I live within a couple blocks of this site - I saw
Monarch butterflies (and others) DAILY this year. Past
years I would see one a year! VERY GRATEFUL!

MW

Facebook - MW
Private
Message

April 25,
2019

Dear Meadoway, I deeply regret being unable to
attend on April 24th due to another community
commitment at exactly the same time!
(https://plazapops.ca/about). Ironically, the
PlazaPops group want to reach out to The Meadoway
to co-promote. Anyway, I regret not attending
because ONE: I run Friend of Wexford Park attached
to the corridor and intend to be very involved going
forward on that front, as well, I am working through
Arlen Leeming to get introduced to 'you' to AWARD
The Meadoway through
https://greendestinations.org/. PLEASE tell me that
you are holding more of these meetings soon. Or,
that I can just make an appointment to meet with
someone directly!
Please give us a useful map of the Meadoway. The
aerial view map on the website does not give
sufficient information to be of much benefit

That's great to hear!

Hi, thanks for your comment. We have three different
maps of The Meadoway available on our website; (1)
the interactive map under the home page; (2) a
project study area map under the "Current Projects"
tab; and (3) the Preliminary Visualization Toolkit map
shared at the open house on the 24th. You can view
and download the Toolkit map by clicking the
following link https://tinyurl.com/y2jndcjp.

We will be holding another meeting around the end
of June. You can register to receive communications
from us on our website. www.themeadoway.ca When
a new date is selected we will communicate this to
the public.

Novemebr Facebook - MW
The project is a great idea. I live close to where the
1, 2018
Private
green spaces would be restored as natural habitats
Message
for wild life and is also a frequent user. It would be
nice if the project can provide more information if
any area would still be regularly mowed. For example,
area needs to have clearance on both side of the
cycling paved trails, the back of the house, the
existing soccer fields and baseball diamond. How they
address the security concern? Currently, it's a walkable through the park at night even though it's not
fully lit.. I assume the walking on the path at night in
the future would not be a good idea

Thanks for your message! As you know, the existing
hydro-corridor consists mostly of mown turf grass
with little species diversity and requires several grass
cuttings a year. By introducing native grasses, shrubs
and wildflowers, these areas will be transformed from
mown grass to a high-functioning meadow, requiring
fewer mowings. In fact, once planted, the meadow
will only need to be mowed once every three to four
years.
As for your concern about maintenance around paved
trails and recreational spaces, you’ll be happy to know
that connecting nearby communities to The
Meadoway is at the heart of this project. The
Meadoway is more than the creation of important
meadow space. We want community members to
enjoy these wildflower vistas, which is why the
transformed meadow will be complemented with an
active transportation trail system, urban agriculture
opportunities and recreation spaces.
As for safety at night, people should exercise the
same caution they would exercise on any multi-use
trail in the city, whether they’re cycling or walking.
There’s no cause to be more concerned about the
safety of the multi-use trails in the future once the
project is complete.

Yes! While over 10 km of multi-use trail currently
exists within The Meadoway, the best location to
experience the amazing meadow restoration work,
that is currently underway is through the Scarborough
Centre Butterfly Trail. This 3.5 km section of the trail
is located between McCowan and Scarborough Golf
Club Rd and is in full bloom at this time of year.
There are over 500 km of hydro corridor on the GTA!
Our goal is for The Meadoway to serve as an example
of how underutilized greenspace can be repurposed
in our City.

Where along the trail would I get the best experience 17-Aug-19 Instagram MW
of the restoration work?

Can you also do this in mississauga?!?!?! ⟦⟦⟦!!! 17-Aug-19 Instagram MW
I would volunteer and donate!!!!

Instagram MW

Honeybees?

13-Apr-18

Instagram MW

Very exciting! Much needed! Where can I find a route 13-Apr-18
map?

MW

instagram

Hi... I was wondering what are the effects of EMF
7-Aug-19
radiation emitting from current power lines that the
meadoway follows? Is this safe for children? I assume
these power lines are still active...

There is a route map available at
www.themeadoway.ca. We look forward to sharing
detailed designs and route maps as they become
available.
We will be installing native bee habitats throughout
the project area. We will also be encouraging
homeowners that live near The Meadoway to install
native bee condos in their gardens at home!
Honeybees is a great suggestion and we will
investigate the possibility of this throughout detail
design and planning!

Thanks for touching base. Yes, the footprint of The
Meadoway is and will remain an active power
transmission corridor for the Toronto area. While it is
true that overall EMF radiation can be greater within
corridors, several studies specific to the GTA have
shown that spending some time near higher levels of
EMF will increase a user’s overall average exposure by
a very small amount. For instance, a section of The
Meadoway was assessed for EMF exposure in October
of 2015. The study found that for children using the
trail daily for nine months of the year, the increase in
their annual average magnetic field exposure was
only 9% of the City of Toronto’s maximum annual
average increase of 2 milligauss (mG). Put more
simply, the Toronto Public Health Office recognizes
that recreational, trail, and park uses of hydro
corridors have health benefits for children and adults
that outweigh any potential risk from EMF exposure.
Do note that a more comprehensive EMF study for
The Meadoway will be undertaken during the detailed
design phase for the multi-use trail, which is
scheduled to take place in 2020.
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Meeting Notes

Meeting #2 – March 28, 2019
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List of Invitees and Members
Organization
Members
Toronto Catholic District School Board
Toronto District School Board
Centennial College
BeeCity Canada
Friends of Thomson Memorial Park
Scarborough Cycles
Glen Andrew Community Association
Toronto Field Naturalists
Walk Toronto
Toronto Zoo
CycleTO
Community Residents
Friends of the Rouge Watershed
Green Neighbours Network
University of Toronto Scarborough
Invited
Rouge National Urban Park
Toronto Public Library
Lost Rivers
Glen Andrew Community Association
North Bendale Community Association
Midland Park Community Association
Curran Hall Community Association
Highland Creek Community
Association
Toronto Centre for Active
Transportation
Malvern Family Resource Centre
Ontario Road Ecology Group
Toronto Ornithological Club
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October 15th, 2018
NAME
ORGANIZATION
ADDRESS
CITY PROVINCE
POSTAL CODE
Re:

Community Liaison Committee for The Meadoway

Dear <NAME>
Please be advised that Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is initiating a Class
Environmental Assessment (Class EA) to facilitate the creation of a multi-use trail network within the
Gatineau hydro-electric corridor in Scarborough, a project formally known as The Meadoway.
Envisioned to provide an east-west multi-use trail link between Rouge National Urban Park and
downtown Toronto, The Meadoway will build off previous revitalization projects completed within the
corridor and transform 16 km of underused greenspace into a cohesive and revitalized active
transportation network, restored meadow habitat, and community gathering place.
The Meadoway is subject to the requirements of Part II.1 of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act,
falling under Schedule C of the Class Environmental Assessment process. A “Notice of Study
Commencement” formally initiating the project will appear in the North York Mirror and Scarborough
Mirror on October 25th.
As part of the Class EA framework, a Community Liaison Committee (CLC) comprising stakeholder
groups and associations will be formed to aid in the collection of public input through the planning and
design phases of this project. It is anticipated that the first CLC meeting will be held in late November of
this year.
A one-page project brief and Terms of Reference accompanies this letter, which provides a succinct
overview of The Meadoway, the Class EA process, and the roles and responsibilities of a CLC member.
If you are interested in participating as a CLC member, please provide your RSVP by email to
cwells@trca.on.ca no later than Wednesday October 31st, 2018. Once confirmed, follow up information
will be provided regarding the first CLC meeting planned for late November. If you have any questions
regarding the attached information package, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office, Corporate Services
Enclosures:

-The Meadoway Project Brief
-CLC Terms of Reference

cc: Lisa Turnbull

The Meadoway Active Transportation Network Class EA
CLC Terms of Reference

TERMS OF REFERENCE
Community Liaison Committee (CLC)
The Meadoway Active Transportation
Environmental Assessment

Network

Class

1. Introduction
The Meadoway Active Transportation Network Class Environmental Assessment (Class
EA) recognizes the need for accountability to the public and stakeholders. To facilitate
ongoing stakeholder involvement at the planning level, a Community Liaison Committee
(CLC) comprised of stakeholder representatives and local residents will be formed.
This document outlines the purpose, roles, and responsibilities of the CLC for The
Meadoway Active Transportation Network and describes the rules of engagement,
mission, and membership process.
2. Purpose and Objectives of the CLC
The CLC is one of many community engagement tools that will be used in The
Meadoway Class EA process and is identified as a best practice under the code of
conduct for public consultation during the EA process1.
The purpose of the CLC is to assist the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
(TRCA) in obtaining additional public and stakeholder input concerning the planning and
design process for The Meadoway Class EA.
The primary role of the CLC will be to review and provide feedback throughout the
Class EA process and assist in building a consensus on The Meadoways primary
objective - transforming an underutilized hydro corridor into a vibrant 16 kilometre
stretch of urban greenspace and meadowlands that will become one of Canada’s
largest linear urban parks.
The objectives of the CLC are to:
1. Identify items of public interest and concern related to the impact and design of
The Meadoway multi-purpose trail network;
2. Offer potential advice or solutions to resolve concerns;
3. Assist TRCA and their co-proponents in reaching out to and maintaining
communication with residents, local groups, associations, and organizations that
share an interest in the Meadoway project; and
4. Act as the voice of the community for The Meadoway Class EA.
1

Code of Practice, Consultation in Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Process (January 2014). Legislative Authority:
Environmental Assessment Act, RSO 1990, chapter E.18

1
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3. Effective Committee Practices
In the interest of committee effectiveness, members agree to be bound by the following
practices:
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Members will not, on their own, or as part of another association, engage in
independent action that is in conflict with The Meadoway Active Transportation
Network Class EA, CLC Terms of Reference, or CLC Members Agreement.
Members will speak outside of the CLC with one voice on all matters related to
The Meadoway Active Transportation Network Class EA; disagreements and
differences of opinion will only be voiced within the CLC.
Members will be responsible for informing TRCA and its co-proponents of any
situation that may be either a conflict of interest or a potential conflict of interest
with CLC obligations.
Members will listen to, review, and consider the information provided by TRCA
and its co-proponents.
Members will strive at all times to ensure that the best interests of all community
members are taken into account.
Members will be courteous, listen to and consider the opinions of other CLC
members.
Members should participate fully in discussion but not dominate the discussion or
allow others to do so.
Members wishing to make comments should do so through the facilitator and
wait their turn until they have the floor.
Members will provide constructive feedback to TRCA and the City regarding
suggestions for improvement.

4. CLC Member Requirements and Responsibilities
Requirements and responsibilities of CLC members include:
x
x
x

x

x

Committing to the work of the CLC and willingness to serve on the CLC. 
Willingness to abide by and sign the CLC Committee Member’s Agreement prior
to the first scheduled meeting (mandatory in order to participate).
Providing the name of one (1) alternate, along with the relationship to the CLC
member, to the identified Committee Chair at or before the first CLC meeting.
Alternates should be from the same organization, or if you are an individual, from
the same household.
Attending CLC meetings scheduled by TRCA. Each CLC member is encouraged
to send one (1) alternate in his or her place if he/she is not able to attend a
meeting. Notice must be provided to the identified Committee Chair at least 24
hours prior to the CLC meeting date if the named alternate will be attending in
place of the CLC member. If the notice is not provided, the alternate may not be
permitted to participate in the CLC meeting.
Attending all CLC Meetings and providing support at public meetings and events
including Public Information Sessions.
2
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x
x
x
x
x
x

Preparing for meetings by reviewing any materials provided in advance by TRCA
(including notes from previous meetings) and providing direct input into the
process.
Identifying items of public interest or concern with regard to the impact and
design of the multi-use trail alternatives and providing direct input on these to
TRCA to be utilized throughout the planning and design process.
Assisting the Technical Advisory Committee with content review.
Assisting in keeping the local community and other interest groups apprised of
information about the Project.
Informing the TRCA of any situation that may be either a conflict of interest or a
potential conflict of interest with their CLC obligations.
Not distributing any handouts or information provided to CLC members to
individuals, parties, organizations, or groups, outside of the CLC member’s
affiliate organization or household. Handouts, workbooks and other materials
requiring feedback from CLC members must be submitted by that CLC member.
If the CLC member choses, they may work collaboratively with their affiliate
organization or household to develop their feedback. However, no additional
copies will be accepted.

5. Chairing of CLC Meetings
CLC meetings will be chaired by a staff member from the TRCA. Assistance from a third
party professional facilitator may be added at as the EA proceeds, should this service
be required.
6. Membership
The Meadoway Active Transportation Network Class EA CLC includes representatives
from local community organizations and users of the existing trail system through the
hydro corridor. TRCA and its co-proponents have worked together to identify a list of
potential members. This list represents a balanced and broad spectrum of opinions and
geographies within the Regional Study Area. In addition, the affected Ward Councillors
will be invited to observe.
7. Length of Term
The length of the term as a CLC member will be for the duration of The Meadoway
Class EA, which is expected to be approximately 13 months. Members may be released
at any time during the term by written resignation or by expressing their intent at a CLC
meeting.
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The Meadoway Active Transportation Network Class EA
CLC Terms of Reference

7.1 Project Timeline
Milestone

S

2018
O N

D

J

Initiate Class EA
Project Introduction
Problem & Opportunity Review
Identify & Evaluate Trail Alignments
Select & Refine Preferred Alignment
Completion & Submission of Class EA
PIC #1
PIC #2
PIC #3
CLC #1
CLC #2
CLC #3
*Note that exact dates are to be confirmed and are subject to change.

F

M

A

2019
M J

J

A

S

N

8. CLC Meetings and Attendance
8.1 Meetings
It is anticipated that the CLC will meet a minimum of three (3) times during the Class EA
process. Meetings will be scheduled to ensure that the majority of CLC members have
the opportunity to attend. In addition:
x
x

x
x
x
x
x

The CLC will not have a formal voting structure, but instead will promote
discussion.
Each meeting will be co-chaired by a member of the project team and a staff
member from the TRCA. Attendees will include members of the CLC, TRCA, City
staff and others. Over the course of the Class EA, project consultants may be
asked to attend CLC meetings to provide updates to or comment on technical
components of the Class EA process.
It is expected that each CLC member prepare in advance of the meetings by
reviewing any materials provided.
Individuals not in attendance at a scheduled meeting will be encouraged to add
their viewpoints to meeting notes via written correspondence to TRCA.
Future dates and meeting locations will be provided to CLC members at the first
meeting. It is intended that the CLC meeting dates will be fixed as they will follow
the Class EA schedule (see section 7.1 above).
If a meeting reschedule is required, TRCA will provide formal notification in
writing (via email) within 24 hours prior to the original scheduled meeting time.
TRCA will provide administrative support for the CLC meetings.
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CLC Terms of Reference

8.2 Attendance
Members are expected to attend meetings on a consistent basis. Members that are
unable to attend should send their identified Alternate (see Section 4 above). Alternates
shall be briefed and provided with the necessary documents by the CLC member they
are replacing. The CLC member should also debrief the Alternate through the Class EA
process so they remain up-to-date.
9. Record Keeping
The proceedings of each CLC meeting will be kept in the form of notes, rather than
verbatim minutes, which will be taken by a TRCA designated note taker. The meeting
notes will be a record of attendees, decisions of the CLC, and the main points of
discussion.
The meeting notes will be circulated in draft to the CLC in advance of the next meeting.
At the beginning of each meeting the notes from the previous meeting will be discussed
and either approved by the CLC members present at the meeting or appropriately
modified during the meeting, and then approved.
Once finalized, the notes will be included in formal reports and submitted as part of the
EA process.
10. Media Protocol
All media requests to CLC members will be directed to the TRCA CLC Committee Lead
and circulated to the Committee.
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The Meadoway Active Transportation Network Class EA
CLC Terms of Reference

COMMITTEE MEMBER’S AGREEMENT
Community Liaison Committee (CLC)
The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment
I have read the Information Package and Terms of Reference of the Community Liaison
Committee (CLC) of the Meadoway Class EA, agree with them as a description of the
CLC’s role, and as a member of the CLC commit myself to directing my efforts to these
ends.
Further, while a member of the CLC, I will not undertake any independent action with
respect to the Meadoway Class EA study areas, planning and/or process and/or
construction, or community liaison process.
I recognize that the length of term will be for the duration of the Meadoway Active
Transportation Network Class EA process.
I also recognize that I may be released at any time during the term by written
resignation or by expressing my intent at the CLC meeting.
______________________________
Name

________________________________
Organization (if applicable)

____________________________________________________________________
Address
______________________________
Signature

________________________________
Date (MM-DD-YY)
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- THE MEADOWAY MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT
PROJECT BACKGROUND
The Meadoway is an innovative city building initiative
that will transform 16 km of underutilized greenspace
within the Gatineau hydro-corridor into a more
cohesive and naturalized active transportation network
and community gathering place.
The Meadoway builds off of lessons learned from
previous revitalization projects within the corridor, such
as the hugely successful Scarborough Centre Butterfly
Trail (SCBT). Completed in 2015, the SCBT transformed
a 3.5 km section of the hydro-corridor between
McCowan Road and Scarborough Golf Club Road into a
naturalized meadow habitat, active transportation
route, and community gathering and educational space.
The ultimate vision for The Meadoway is to revitalize
the existing hydro-electric corridor between the Don
River ravine and Rouge National Urban Park through the
conversion of manicured grasses to a diverse, high
quality native meadow habitat. A new multi-use trail
network will enhance the connectivity of the existing
urban fabric, which will be complemented by garden
and agricultural opportunities, recreational spaces, and
much more.
PROJECT STUDY AREA
Beginning at the future East Don Trail Gateway just
west of Bermondsey Road, The Meadoway will
comprise a 16 km stretch of the Gatineau Hydrocorridor ending just east of Meadowvale Road, where
it will connect to Rouge National Urban Park. The
project study area spans 13 neighbourhoods and a
broad range of land uses, including commercial,
industrial, residential, park, and recreational spaces.

THE CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PROCESS
The planning, design, and implementation of the multiuse trail network will follow the Municipal Engineers
Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Schedule C
process. The Class EA process meets the intent of the
EA Act by providing for: (1) the identification of
problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the
need to protect the environment and minimize effects;
and (3) consulting with the public and affected
stakeholders early and throughout the decision making
process.
Through the Class EA, a range of potential multi-use
trail alignments will be identified and evaluated in order
to determine a preferred main route that will connect
the existing trail sections and provide a complete multiuse trail for the entire Meadoway study area. Related
elements, such as habitat restoration areas and
community access points, will also be considered in the
planning process.
Class EA Process At-a-Glance

To date, a total of 40 hectares of meadow habitat
have been restored and 10 km of multi-use trail
constructed within the corridor via previous
revitalization projects. To finalize the 16km multi-use
trail connection, a total of four river crossings and one
grade separated crossing over the existing
Metrolinx/TTC railway between Kennedy Road and
Midland Avenue will be explored.

Initiate
Class EA

Problem &
Opportunity

Identify Trail
Alternatives

Select
Preferred
Trail

Finalize &
Submit Class
EA

Public & Stakeholder Consultation

PROJECT CONTACT
Corey Wells - Project Manager
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
Website: themeadoway.ca

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report

Meetings
Meeting #1 – December 6, 2018
Agenda
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The Meadoway
Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Community Liaison Committee #1
Agenda
December 6th, 2018
6:30 – 8:30 PM
The Spring Room, Centennial College Event Centre
937 Progress Avenue
Toronto, ON
M1G 3T8

AGENDA

6:30 – 6:45 PM

|

Arrival and refreshments

6:45 – 7:00 PM

|

Opening remarks and introduction to Project Team

7:00 – 7:30 PM

|

CLC introduction and ice breaker

7:30 – 7:45 PM

|

Overview of CLC purpose and objectives

7:45 – 8:15 PM

|

Presentations to CLC

8:15 – 8:30 PM

|

Project next steps and Q & A

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
Presentation

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

Presented by: Arlen Leeming, Senior Manager, Flagship Projects & Partnerships

An Iconic
City Building
Opportunity

Hydro Corridors in the Toronto
Region

Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

The Living City Greenways

Building
Opportunity

LET IDEAS LEAD
An Iconic City

PASSION + PURPOSE

What is Your “Why”?

CONSERVATION BEGINS WITH CONNECTION

This is another way to present some information about the Meadoway. Be sure to keep
the font reasonable and not too large, and try to not add any unnecessary photos to
these pages.

This is another way to present some information about the Meadoway. Be sure to keep
the font reasonable and not too large, and try to not add any unnecessary photos to
these pages.

Quoted from here

“Meadoway has a lot of
quotes you may wish to use
here. Keep them inspiring and
true to the kind of quotes on
the website.”
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This is another way to present some information about the Meadoway. Be sure to keep
the font reasonable and not too large, and try to not add any unnecessary photos to
these pages.

Quoted from here

“Meadoway has a lot of
quotes you may wish to use
here. Keep them inspiring and
true to the kind of quotes on
the website.”

16km and 500 acres

An Iconic
City Building
Opportunity

Presented by: Katie Turnbull

Meadow
Restoration Within
The Meadoway

• Meadow Establishment

• Meadow Design

2019 The Meadoway Site 1 and 2

• Benefits of Native Meadows

• Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail-Pilot
Project

Re-Imagining Hydro Corridors

Outline

Re-Imagining Hydro Corridors

Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority

The Scarborough Centre
Butterfly Trail

4

99 acres of Kentucky blue
grass existed within the
corridor

3.5km section of transmission
corridor in Scarborough
completed between 2012 and
2016

Thousands of community
members and school children
participating to transform the
landscape

Community participation,
political support, and media
interest developed the pilot
into one of the most
successful community
projects undertaken by TRCA

•

•

•

•
Phase 3

Phase 1

Phase 2

Phase 4

Pilot Project-Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

• No aesthetic appeal

• Low biodiversity

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 6

• Thick non-native fescue grass

• Mown multiple times a year

Decreases maintenance cost of mowing

Contributes to habitat linkages

•

•

•

•

Provides an environmental education opportunity for
the community

Improves water infiltration into the ground, reducing
flooding and improving water quantity

Reduces soil erosion within the corridor through native
vegetation establishment

Increases biodiversity and improve the esthetic appeal

•

•

Improves the natural cover for wildlife

•

Benefits to Hydro Corridors

The Meadoway: Site 1 and 2
8

Site 1 and 2

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Site 1 Concept Plan Example

Meadow Typical: Cross Section

Butterflies
• Nectar producing plants
• Host plants for eggs
• Shelter from high winds
• Wet muddy pockets
Black Swallowtail

Bees
• Nectar and Pollen producing plants
• Hollow Stems for nesting
• Well drained soils

Pollinators

Bumble Bee

Monarch Butterfly

Open ground for nesting
Host/Berry producing shrubs
Structural habitat

Red-winged Blackbird

•
•
•

Birds

Yellow Warbler

Tree Swallow

Savannah Sparrow

Red-winged Blackbird

Meadow Establishment

First Year:
Mow and Till to Expose Soil

First Year:
Seed with Nurse Crop

First Year:
Oats are Growing

Second Year:
Treat Nurse Crop, Seed with
Wildflowers and Grasses

Second Year:
Monitor Progress

Second Year:
Starting to Show

Back To Year One

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 21

Third Year:
Meadow Established

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 23

Fourth Year-After a Maintenance Mow

`

Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

27

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 28

If You Build It, They Will Come

Katie Turnbull, Senior Project Manager
Restoration Projects Group
Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority
kturnbull@trca.on.ca
416-661-6600 ext. 5788

Thank You

Presented by: Corey Wells (Dec 6, 2018)

Planning Process for
the Multi-use Trail
Class Environmental
Assessment

• Looking ahead

• Planning approach for trail segments

Objectives

• Problem & Opportunity Statement + Key

• Class EA process for the multi-use trail

• Environmental Assessment short-course

Outline

3. How is an EA undertaken?
• Identify potential adverse effects of your various alternative options
• Propose measures to mitigate these effects
• With mitigation measures implemented, predict residual effects
• Implement a follow-up program to verify accuracy and effectiveness

2. Why undertake an EA?
• Minimize or avoid adverse environmental effects before they occur
• Incorporate environmental factors into decision making
• Provide for meaningful public and stakeholder participation

1. What is an environmental assessment (EA)?
• A process used to predict environmental effects before project implementation

The Canadian Environmental Assessment Act (CEAA), 2012 – Establishes the legislative basis
for the practice of environmental assessment in Canada

EA Short-course – What, Why, and How?

Eg., storm detention pond

Eg., well drilling

Ilkconstruction.com

Eg., bridge construction

SCHEDULE C

INCREASING COMPLEXITY & POTENTIAL FOR ADVERSE EFFECTS

watercanada.com

SCHEDULE B

SCHEDULE A

Municipal Class EA: A standardized planning process for classes (groups) of activities that are
carried out on a routine basis and have predictable environmental effects

Municipal Class EA Process

• GOAL: Identify and
evaluate a range of
potential multi-use trail
alignments, culminating
in a preferred main
route.

• Planning and design of
trail network will follow
MEA Class EA process –
Schedule C

• Formally launched on
October 25th, 2018

East Don Trail at
Bermondsey Rd.

Rouge Park at Meadowvale
Rd.

The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Class EA

Initiate
Class EA

Phase 1

Select
Preferred
Alternative

Identify &
Evaluate
Alternative
Options

Public and Stakeholder Consultation

Existing
Conditions
+ Prob/Opp

Phase 3

Phase 2

Finalize &
Submit
Report

Phase 4

Multi-Use Trail Class EA – Primary Phases

• Alternative Modes of Transportation – High-quality, accessible active
transportation routes are lacking and highly fragmented

• Greenspace Equity – Access to greenspace not evenly distributed in Toronto
and will become an ever growing constraint as urbanization continues

• Traffic Woes – Traffic volumes and congestion are an ever worsening issue
in the GTA

Existing & Forecasted Conditions
• Population Boom – Ontario’s population is expected to grow by 30.2% over
the next 24 years

Planning Context and Opportunity Statement

“A complete active transportation system linking eastern Toronto to the
downtown core is missing from the existing trail network.
Opportunities to expand and construct new trail networks are limited in
urban environments; however, hydro-corridors have the potential to be
repurposed as accessible, ecologically diverse greenspaces that permit
active trail use.
The Meadoway will revitalize and restore the existing corridor
and establish a full connection between downtown Toronto and
Rouge National Urban Park via an accessible multi-use trail network.”

Draft Opportunity Statement

Planning Context and Opportunity Statement

Guiding Objectives

Transportation

Blueprint for
Revitalization

Community &
Public Realm

Class EA

The
Meadoway

Connections

Recreation

Natural
Environment &
Education

Planning Context and Opportunity Statement

•
•
•
•

Year 3

• Access points
• Recreation

• Trail elements

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

10

S7 - Conlins Rd. – Rouge Park

Year 4

• Meadow habitat
• Road crossings

S5 - Scarborough Golf Club – Neilson Rd.

S3 - Kennedy Rd. – Thomson Memorial

• 2-4 trail alignments
• Bridges

Year 1

16 linear kilometre trail
7 total segments
3 “Complete” segments
4 “Incomplete”
segments

Planning of the Multi-Use Trail

Winter 2018

• CLC#1

• Prob/Opp Statement
• Existing Conditions
• Stakeholder
Consultation

PHASE 1

• CLC#2
• PIC#1

• Identify/Evaluate
Alternative Trail
Alignments
• Consultation

Spring 2019

PHASE 2

Looking Ahead

Summer 2019

• CLC#4
• PIC#3

• Complete ESR
• File for 30 day Review
Period

Fall 2019

• Identify/Evaluate Design
Alternatives
• Select Preferred Design
Concept
• CLC#3
• PIC #2

PHASE 4

PHASE 3

2020 - 2021

• Design, Construct and
Monitor

PHASE 5

Establishing a Design Direction + Philosophy for The
Meadoway – Visualization Toolkit Process

Q&A

E.g., Section 5:

•

o

o

2-4 potential alignments
One road crossing at
Military Trail
New pedestrian bridge at
Highland
Integration of new trail
with future Upper Highland
Creek Pan Am Path

Will include a number of
complex bridge crossings

•

o
o

Focus on remaining ~6 km
of incomplete trail
segments throughout the
corridor

•

“Incomplete” Corridor Segments

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
Handouts

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Community Liaison Committee #1
Worksheet

th

*Please complete and bring to the December 6 CLC*

Please take a moment to tell us more about yourself, your area of interest or expertise
as it pertains to The Meadoway, what you hope to gain through this experience as a
CLC member, and what you’d like to see accomplished through the CLC process.
Completed worksheets will be compiled into a master document that will be circulated to
the broader CLC following our first meeting. Members are encouraged to review this
master document to learn more about their fellow members and the perspectives they
bring to the CLC.
Name:
Organization:
Role:
1. Please provide a brief description of your area of expertise/interest/focus as it relates
to The Meadoway.

2. Please tell us about your relationship to the Gatineau Hydro Corridor and The
Meadoway. For example, do you walk, bike, or run along the existing trail network? Do
you live close to the corridor? Is your use of the trail network recreational, for
commuting, or both?

1

3. What are some of your top priorities for consideration when it comes to the planning
and design of the new multi-use trail network for The Meadoway?

4. What are you hoping to see achieved through participation as a CLC member for The
Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment?

5. Reflecting on your skill set, area of interest, and focus as it relates to The Meadoway,
what are you hoping to bring “to the table” as a member of the CLC?

5. What is one word that comes to mind when reflecting on The Meadoway as it exists
today? What is one word that comes to mind when thinking of The Meadoway of the
future?
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The Meadoway Project
Environmental Assessment (EA) Community Liaison Committee Meeting #1
Thursday, December 6, 2018
6:30pm – 8:35pm
Centennial College Event Centre – Spring Room, 937 Progress Avenue, Toronto, ON
Attendees:
Miriam Bart (Dillion Consulting),
Justin Bak (City of Toronto), John Stille (TRCA), Katie Turnbull (TRCA), Lisa Turnbull (TRCA),
Arlen Leeming (TRCA), Corey Wells (TRCA), Celene Mariano (TRCA)

MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Lisa Turnbull welcomed everyone to the first Community Liaison Committee (CLC) Meeting for
The Meadoway Project and thanked everyone for attending. L. Turnbull then introduced herself
and explained her role within the Project as Senior Manager, followed by an introduction of
members of the Project Team, including:
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Corey Wells, Project Manager for The Meadoway
Celene Mariano, Project Coordinator for The Meadoway
John Stille, Senior Manager, Restoration and Infrastructure
Katie Turnbull, Senior Project Manager, Restoration and Infrastructure
Arlen Leeming, Senior Manager, Watershed Strategies
Miriam Barr, Project Coordinator with Dillion Consulting; and,
Justin Bak, Project Manager with City of Toronto, Transportation

All CLC members introduced themselves and described the organization and/or committee they
represent (if applicable).
Icebreaker Exercise:
As part of the icebreaker exercise, CLC members were asked to provide one word that comes to
mind when reflecting on The Meadoway as it exists today and in the future.
The results of this exercise are included on page 6 of these meetings notes.

Presentations:
1st Presentation by Arlen Leeming – An Iconic City Building Opportunity
2nd Presentation by Katie Turnbull – Restoration within the Meadoway
3rd Presentation by Corey Wells – Planning Process for the Multi-Use Trail Class Environmental
Assessment
Question and Answer Period:
A round table discussion was held to provide everyone at the meeting an opportunity to a
comment(s) and / or ask a question(s).
Q: What class environmental assessment does this Project fall under?
A: A Municipal Class Schedule C environmental assessment.
Q: Will there be contact sharing among CLC members?
A: Yes. We are working to create an online database where all presentations, documents,
and contact information will be made available and fully accessible to CLC members.
ACTION ITEM: TRCA to create an information sharing database, upload content regularly (as
and when available), and circulate link to all CLC members.
C: Referring to the last segment and the link to the Scarborough border, there is a natural corridor
already established via the hydro-corridor. We should consider how revitalizing the corridor can
extend well past the current footprint of The Meadoway. There is opportunity to expand and
connect well into Pickering, for example.
A: Indeed, there is opportunity in the future to consider how The Meadoway can be
expanded to include a much wider swath of hydro corridor. The Meadoway itself will serve
as a blueprint for future work. For the purposes of the Class EA process the project area
will not extend further east then the Rouge River.
Q: Is this Project a provincial or federal environmental assessment? There was once a process
where the Province of Ontario would inform the Federal Government as to whether the proposed
project required a federal EA.
A: The Project falls under provincial guidelines for an EA, but a Federal EA could
be triggered if the potential trail alignment within Section 7 falls within the property limits of Rouge
National Urban Park (the foot print of the corridor within Rouge National Urban Park will
remain under ownership of Infrastructure Ontario).
C: The Toronto Wildlife Centre is looking for a new site for their office and are potentially looking
at a sensitive natural area. The Friends of the Rouge suggested the use of a different property for
their headquarters and brought this forward to the local councilor.
C: Would like to highlight The Meadoway Project to the East Eglinton LRT team.
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A: Agreed. Conversations are already underway with the various teams undertaking the
EELRT.
Q: Where can we get a look at the complete segments?
A: We will upload related materials to the database for completed segments.
ACTION ITEM: TRCA to develop and provide description of existing completed segments to CLC
members.
Note: While not part of the Class EA process, completed segments will still be considered
in the overall planning and detailed design process. For instance, through the Class EA,
we look into optimizing trail connections between complete and incomplete segments and
will include other design elements such as access, existing trail connections, and overall
branding (trail furniture, signage, etc.).
C: Happy and excited about this Project. Spent much time in the Rouge and have concerns about
lime disease and ticks in the Rouge. I am concerned that the corridor between the Rouge and
The Meadoway will act as a highway for ticks and lime disease.
A: The TRCA is monitoring ticks and lime disease with the City of Toronto. Our
entomologist is aware of hot spots; currently the Project area is low risk. We are cognizant
of the high risk in the Rouge area. To address this, we may consider signage about ticks
and lime disease.
A: The buffer areas around the trails will also help keep the meadow in a healthy
environmental state. We cannot stop people from walking where they may, but we are
trying to plan and educate people about the areas, where to walk, including information
about ticks. This is something that can always be monitored.
L. Turnbull noted that the questions asked by CLC members will help develop a list of Frequently
Asked Questions (FAQs) that will serve as a tool for members of the public.
C: A CLC member expressed excitement about the overall vision, but indicated their concern
regarding whether or not the project will be implemented at a scale that is much more than simply
placing a new trail system.
A: Rest assured that The Meadoway will be much more than simply a trail construction
project. Through the unique relationship between project proponents and our funding
partner, The W. Garfield Weston Foundation, the planning process will strive to ensure
that overall vision, key objectives, and guiding principles are implemented in such a way
as to make The Meadoway a truly world-class linear corridor revitalization project.
C: Excited about the opportunity to cross the 401 highway; however, the 401 does present a large
technical challenge.
A. Agreed. A separate study will be undertaken with the Ministry of Transportation parallel
to the Class EA to review and evaluate the overall feasibility of constructing a
pedestrian bridge over the 401. Alternative trail alignments outside of the corridor will
be explored as part of the Class EA.

3

C: Regarding The Meadow restoration work, J. Stille noted that the long term outlook for this
Project is critical. We are looking at a long term plan; a 20-year timeframe and beyond. This is a
managed system because it is within an urban system. It is constantly evolving, growing and
adapting and this is all critical to the advocacy of this Project.
C: With Rouge National Urban Park falling within the footprint of The Meadoway, establishing
communication with federal staff will be critical moving forward.
A: The TRCA will be meeting with Richard Scott from Parks Canada regarding this Project
and the Rouge National Urban Park. The relevant stakeholders from the Park have been
identified as key stakeholders and will be involved throughout the planning process as we
move forward.
L. Turnbull noted that this Project is also subject to an Infrastructure Class EA process as the
lands are owned by Infrastructure Ontario.
C. Wells discussed next steps in terms of communication and an information hub / database for
CLC members to access information, materials and documents. We do not want the conversation
to end once this meeting is adjourned. Through this database, we will regularly upload
information. C. Wells reiterated to the CLC members that the Project Team is always available to
answer questions.
Q: What is the EA approving? What exactly are you looking at? Road crossings, construction?
What is being constructed and what is not?
A: The primary focus of the Class EA will be to identify a range of potential trail alignments
and the optimal placement of pedestrian bridge crossings within the incomplete segments.
This will include road crossings and associated infrastructure, recreational and public
realm features, access, connections to existing and future trail systems, and other
elements.
The Class EA process will involve the development of evaluation criteria, which will be
guided and refined by public and stakeholder engagement, that each alignment will be
compared to. In this way, the preferred trail alignment that is selected will be the optimal
design with the least impact and greatest overall benefit.
Q: Would you also like our comments in addition to questions we have about the Project?
A: Yes. We welcome any comments, questions and concerns you have. This process is
ongoing and we want as much information from CLC members as possible.
Q: When is the next CLC meeting?
A: We will circulate the communication plan which includes the schedule. The next CLC
meeting will take place in March 2019.
A: Once we receive your information, we will circulate a newsletter to you in the new year
and it will describe where we are and information about the next CLC meeting.
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Q: Will there be a public open house?
A: Yes. We will have at least three (3) public open houses. More information on these
open houses will be provided as we refine the schedule in early 2019.
Q: Is there a distance around the Project site, in terms of kilometers, in which you need to inform
people about the Project?
A: We are currently looking at that and trying to redefine it as necessary. We may do
individual mail drops in areas that back on to the corridor. We welcome feedback from the
CLC members in terms of who you think we need to communicate with regarding the
Project. We are also looking to the CLC members to spread the word about the Project.
Q: Is anyone aware of external meetings CLC members will be attending? This information is
useful and can be shared with this group.
L. Turnbull informed the CLC members that the TRCA could discuss and/or provide a presentation
about the Project to any group and/or organization CLC members identify.
Meeting Conclusion:
L. Turnbull and C. Wells indicated that a copy of meeting notes, presentations, and all other
relevant materials would be circulated to all CLC members.
L. Turnbull thanked everyone for attending, concluded the meeting and encouraged everyone to
contact the Project Team with any comments or questions at any time.
Prepared by: Celene Mariano, December 6, 2018
Meeting adjourned: 8:35pm

5

Icebreaker Exercise Results
One word that comes to mind when reflecting on The Meadoway as it exists today.

One word that comes to mind when reflecting on The Meadoway in the future.
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Community Liaison Committee #2
March 28th, 2019
6:30 to 8:30 PM
Room A-212, Centennial College (Ashtonbee Campus)
75 Ashtonbee Road, Scarborough

AGENDA

1. Welcome & Introductions
2. Update to The Meadoway Class EA
3. Technical Reporting, Preliminary Alternative Trail Alignments, & Evaluation
Framework
4. Overview of Visualization Toolkit
5. Review of Public Meeting Materials – Mock Public Information Centre
6. Mock debrief and Open Q&A Period

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
Presentation

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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March 28th, 2019

Community
Liaison
Committee #2

What are we missing?
Immediate concerns?
Missed opportunities?
Clarity and readability?

type

• Apply your specific lens/discipline/user

•
•
•
•

• Things to Keep in Mind:

for the Class EA and Visualization Toolkit

• Critical feedback on preliminary materials

Key Objective for Tonight

• Mock Debrief and Open Q&A

Mock Public Information Centre

• Review of Public Meeting Materials –

• Overview of Visualization Toolkit

and Evaluation Framework

• Preliminary Alternative Trail Alignments,

• Update to the Meadoway Class EA

• Welcome and Introductions

Outline

• Lacks aesthetic appeal

• Low biodiversity with poor
ecological/ hydrological
function

• Thick, non-native fescue
grass

• Mown multiple times a year

• >500 km in GTA

Transmission Corridors Today

The Gatineau Hydro Corridor in Scarborough – The Future Meadoway

Reimagining Corridors – Untapped Potential

Pre-restoration

3 Years post restoration

Improved user experience

• 3.5 km section of the Gatineau Hydro Corridor – Test Pilot
• Prior to 2011, a barren ~40 ha area of grass was mowed eight times
annually
• Entire section of corridor restored to meadow habitat
• Revitalized the space, reintroduced native vegetation, and improved
user experience

But Can It be Done? Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

• Builds off of the success of the SCBT in Scarborough
• 200 ha of restored meadow and >16 linear km of multiuse trail within the Gatineau Corridor
• Direct connection between downtown Toronto and the
Rouge National Urban Park
• Serves as a blueprint for corridor
revitalization

The Meadoway – Community Powered Greenspace

• A budget spanning from 2018 – 2020 has
been prepared to deliver on the $10
million commitment: Phase 1 of the
project.

• April 11, 2018 - The W. Garfield Weston
Foundation pledged up to $25 million,
with a firm commitment of $10 million
available immediately.

The Meadoway – Phase 1

Launched October 25th,
2018

MEA Class EA process –
Schedule C (Considering
Federal and IO EA
Process)

GOAL: identify & evaluate
range of alternative trail
alignments and bridge
crossings, culminating in
a preferred main route.

Consultation with the
public and stakeholders a
key component of the
process

•

•

•

•

East Don Trail at
Bermondsey Rd.

Rouge Park at Meadowvale
Rd.

The Meadoway – Multi-use Trail Class EA

•
•
•
•

Year 3

• Access points
• Recreation

• Trail elements
• Connections

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

11

S7 - Conlins Rd. – Rouge Park

Year 4

• Meadow habitat
• Road crossings

S5 - Scarborough Golf Club – Neilson Rd.

S3 - Kennedy Rd. – Thomson Memorial

• 2-4 trail alignments
• Bridges

Year 1

16 linear kilometre trail
7 total segments
3 “Complete” segments
4 “Incomplete”
segments

Planning of the Multi-Use Trail

Initiate
Class EA

Phase 1

PIC 1
April

Identify &
Evaluate
Alternative
Alignments

CLC 2
20 Mar

CLC 3
June

PIC 2
June

Select
Preferred
Alternative

Phase 3

Public and Stakeholder Consultation

Existing
Conditions
&
Prob/Opp

Phase 2

WE ARE HERE
Phase 4

CLC 4
Oct

PIC 3
Oct

Finalize &
Submit
Report

Multi-Use Trail Class EA – Primary Phases

Guiding Objectives

Presented by: Dillon Consulting Ltd.

Alternative
Alignments &
Evaluation
Framework

Watershed coverage = 102 km2
Almost fully urbanized

Highland Creek Tributary

3

Highland Creek

5

• Watershed coverage = 336 km2
• 35% urbanized

• Rouge River (S7)

•
•

• Highland Creek (S3, 5, and 6)

• Two major river systems and one ravine; 4 total crossings

Watercourse Crossings
6

Rouge River

7

Ellesmere Ravine

15

• Review of existing hydrologic conditions
• Testing the sensitivity of the hydraulic models for Highland Creek
and Rouge River
• Development of recommended design criteria

Flood Hazard

• Field visits to each of the proposed crossings
• Characterization of existing geomorphologic conditions and
processes
• Identification of constraints and opportunities

Channel Stability and Erosion

Technical Work Completed

Provide an off-road/in-corridor experience connected to nature
Synergies with other ongoing initiatives
Opportunities to connect to neighbourhoods/points of interest
Need for ongoing maintenance access
AODA
Minimize potential for negative impacts

• In-Corridor
• Maximize Existing Infrastructure
• Hybrid Option

• Options developed:

•
•
•
•
•
•

• The maps are conceptual and are for discussion purposes only
• Key Considerations:

Multi-use Trail Alternative Alignments

• Concerns or technical issues
with the proposed alignments?
• Additional points of interest,
connections, or initiatives?

Alternative Alignments – Section 3

• Concerns or technical issues
with the proposed alignments?
• Additional points of interest,
connections, or initiatives?

Alternative Alignments – Section 5

• Concerns or technical issues
with the proposed alignments?
• Additional points of interest,
connections, or initiatives?

Alternative Alignments – Section 6

• Concerns or technical issues
with the proposed alignments?
• Additional points of interest,
connections, or initiatives?

Alternative Alignments – Section 7

•Characterize existing conditions
•Confirm problems/opportunities
•Develop alternative alignments
•Identify evaluation criteria
•Evaluate alignments and select preferred

Draft Evaluation Framework – Key Steps

Be cost effective

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users
Be good neighbours

Provide connections

• Potential for impact on hydro corridor operations and
maintenance
• Potential for impact on hydro corridor neighbours
• Extent of support/leverage for other infrastructure initiatives
• Constructability
• Capital cost
• Operating cost

Maximizes connection to urban greenspace
Opportunity to provide education and stewardship
Capacity to maximize naturalization/restoration of corridor
Amount of natural habitat removed/disturbed
Ability to minimize impact to watercourses
Potential for impacts to valley slopes
Extent of linkages to multi-modal transportation
Extent of linkages to other trails
Extent of trail that is off-road/separated
Meets and/or exceeds AODA for trail design

Provide a positive
user experience
Protect and enhance
natural features

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Evaluation Criteria Considerations

Proposed Objective

Draft Evaluation Framework

Presented by: Perkins+Will

Visualization
Toolkit
Overview

Consultant Team

Consultant Team

JUNE 26
OCT 24

Project Schedule

Project Schedule

APR 24

animations, and precedent
images – to help demonstrate
to the public what is possible
along the Meadoway
• Not only inspiring images but
they will also be technically
accurate through research and
full consideration of all
opportunities and constraints
along the site

• Visual aids – renderings,

What is a Visualization Toolkit?

Conditions Reporting
• Technical and Literature Review Report Brief
• Field Investigation and Landscape Analysis

• Review and Evaluation of Baseline

Phase 1 Deliverables
Semi-Illustrated Concept Plan
Design Cross-Sections (x5)
Overview Sketch-Renders (x2)

• Public Visioning Workshop

•
•
•

• Preliminary Toolkit:

Multi-use Trail Intersections (x2)

Potential Pedestrian Bridges (x2)

Major Public and Gathering Spaces (x4)

Large Segments (x4)

Emblematic Elements
• Precedents Review of Public Art
Installations expressing Indigenous
Culture
• Video animation of Goals and
Concepts (x2)

• Suite of Unique Features and

•
•
•
•

• Conceptual Renderings

Phase 2 Deliverables

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Existing Conditions Report and
Technical and Literature Review Report

Work in Progress

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Case Analysis

Work in Progress

The Meadoway will encourage outdoor recreational
opportunities along the trail network or adjacent
spaces, for a wide range of users and communities
or neighbourhoods.

Recreation

Throughout the process and upon implementation, The
Meadoway will serve as a model for how to successfully
revitalize and repurpose hydro corridors in both a local and
international context.

Blueprint for Revitalization

Increasing opportunities for alternative, non-vehicular
modes of transportation within the Greater Toronto Area
will reduce car dependency and equitable access. The
corridor will advance the integration of a multi-modal
transportation system.

Transportation

Natural Environment and
Education

The restoration and programming of The
Meadoway should increase access for a wide range
of users so that they can explore, learn, and enjoy
the urban green space. It will become a platform
for stewardship, education, and research on natural
habitats.

The Meadoway will stitch together the surrounding
neighbourhoods, creating new connections and enhancing
existing links. A wide range of public spaces will be
provided for people to socialize, congregate, and support
community events.

Community + Public Realm

A seamless east-west connection should be created
to link Rouge National Urban Park to Downtown
Toronto. The Meadoway will re-establish the
original link between the region’s ravine systems
that run north-south through the corridor.

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Case Analysis
Connections

Work in Progress

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Case Analysis

Work in Progress

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Field Investigations Report

Work in Progress

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Process of Analysis

Work in Progress

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Process of Analysis

Work in Progress

Visioning Workshop

Format Ideas:
• Station 1: Check in and materials pick-up
• Station 2: Formal presentation area with
Seating (projected presentations)
• Station 3: Large map
• Station 4: Other smaller mini-showcase
areas (digital format, meet-apractitioner, case studies, etc.)

Public Visioning Workshop: April 24, 2019

Public Visioning Workshop: April 24, 2019

v

Public Visioning Workshop: April 24, 2019

Thank you

• CLC#3 – June 2019 TBD

• PIC #1 – April 24, 6:30-9:00 PM

Key Dates

Winter 2018

• CLC#1

• Prob/Opp Statement
• Existing Conditions
• Stakeholder
Consultation

PHASE 1

• TAC#1
• CLC#2
• PIC#1

• Identify/Evaluate
Alternative Trail
Alignments
• Consultation

Spring 2019

PHASE 2

Looking Ahead

Summer 2019

• TAC#3
• CLC#4
• PIC#3

• Complete ESR
• File for 30 day Review
Period

Fall 2019

• Identify/Evaluate Design
Alternatives
• Select Preferred Design
Concept
• TAC#2
• CLC#3
• PIC #2

PHASE 4

PHASE 3

2020 - 2021

• Design, Construct and
Monitor

PHASE 5
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Environmental Assessment (EA) Community Liaison Committee Meeting #1
Thursday, March 28, 2019
6:30pm – 8:30pm
Centennial College Ashtonbee Campus – Room A-212, 75 Ashtonbee Road, Scarborough, ON
Attendees:
Miriam Bart (Dillion
Consulting), Karla Kolli (Dillon Consulting), Clint Langevin (Perkins+Will), Eunice Wong
(Perkins+Will), Katie Turnbull (TRCA), Lisa Turnbull (TRCA), Violetta Savage (TRCA), Corey
Wells (TRCA), Celene Mariano (TRCA)
MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Lisa Turnbull welcomed everyone to the second Community Liaison Committee (CLC) Meeting
for The Meadoway Class EA and thanked everyone for attending. L. Turnbull then introduced
herself and explained her role within the Project as Senior Manager, followed by an introduction
of members of the Project Team, including:
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Corey Wells, Project Manager for The Meadoway - Environmental Assessment
Celene Mariano, Project Coordinator for The Meadoway
Violetta Savage, Senior Project Manager for The Meadoway - Consultation
Katie Turnbull, Senior Project Manager, Restoration and Infrastructure
Miriam Bart, Project Coordinator with Dillion Consulting
Karla Kolli, Partner and Project Manager with Dillon Consulting
Clint Langevin, Senior Architect with Perkins+Will
Eunice Wong, Urban Designer with Perkins+Will
Jennifer Canham, Project Director with The W. Garfield Weston Foundation

All CLC members introduced themselves and described the organization and/or committee they
represent (if applicable).

Presentations:
1st Presentation by Corey Wells – Update to The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment
2nd Presentation by Karla Kolli – Preliminary Trail Alignments and Evaluation Framework
3rd Presentation by Clint Langevin and Eunice Wong – Overview of Visualization Toolkit
4th Presentation by Corey Wells – Review of Public Meeting Materials: Mock Public Information
Centre
Question and Answer Period:
An open discussion platform was held during each presentation to provide everyone at the
meeting an opportunity to comment(s) and / or ask a question(s).
TRCA reviewed the key objectives of the meeting and noted staff are looking for the CLC to
bring their expertise and community knowledge when reviewing materials during this meeting.
The CLC meeting will act as a sounding board prior to the first Public Information Centre (PIC)
in April. It was recommended CLC members keep in mind the following when reviewing
materials:
x
x
x
x

What is missing?
Immediate concerns?
Missed opportunities?
Clarity and readability?

Information packages will be sent (via email) to all CLC members containing the materials
reviewed in this meeting. Comments on the materials are to be sent to TRCA by April 1, 2019
end of day.
Update to The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment Presentation
Q: Where will the FAQs be posted?
A: The information we create and gather from CLC members regarding the FAQs will be
made available on The Meadoway website.
Q: Referring to The Meadoway map, why do the study areas incorporate some residential areas
and not others?
A: When developing the Local and Regional Study Areas (LSA and RSA), we take into
account a number of different elements and components such as natural features, major
community areas, and delineations of neighbourhoods. These areas are not fixed and
are being updated as we learn more about the project.
Q: Referring to The Meadoway map, in particular the Local Study Area, why are there areas
(highlighted in red, slide 10) that protrude out?
A: Due to the presence of significant infrastructure that intersects with the hydro corridor,
such as active rail lines (section 3) or the 401 series highway (section 6), off-corridor trail
alignments will need to be explored in the event that crossing these structures is
considered unfeasible.
2

Preliminary Trail Alignments and Evaluation Framework Presentation
Section 3
Q: The area in Section 3 will be under construction for a long period of time. Has there been any
conversations with TTC, Metrolinx/GO, and other stakeholders about subway construction as it
may impact bridge location?
A: Various partners and stakeholders have been engaged and ongoing conversations
continue to be held regarding possible bridge locations, crossings, etc. We are making
sure these trails align with other initiatives, while also pointing to key elements that need
to be considered (e.g., multi-model hotspots for various connections). These situations
arise across the corridor that are being looked at and reviewed; we are working with all
stakeholders to address constraints and opportunities.
Q: Are you looking at restoration and naturalization of waterways that transect the corridor? It
will be important to use this as an opportunity to mitigate future impacts.
A: The Dillon fluvial geomorphology team is looking at erosion and flood patterns for all
proposed crossings and is incorporating the data as it relates to the proposed
alignments. The influence of climate change is also evaluated as part of the hydraulic
assessments.
Q: Are there budget limitations?
A: The Class EA process will evaluate all alternatives and consider a range of impacts
from natural to cultural, including financial impacts. In the end, almost anything is
feasible if the funding exists however the EA aims to ensure an imbalance does not take
place. Once we get into the implementation stage, we will look at all sources of funds
that could apply to this project and make it successful.
C: Walking outside the corridor in the residential area and up Midland Avenue on foot is a turn
off. Take into consideration the length difference and add this factor as part of the alignment
considerations.
Section 5
Q: Is there grade specifications?
A: The AODA specification is 5%. When we look at refining the alignments we will get
much more specific into the nuances of the slope and trail.
Q: Any thought about the work the City of Toronto will be conducting in the Highland area?
A: Yes, we will show where bridge crossings are planned as part of that trail
improvement and look at how The Meadoway trail can effectively connect to this system.
Q: Ellesmere is not a nice road (aesthetically) to walk along; has there been consideration to
use Military Trail as the potential alignment?
A: Military Road was considered; however, a number of safety concerns were noted.
These include: a very steep grade to the road, no existing paved shoulder (or
space/ability to accommodate), and the high speed of vehicular traffic that use the road
as a throughway. Based on these factors it was not brought forward as a potential
alignment.

3

Q. In the hybrid plan, is there a way to get back into the corridor sooner after the creek? As
opposed to going all the way along Ellesmere and up Neilson.
A. We will look into that.
Section 6
C: Concern that one of the alignments goes through the University.
A: As part of the Master Planning process for the University of Toronto Scarborough
Campus, a pedestrian route along Military Trail will be designed. Our proposed
alignment would be part of this exclusive pedestrian system which will also include a
bike path.
Section 7
Q: Why does the suggested alignment loop down the river instead of crossing further north?
A: This is the steepest part of the slope which is why the suggested route loops down
the river. Because this area is so steep, the switch back in the area would be very long
and have potentially significant environmental impacts. We want to stay away from
building a crossing structure over any river meander. We have to consider flood events
and erosion. Upstream of Meadowvale, river flows are significant during flood events
and safely building a crossing structure at this location is not feasible.
C: Consider separate biking trail and walking trail. There are lots of people that go to the zoo via
bicycle and they would want an easy trail. Consider splitting the trail instead of multi-use.
Overview of Visualization Toolkit Presentation
Perkins+Will reviewed their presentation and noted they are working to characterize the
sections and identify potential gateways.
Q: Is this presentation available on The Meadoway website?
A: The information in the presentation is draft; once the material is finalized for the PIC, it
will be provided on the website.
Review of Public Meeting Materials: Mock Public Information Centre
Q: Will the Fluvial Geomorphology report be made available?
A: We have a draft Existing Conditions report and we can circulate this to you. It is very
technical as it is a component for the EA. We can send this to you for informational
purposes only.
TRCA noted that comments on the materials (draft evaluation criteria and draft preliminary
alignments) are to be sent to TRCA April 1, 2019 end of day.
ACTION ITEM: A follow-up email with the PIC location and additional information, including the
advertising flyer, will be sent to CLC members. We will communicate that parking is free after
6pm and there will be directional signage along the main roads and parking lots.
Q: Will you be inviting the media?
A: We might run some additional articles prior to the PIC, but we do have our mandated
items (e.g., newspaper ad) through the EA process that we will adhere to.
4

C: Some CLC members expressed interest in providing testimonials regarding the project.
C: The TRCA should provide CLC members information in Tweets and Facebook that they can
send to their member organizations.
ACTION ITEM: TRCA to send CLC members social media email containing flyer, newsletter,
social media links/tags and additional material for circulation.

5
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Community Liaison Committee #3
June 11, 2019
6:30 to 8:30 PM
St. Andrews Catholic School – Room 217, Second Floor Library
960 Bellamy Road N, Scarborough

AGENDA

1. Welcome
2. Update to The Meadoway Class EA and Visualization Toolkit
3. Evaluation of Alternative Alignments
4. Existing Conditions Report
5. Upcoming Public Information Centre #2
6. Open Discussion

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
Presentation

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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June11th,2019

AGENDA
1. Welcome
2. UpdatetoClassEAandToolkit
3. EvaluationMatrix
4. ExistingConditionsReport
5. UpcomingOpenHouse
6. OpenDiscussion

CommunityLiaisonCommittee#3

TheMeadoway

1

Feb– July19

June– Oct19

Oct– Dec19

• FormallyinitiatedinOctoberof2018
• Developmentofguidingprinciples,objectives,and
opportunitystatements
• Assessment,analysis,andsynthesisofexistingconditions

Jan– Feb19

ClassEA– Phase1Complete

2

Feb– July19

June– Oct19

Oct– Dec19

• Identifyarangeofpotentialtrailalignmentsatincomplete
sectionsofthecorridor
• EvaluateeachalignmentagainstasetofobjectiveͲbased
criteria
• Selectpreferredalignments

Jan– Feb19

ClassEA– Phase2Ongoing

3

• PublicOpenHouse– x1
 >50attendees
 Diverseattendance(CLC,MPs,
Councillors,CBC,trailusers,
adjacentcommunityreps.)
 >60commentsprovided– Positive
feedback!

• TechnicalAdvisoryCommittees– x2

• CommunityLiaisonCommittees– x3

• MeetingswithKeyStakeholdersͲ >10

ConsultationToͲDate

4

5

• Phase1– ConceptualFoundation
• Technicalreview
• Casestudydevelopment
ExistingConditionsReport
• Fieldinvestigations
• Programming&Typology

VisualizationToolkit– Phase1Complete(JanͲApr)

• Phase2Ͳ
• Conceptualrenderingpackage
• Videoanimationdevelopment
• Visioningworkshops

VisualizationToolkit

VisualizationToolkit– Phase2Ongoing(MayͲOct)

6

First Year:
Mow and Till to Expose Soil

• Section7
• SiteprepforJuneseeding(3ha)
• Siteprepforcovercrop(1ha)
• Postandsigninstallation

• Sections4and7(50ha)
• Garbagecollection
• Soilsamples
• Maintenancemow
• Buffermowexistingmeadow
• NonͲNativewoodyveg.removal

CompletedDeliverables:

RestorationͲ SpringUpdate

BytheNumbers
• 73classesengaged
• 405students,teachersandparent
volunteershavetransplantednative
wildflowers
• >1,050communitymembersengaged

LookingAhead
• Collaboratingwithcommunity
partnersincludingTPL,RNUP,T.OFeld
Naturalists,T.OZooandScarborough
Museum
• EducationInterpreterstohost
Meadowayschooleventsandextend
theirlearningexperience

•

•

Education&CommunityLearning– SpringUpdate

•
•
•
•

S3Ͳ KennedyRd.– ThomsonMemorial

16linearkilometretrail
7sections
4“Complete”
3“Incomplete”

S6Ͳ NeilsonRd.– ConlinsRd.

S5Ͳ ScarboroughGolfClub– NeilsonRd.

AFocuson“Incomplete”SectionsoftheCorridor

10

• TheInͲCorridortrailwillbelocatedclosertothenorthorsouth
edgeofthehydrocorridortominimizefragmentation.
• Existinginfrastructurenowdifferentiatesbetweensidewalk,
multiͲusetrail,andbikelane.
• Allroadcrossinglocationsaddedshowingexisting,proposed,
andpartial.
• NewdestinationssuggestedbyCLCmembers(theWaterfront,
Arsandco Park).
• ThealignmentinSection3wasadjustedtousetheHydroOne
accessroadoffofKennedyAvenue.
• TheInͲCorridoroptionforS6nowextendstoMorningside
Avenue.

UpdatestotheAlternativeAlignments

considerAAAaswellasAODA
Includepotentialforconflict
Includepotentialforfloodrisk
Considerpersonalsecurity

11

• Begoodneighbours– considerHONI,Metrolinx,roadusers
aswellasneighbors

•
•
•
•

• Userexperience– considertheextentofdetourfrom
corridor
• Connections– considertraveldistance,wayfinding,
potentialfutureHighway401crossing
• Trailsafetyforallusers

UpdatesontheEvaluationCriteria

12

• ThehydrocorridorwillhaverestoredmeadowwithorwithouttheinͲcorridortrail
alignment.
• Thetrailswillnotbemaintainedinthewinterandwillnotincludelighting.
• ThetrailscanbemadeAODAcompliantthroughdesign.
• All localconnections arevaluedequally.
• Longerdistanceislessdesirableforpotentialtrailusers.
• InͲcorridortrailhaslimitedpotentialimpactonneighboursasthereisroomfor
separation/screening.
• Therearepotentialcomplexitiesassociatedwithconstructionofoutofcorridor
alternatives.
• Thefuture proposedplanswillbebuilt(i.e.Eglinton EastLRT,UTSC campusplan,
MilitaryTrailrealignmentandtheplannedEllesmereRoadboulevardmultiͲuse
trail).
• Forthepreferredalignmenttheteamwillseekopportunitiestomodifytominimize
impactsandmaximizebenefit.

OurAssumptions

13

Section3:LawrenceAvenueCommunityHub

14

15

Section5:TheRavines

16

17

Section6:Highway401– EasternEntrance

18

• CLC#4– WednesdayOctober2nd (tentative)

• DeadlineforCLC#3Comments– TuesdayJune18th

LookingAhead– ClassEA

19

20
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Environmental Assessment (EA) Community Liaison Committee Meeting #3
Tuesday, June 11, 2019
6:30pm – 8:30pm
St. Richard Catholic School, 960 Bellamy Road North, Scarborough, ON
Attendees:
Miriam Bart (Dillion Consulting), Karla Kolli (Dillon
Consulting), Clint Langevin (Perkins+Will), Katie Turnbull (TRCA), Paul Morris (TRCA), Lisa
Turnbull (TRCA), Violetta Savage (TRCA), Corey Wells (TRCA), Celene Mariano (TRCA)
MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Lisa Turnbull welcomed everyone to the third Community Liaison Committee (CLC) Meeting for
The Meadoway Class EA and thanked everyone for attending.
L. Turnbull also provided a brief update regarding the removal of Section 7 from the Class EA. In
discussions, Parks Canada expressed they are not yet in a position to endorse potential multiuse trail connections to Rouge National Urban Park. Parks Canada is looking at their own trail
network within and connections adjacent to, the park. As it stands, Section 7 is considered a
complete trail for the purposes of the Class EA.
Q: Were any of the MPs consulted or asked how The Meadoway Section 7 and the connection to
Rouge National Urban Park be brought together?
A: TRCA continues to have conversations with Parks Canada, as well as with our funders
The W. Garfield Weston Foundation regarding the matter. TRCA is working to develop a
process where Parks Canada will represent the park at our Public Information Centres
(June and October), as well as throughout the consultation process. This may also include
workshop sessions in which Parks Canada would oversee.
A: The area designated as Section 7 is still in the local and regional study areas as it
relates to The Meadoway Class EA. Baseline information will be complete by TRCA (as
already started); however, Parks Canada will undertake a separate but parallel planning

process (with assistance from TRCA) to determine potential multi-use trail alignments and
how they integrate with other trail networks. The Meadoway Class EA will not be impacted
as a result of this development.
Presentations:
1st Presentation by Corey Wells – Update to The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment
and Visualization Toolkit
2nd Presentation by Karla Kolli – Review of the Draft Evaluation Matrix
Question and Answer Period:
An open discussion platform was held during each presentation to provide everyone at the
meeting an opportunity to comment(s) and / or ask a question(s).
Information packages will be sent (via email) to all CLC members containing the materials
reviewed in this meeting. Comments on the materials are to be sent to TRCA by June 14, 2019
end of day.
Update to The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment and Visualization Toolkit
Presentation
Corey Wells provided a brief update on the Class EA. TRCA is currently in Phase 2 where
alignments are being evaluated. TRCA has had extensive consultation to date including over ten
(10) meetings with stakeholders, two (2) Technical Advisory Committee meetings, two (2)
Community Liaison Committee meetings, and one (1) Public Information Centre (PIC).
The Existing Conditions Report is now complete and available online. Work on Phase 1 of the
Visualization Toolkit (VT) is complete. Phase 2 of the VT will focus on the development of the
conceptual rendering package, video animations, and visualization workshops (similar to the one
held at the first PIC). The second visioning workshop will take place at the next PIC on June 26,
2019.
C. Wells also provided a brief update on Restoration and Education activities that have taken
place over the last few months.
Review of Draft Evaluation Matrix Presentation
Karla Kolli discussed the updates to the alternative alignments and evaluation criteria
(summarized below).
x
x
x

In-corridor trail will be located closer to the north or south edge of the hydro corridor to
maximize meadow restoration.
New destinations suggested by CLC members have been added (the Waterfront,
Arsandco Park).
The alignment in Section 3 was adjusted to use the Hydro One access road off Kennedy
Avenue.

2

x
x

The In-Corridor option for Section 6 now extends to Morningside Avenue.
Evaluation matrix now takes into consideration travel distance, wayfinding and potential
future Highway 401 crossing, and trail safety for all users (e.g., AODA).

Q: What does AODA mean?
A: Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act
Section 3
Q: What would be the cost of the bridge?
A: A firm cost on the rail-corridor crossing is not available at this time, however a highlevel estimate of ~$5 million could be expected, which is based on other rail crossings of
similar scale and scope.
A: For Section 3, the rail corridor bridge structure would be significant. TRCA will
undertake a high-level estimate of construction to be done in the area as part of the Class
EA.
A: The original $40 million estimate included as part of the overall $85 million high-level
project cost is related to the Highway 401 crossing only.
Q: The cost and feasibility of constructing the trail out of corridor might be higher than what it
would cost to build the trail in the corridor. How is costing considered?
A: Yes, it is true that out of corridor costs related to potential road and trail enhancements
are likely to be significant. However, the complexity of the rail bridge is why Option A is
less preferred in this case (i.e., will likely be of a higher overall cost).
A: TRCA needs to be clearer about the differences between costs of in-corridor versus out
of corridor updates to existing infrastructure.
Q: Referring to the “be good neighbours” objective and Hydro One design requirements, how will
TRCA get around this?
A: TRCA consults with Hydro One on all matters relating to this project. There are several
guidelines, policies, and specifications/requirements for work done near the hydro towers,
in which TRCA is aware and will be required to incorporate into the conceptual alignments.
Q: Are there depth constraints in the corridor?
A: Yes, there are restrictions as it relates to undertaking any work at depth within the
corridor. Depth constraints as it relates to trail construction will be considered during the
detailed design in 2020.
A: Meadow restoration activities are restricted to the upper 4” of the topsoil and do not
“trigger” any concerns from Hydro One as it relates to working at depth.
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Section 5
Q: Is there a general notion that people do not like bike lanes and / or paths near their property?
A: Some people like trails and others do not. The idea of people not liking or wanting bike
lanes and / or trails near their property stems from the notion of increased volume of
people.
A: The TRCA restoration work will however provide a significant buffer between the trail
and property boundaries. Greater communication about this is needed. The renderings
that Perkins+Will are creating (as part of the VT) will help illustrate what these buffers
might resemble.
Q: How are people reacting to other paths created in corridors?
A: We don’t know what the community response has been in other hydro corridors, but in
sections of the Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail, people have been excited and the
feedback from community members has been positive.
C: There should be trail etiquette signage placed along the trail. Perhaps there are signs posted
along the trail identifying the do’s and don’ts of trail use. (For example: do not plant in the corridor,
do not take plants, dogs must be on leashes, etc.)
A: This will be an important part of wayfinding messages.
A: We are only really showing the spine of the trail and multi-use system, but there will be
additional opportunities to connect with other trails and other community gatherings in
other locations. As such, it will be important to include signage about “house rules” when
in the corridor.
Q: In regard to “house rules”, will there be opportunities to formally connect / immerse yourself
(via gravel trails off of the primary route, for instance) in the meadow?
A: Yes, those elements will be pulled together in the detailed design phase of the project,
once we identify the alignment.
A: We are also looking at informal trails and how they connect people through the corridor.
However, we cannot say at this time that we will include all informal trails as part of the
design process.
C: I think you should do everything from a design perspective to bring people into the corridor. It
is such a rich opportunity to show people co-existing with nature – especially in flood plain areas
while witnessing meadow transformation. The stewardship opportunity regarding this is huge.
Q: Regarding the flood mitigation strategy and Highland Creek, is there a plan to implement a
protection plan for the bluffs north of the corridor?
A: At this time, there won’t be any stream bank revitalization on the north side. Toronto
Water might look at this area in the future.
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Q: Regarding the Highland Creek Pam Am Path, is there potential to work with the City to restore
the area?
A: The trail system is currently underway. There are different teams at TRCA that work
together – specifically in this area. Construction started last month. TRCA is currently
undertaking the work on behalf of the City of Toronto (Parks, Forestry and Recreation
department).
Section 6
Q: The University of Toronto Scarborough is building a vertical farm on their campus in the near
future. Has this been included in design of the trail?
A: This is great feedback. We are currently unaware of the vertical farm but will reach out
to our contacts at the University and see how this could be potentially highlighted as a
destination.
C: Referring to the land by Highway 401, the area was slatted at one time to be a toboggan hill.
A: Currently the area of land by Highway 401 consists of an old landfill site, maintenance
facility and snow dumping area for the City of Toronto. This area is also where a large
multi-track section of the Eglinton East LRT will be housed.
A: As it relates to this project, this is a no-go zone with respect to construction activities,
as well as historical practices that left the area somewhat contaminated.
Q: Is the trail always considered a multi-use trail or mixed pedestrian use?
A: All Option A alignments will be constructed as multi-use trails.
Q: If the trail is not placed in the corridor, could the trail be realigned in the corridor as a result of
technology change 15 years down the line, which would allow an in-corridor trail?
A: That is possible, but at this time it seems Option A (in-corridor option) is preferred in all
three sections.
A: As it relates to the area near Highway 401 (Section 6), we would need to determine if
the bridge is feasible and if we can justify a $40 million bridge across the highway. Based
on the political climate right now, this does not seem likely; however, we will be conducting
a feasibility assessment of such a crossing. We also need to consider the fact that the
area around the 401 by Morningside will be under construction for the next 10+ years. As
a result, the feasibility assessment will look at timing and the potential to leverage the work
being done in the area. For the short term, we will need to go off corridor in Section 6.
C: The area by Highway 401 will be restored regardless if there is a trail. Perhaps this provides
an opportunity to incorporate small walk-outs / nooks to bring people closer to the restored areas.
Q: There is no weighting associated with the criteria, as a result how do you measure cost?
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A: Correct, there is no weighting associated with the criteria; all objectives are considered
equal in their importance. We look at the level and number of times the criteria is preferred,
as well as the number of times it meets the objective.
A: Perhaps we should provide more information about how we are doing this.
Other Items for Discussion
C. Wells noted that after the June PIC, the CLC will not meet again until October. However, TRCA
will circulate a September newsletter to all CLC members. Questions and / or comments from
CLC members are always welcome at any time.
C. Wells and V. Savage provided a brief description of the PIC taking place on June 26, 2019 at
Thomson Memorial Park. In the event there is inclement weather the day of, the location will be
moved to St. Andrew’s Presbyterian Church the same day. This will be communicated via website
and social media.
General Questions
Q: Will there be winter maintenance and lighting?
A: We have assumed based on what City of Toronto has done with other trails, no winter
maintenance or lighting will be present.
A: There is a bigger conversation to be had regarding maintenance and lighting, beyond
The Meadoway. We also need to take into consideration Hydro One technical
requirements and apply them in detailed design.
C: It is important to add wayfinding or maps on the trail that indicate where on the trail a user is.
For example, indicate major road intersections nearby.
A: This is an important consideration that we will address in detailed design.
A: Wayfinding is a huge umbrella term and education will serve as a large piece of the
puzzle.
C: When looking at each alignment map in separate sections, it can be a bit confusing for readers.
A: For the PIC, we are stitching together the alignment and will use photos to represent
the area.
Q: In what ways is placemaking being considered?
A: Much of the work Perkins+Will is doing on the Visualization Toolkit will incorporate
placemaking concepts; however, this won’t be complete until October. We have asked
that Perkins+Will be present at CLC meetings so that they can incorporate your feedback
into their work.
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The Meadoway
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Section 3

Section 5

• 16 linear kilometre corridor
• 7 sections - 3 “Incomplete” Æ Focus of Class EA
• Hydraulic and geofluvial assessments determined
optimal bridge crossings = trail “anchors”

Focus Areas and Trail “Anchors”

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

Section 6

•
•
•
•

Feb – July 19

June – Oct 19

Oct – Dec 19

Class EA launch (Oct 2018)
Assessment of existing conditions
Identification/evaluation of alternative trail alignments
Select preferred trail alignments

Jan – Feb 19

Class EA – Phase 1 & 2 Complete

S3 - Kennedy Rd. – Thomson Memorial

• Preferred alignments remain within the
hydro corridor (Section 3 and 5)
• Section 6 routes south of 401 Hwy via
UofTS campus and utilizes Conlins Rd.

Preferred Trail Alignments

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

S5 - Scarborough Golf Club – Neilson Rd.

Feb – July 19

June – Oct 19

Oct – Dec 19

• Identify & evaluate design concepts for preferred
alignments
• Select preferred design concepts
• Develop impacts and mitigation measures
• High level cost analysis

Jan – Feb 19

Class EA – Phase 3 Ongoing

o Section 3: provides local connections to existing trails, major transit
stations, and schools.
o Section 5: positive user experience and opportunity to bring trail users
into a richly wooded area.
o Section 6: Crossing over Ellesmere ravine will be a destination for trail
users. Integrates with the UTSC Master Plan.

6

• CLC/PIC/Tac input informed the evaluation of alternative solutions.
• Option A (In-Corridor) was the preferred alternative in all three
sections. Best meets project objectives and creates an immersive,
straightforward, and safe experience for users in the natural
environment.

Outcome of Alternative Alignment Evaluation

Other Infrastructure (no alternatives considered)
• Water crossing structures for Highland Creek and the
Southwest Tributary
• Crossing over rail corridor
• Overall trail type

Alternative Design Concepts Evaluation
• Highland Creek East Slope Alignment
• Chartway Boulevard
• Ellesmere Ravine Bridge Structure

Alternative Design Concepts & Other Infrastructure
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~10% Grade

~5% Grade
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• Instances where it is not possible to comply with
the minimum requirements of the Standard
• Significant negative impacts to ecological integrity
and where existing physical or site constraints do
not allow for modifications.

• Exceptions to Requirements for Recreational
Trails (80.15)

• Integrated Accessibility Standards (O.Reg
191/11)

• Trails should be laid out with accessible pedestrian
paths and footbridges that are suitable for persons
using various mobility aids.
• Slopes greater than 1:20 (5%) require alternate
routes where possible

• Policy 1.3.14 - Trails and Footbridges

• CoT Accessibility Design Guidelines

Accessibility Design Guidelines
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Be cost effective

Be good
neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for
all potential trail
users

Protect and
enhance natural
features

Provide a positive
user experience

Objectives

• Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace;
provides opportunity for education and stewardship
• Establishes a unique and recognizable look-and-feel that is
congruent with the rest of the trail design
• Flexibility to address the desired experience of all users
• Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic species,
communities and/or habitat
• Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g. erosion) and
vegetation/habitat
• Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal safety (e.g.,
human conflict, safe trail design)
• Ability to meet and/or exceed AAA (all ages and abilities) and
AODA for trail design (slopes should not exceed 1:20/5%)
• Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
• Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the
hydro corridor as well as trail users
• Minimizes impacts to utility infrastructure
• Constructability (feasibility, level of design, construction and
operation complexity)
• Capital cost
• Operating and maintenance costs

Evaluation Criteria

᪵

᪵

᪵

Option A-1:
5% grade

Section 5: Highland Creek East Slope Alignment

Preliminary
Preferred10

᪵

᪵

᪵

᪵

Option A-2:
8% grade

1. A-2, facing west

1
3

2. A-2, facing east

2

3. A-1, west on Chartway
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Be cost effective

Be good
neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for
all potential trail
users

Protect and
enhance natural
features

Provide a positive
user experience

Objectives

• Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace;
provides opportunity for education and stewardship
• Establishes a unique and recognizable look-and-feel that is
congruent with the rest of the trail design
• Flexibility to address the desired experience of all users
• Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic species,
communities and/or habitat
• Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g. erosion) and
vegetation/habitat
• Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal safety (e.g.,
human conflict, safe trail design)
• Ability to meet and/or exceed AAA (all ages and abilities) and
AODA for trail design (slopes should not exceed 1:20/5%)
• Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
• Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the
hydro corridor as well as trail users
• Minimizes impacts to utility infrastructure
• Constructability (feasibility, level of design, construction and
operation complexity)
• Capital cost
• Operating and maintenance costs

Evaluation Criteria

Section 6: Chartway Blvd. Trail Alignment

᪵

᪵

᪵

Option A-1

Preliminary
Preferred12

᪵

᪵

᪵

᪵

Option A-2

A heavily forested,
aesthetically pleasing valley
system, with opportunities
for passive rehabilitation of
existing channel

Ellesmere Ravine
Recommended bridge crossing
to fully span the ravine to avoid
placement of trail infrastructure
within unstable valley and
channel

A steep, confined valley
system with active
channel movement and
excess erosion.

Technical challenges
related to nearby hydro
infrastructure
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•
•

•
•

Singe span (no piers)
Suspension cables embedded
in deck
Complex and unique design
Expensive

Option A-1: Stress Ribbon

•

•

•
•

Common bridge type
Girders function as a means of
support
Two concrete piers required
within the ravine as supports
Simple and cost effective to
construct

Option A-2: 3-Span Structure

Ellesmere Ravine Crossing Concepts

•

•

•
•

Unique, arched structure
Piers and spandrel supports
built within ravine
Interesting aesthetic with
complex construction
requirements
Significant cost

Option A-3: Deck Arch
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Evaluation Criteria

Provide a
positive user
experience

• Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace; provides
opportunity for education and stewardship
• Establishes a unique and recognizable look-and-feel that is congruent with the
rest of the trail design
• Flexibility to address the desired experience of all users
Protect
• Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic species, communities/ habitat
natural
• Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g. erosion) and
features
vegetation/habitat
Maintain safe • Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal safety (e.g., human
environment
conflict, safe trail design)
for potential • Ability to meet and/or exceed AAA (all ages and abilities) and AODA for trail
trail users
design (slopes should not exceed 1:20/5%)
• Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
Be good
• Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the hydro corridor
neighbours
as well as trail users
• Minimizes impacts to utility infrastructure
Be cost
• Constructability (feasibility, level of design, construction and operation
effective
complexity)
• Capital cost
• Operating and maintenance costs

Objectives

Section 6: Ellesmere Ravine Crossing

᪵

᪵

᪵

A-1

Preliminary
Preferred

᪵

᪵

᪵

A-2
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᪵

A-3

Other Infrastructure (no alternatives considered)
• Water crossing structures for Highland Creek and the
Southwest Tributary
• Crossing over rail corridor
• Overall trail type

Alternative Design Concepts & Other Infrastructure
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• S3 – TTC/GO Stouffville & SW
Trib. of Highland Creek

• S5 – Milliken Branch of
Highland Creek

• TTC/GO structure location and design concept will be driven by
technical considerations based on Metrolinx/HONI requirements

• Two simple water crossings, limited potential for
enhancement/impacts associated with bridge type

Other Pedestrian Crossings
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• High-capacity trail will be considered based on need(e.g. catchment
size, population density, number of entry points, variety of
destinations, alternative trail options, demonstrated level of use).

o Matches with existing trail type
o Matches with intersecting trails (e.g., Pan Am Trail)
o Limited # of high-capacity trails in the City
o Level of use unknown as trail is currently not connected
o Cost

• The Meadoway is proposed as a Primary Trail:

o Primary Trail - Default width: 3.6 m. User volumes: medium to high.
o High-Capacity Trail - Default width: 4.1m. User volumes: highest.

• Toronto Multi-Use Trail Design Guidelines

Trail Type – Primary and High Capacity Options
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• Public Open House #3 – Wednesday October 23rd

• Comments Due – Wednesday October 9th

Looking Ahead – Class EA
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Physical Models

Virtual Reality Update
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Environmental Assessment (EA) Community Liaison Committee Meeting #4
Wednesday, October 2, 2019
6:30pm – 8:30pm
Scarborough Civic Centre (Committee Room 1), 150 Borough Drive, Scarborough, ON
Attendees:

Karla Kolli (Dillon Consulting),
Clint Langevin (Perkins+Will), Katie Turnbull (TRCA), Lisa Turnbull (TRCA), Corey Wells (TRCA),
Celene Mariano (TRCA), Karen Horsman (TRCA), Konain (Neena) Sajid (TRCA)
MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Lisa Turnbull welcomed everyone to the fourth and final Community Liaison Committee (CLC)
Meeting for The Meadoway Class EA and thanked everyone for attending. L. Turnbull then
introduced two new TRCA staff members to the Project Team:
x
x

Karen Horsman – Communication Manager, Project Management Services
Konain (Neena) Sajid – Intern, Project Management Services

Presentations:
1st Presentation by Corey Wells – Update to The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment
2nd Presentation by Karla Kolli – Identification and Evaluation of Design Concepts for the Preferred
Alignment
3rd Presentation by Clint Langevin – Update on the Visualization Toolkit Rendering Package
Question and Answer Period:
An open discussion platform was held during each presentation to provide everyone at the
meeting an opportunity to comment(s) and / or ask a question(s).

Information packages will be sent (via email) to all CLC members containing the materials
reviewed in this meeting. Comments on the materials are to be sent to TRCA by October 9, 2019
end of day.
Update to The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment
Corey Wells provided a brief update on the Class EA. TRCA is currently in Phase 3 of the EA
process where we have identified the preliminary alternative design concepts and are evaluating
them based on objectives-based criteria. Both hydraulic and geofluvial assessments were
completed and helped determine the optimal bridge crossings for the preliminary design concepts.
C. Wells noted TRCA has had extensive consultation to date including several meetings with
stakeholders, three (3) Technical Advisory Committee meetings, three (3) Community Liaison
Committee meetings, and two (2) Public Information Centre (PIC). TRCA is now in the final stage
of the consultation process and will be holding the third and final Public Information Centre on
October 23, 2019.
Identification and Evaluation of Design Concepts for the Preferred Alignment
Karla Kolli briefly discussed the outcomes of the alternative alignment evaluation, previously
brought to the CLC at meeting number three (3) – summarized below:
x
x

We received and reviewed information from CLC, TAC, and PICs that was used to inform
and evaluate the alternative solutions.
Option A (In-Corridor) was the preferred alternative alignment in all three sections, as it
best meets project objectives.

Highland Creek – Alternative Design Concepts
x

When reviewing and evaluating the alternative design concepts, we remained cognizant
of All Ages and Abilities, Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA), and the
City of Toronto Accessibility Design Guidelines.

x

City of Toronto Accessibility Design Guidelines were consulted in detail when identifying
alternative design concepts for the eastern slope of Highland Creek (Section 5). While
“meeting or exceeding AODA requirements” is one of our evaluation criteria, O. Reg.
191/11 does provide exceptions to meeting 5% grade in instances where it is not possible
to comply with minimum requirements of the standard.
o

Exceptions can be made to the requirements in areas where significant negative
impacts to the environment would occur as a result. The objectives used in this
evaluation are the same used throughout the entire project – same as those used
for the trail alignment.

x

TRCA is scheduled to present to the Community Disability Steering Committee in
November, to discuss AODA requirements, multi-use trail designs, and gather information
on mitigation measures before proceeding to the detailed design phase.

x

Option A-2 has less of an impact to the natural environment due to a smaller overall trail
footprint (approximately 250 m shorter than Option A-1). Option A-2 has also been
2

identified as preferred given it is more cost effective to construct. Once the detailed design
process is underway, after the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MOECP)
approves the Environmental Study Report, concepts such as pedestrian rest nodes and
mitigation measure will be examined.
x

We undertook a preliminary field-level assessment of the slope and the unevaluated
wetland in this area to determine existing conditions. TRCA is working with the Ministry to
classify this wetland feature, its health, and how we can construct a trail that does not
impact ecological integrity. Much of the slope understory in this area is comprised of dogstrangling vine (DSV), an invasive species. This allows TRCA to restore much of the area
to improve the ecology of the slope.

x

Q: What does this mean in practical terms when using a wheelchair for example on the
trail? Will there be signs for cyclists to dismount?
o

A: Regardless of the trail grade (5% or 8%), TRCA will incorporate signage
throughout The Meadoway trail system.

o

A: Within the multi-use trail guidelines, there are standard criteria that we will follow
when implementing signage. Such signage may include the grade, slope length,
and distance. In addition to safety features, there may be mitigation measures put
in place in this section of the trail that may include safety railings, pattern concrete,
and/or visual cues for trail users.

o

Q: Will the construction of stairs be considered during detailed design?


x

x

A: No. Only a multi-use trail will be constructed along the eastern slope of
Highland Creek.

Q: Are there other sections in The Meadoway where there is 8% grade?
o

A: There are other multi-use trails in the City of Toronto that exceed 5% grade;
however, there are none that exist in the corridor currently. This portion of the trail
would be the only instance where 5% would be exceeded. Ellesmere Road is an
example of a sidewalk that is greater than 8% grade.

o

A: We will incorporate wayfinding and signage along the trail that will notify users
of the differences in grade and the approximate distance to be travelled.

o

It was suggested that an example of 5% and 8% slope be constructed for the
upcoming PIC in October so that members of the public have a better
understanding of the differences.

Q: Will the construction of an 8% slope give the City of Toronto reason to not remove snow
on the trail? Year-round budgeting for maintenance of The MW trail, especially in the
winter, should be considered.
o

A: Regardless of grade, all multi-use trails within The Meadoway will be
incorporated into the City’s trail management program. However, at this time, there
are no winter maintenance plans in place for The Meadoway trail network.
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Chartway Boulevard – Alternative Design Concepts
x

TRCA has met with the University of Toronto Scarborough Campus (UTSC) regarding the
proposed alignment and how it can be integrated into the UTSC Master Plan. During
discussions, it became apparent there was an opportunity to run the trail north of Chartway
Boulevard, through the current UTSC farm. This option (A-2) provides for a more
immersive experience while also improving safety by removing users from the residential
street.

x

C: Connecting the trail through the north campus of UTSC, adjacent to their campus farm,
will be interesting for students and people walking through campus. It will be a new way
to experience The Meadoway.

x

Once we move into detailed design, TRCAs intention is to consult with the residents of
Chartway Boulevard and assure them there will be adequate separation provided between
any trail and their properties (e.g., through a vegetated buffer).

x

Q: Referring to Section 6 Chartway Boulevard alignment map, what are the differences
between a proposed pedestrian crossing and the existing pedestrian crossings?

x

o

A: The area in which the proposed pedestrian crossing is suggested (at Pan Am
Drive), currently does not have a crossing for pedestrians; we would propose a
mid-block crossing system in this area for safety purposes. The area is not heavily
trafficked, as such it would not require a signalized crossing.

o

A: Where the existing crossings exist, we may look at the potential to enhance and
improve these crossings.

Q: Throughout the UTSC Master Plan process, will TRCA continue to coordinate with
UTSC?
o

x

A: Yes. TRCA has been in close discussion with the UTSC lead architect, who also
is a representative on The Meadoway Technical Advisory Committee, and other
senior staff. The UTSC Team is very supportive of our plans to integrate the trail
with their master planning process and we will continue to work closely with them
throughout the detailed design stages.

Q: If the trail is to be constructed through the campus, will the TRCA have to integrate into
the design some standards specific to the UTSC (e.g., lighting, safety features, etc.)
o

A: Yes. The section of trail proposed through the north campus will need to
incorporate into its design features specific to the UTSC, such as branding, safety
elements, and lighting. It will be important to maintain a balance between the look
and feel of The Meadoway with that of the UTSC.

Ellesmere Ravine – Alternative Design Concepts
x

It was suggested that an inset map be added to the PIC panel showing Ellesmere Ravine.

x

Q: Referring to the bridge in Option A-1, where was this photo taken?
o

A: This photo is a bridge in Oregon. There are only two examples of this bridge
built in Canada. It is not a common bridge.
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x

Q: What is the depth of the ravine in this section? Is there chance for erosion?
o

x

Q: Referring to Option A-1 Stress Ribbon bridge, would salting and corrosion be a
concern?
o

x

The ravine is approximately 15-20 m deep. As with any active channel, the effects
of erosion will need to be factored into the bridge design (e.g., scour protection).

A: At this time, no winter maintenance is planned for the structure and thus salt will
not be applied. The bridge design will have industry standards for corrosion
prevention developed for Canadian weather.

Q: Will there be tree removal in this area as a result of bridge construction?
o

A: Yes, the construction of the bridge would require removal of some trees on
either side of the bridge. However, after construction TRCA will incorporate
restoration measures throughout the area. There will also be a host of safety
measures and features by each entry and exist point of the bridge.

Trail Type
x

TRCA and Dillon Consulting are undertaking a Public Use Assessment of the trail that
currently exists. Although The Meadoway will move forward as a primary trail, we also are
looking at options for high capacity areas. A high capacity trail will be considered on a
needs-basis.

x

Q: Is cost the only driving factor as to why the high capacity trail wouldn’t be constructed
throughout the corridor?
o

A: Cost is part of the reason; however, it is unclear what the user volumes will be
once the trail is built in its entirety. We are heavily constrained in the hydro corridor
by Hydro One regulations and maximizing meadow restoration is a core priority.
Specific metrics, such as trail location, catchment size, adjacent amenities, and
user volumes will guide the potential future development of high-capacity trails.

o

C: Do not put yourself in a corner during detailed design. TRCA should ensure the
trail can accommodate both a primary and high capacity trail.


A: Noted. A primary trail configuration will be implemented, but our
assessment will identify where high-capacity trails could be constructed
and there is flexibility in modifying the design if the future need is identified.



C: Perhaps there is an opportunity to create two separate path systems
allowing for primary and high capacity trails.
x

A: At this time, TRCA cannot plan for two separate trail systems in
the corridor. There are many factors to consider having two trail
systems (i.e., Hydro One regulations, impacts to the environment,
cost, and neighbouring property lines – widening the trail may
impact neighbouring residents).

5

Update on the Visualization Toolkit Rendering Package
Clint Langevin reviewed the draft rendering package and noted the following:
x

The renderings are still draft and staff are continuing to make adjustments. The renderings
are purely conceptual.

x

During the EA process TRCA is looking at the spine of the trail – the main/primary trail
alignment; however, in the future TRCA will look at spur areas, as seen in the renderings.

x

When looking at the Wetland rendering, it is important to note that TRCA would not
build/construct a wetland that wouldn’t naturally form on its own.

x

Q: Looking at the Thompson Gardens rendering, would this area be fenced?

x

x

o

A: There may be some fencing in the area. These renderings are preliminary and
purely conceptual; they are simply suggestive of what the space could look like.

o

A: Please review these images and let us know how these make you feel and other
features would like to see in the MW.

C: Perhaps a winter panel could be developed as a number of people use the corridor
during the winter months.
o

A: This is a great suggestion; however, we have to be mindful that the trail will not
be maintained during the winter.

o

C: The trail and corridor can be used for cross country skiing. The trail does not
necessarily need to be maintained during the winter in order for people to use it.
Our role as CLC members is to showcase this trail and its usage, and take this to
our elected officials where we can argue for winter trail maintenance. The
Meadoway should create an international standard for trail creation in hydro
corridors.

C: Since these are conceptual renderings, I would suggest removing the name of places.
For example, rename Neilson Road crossing. When people look at these renderings, they
may think this is exactly what the particular area will look like in the future, rather than
looking at it as an example.

Other Items for Discussion
Upcoming PIC #3
x

Q: referring to the Instagram booth, is this something that is portable and can be taken
to different community events?
o

A: Yes, that is a great idea. TRCA can coordinate this.

x

TRCA has circulated the flyer for PIC #3. Please share this flyer with your friends,
family, and community. We encourage everyone to attend as this is the last PIC for
the EA process.

x

All information discussed at the PIC will be uploaded to the website with a designated
time to solicit comments.

6

Looking Ahead
x

Moving forward, our goal is to submit the Environmental Study Report in December for
agency and public review. TRCA will circulate the Notice of Completion to CLC members.

x

Once TRCA moves into detailed design in 2020, we will be soliciting opportunities to meet
with you and keep you apprised of the project as it moves forward. This touchpoint likely
takes place when detailed design is at 90% completion. If CLC members are open to it,
TRCA would meet with you late winter or early spring. The meeting would be very informal
and there is no pressure to attend.

x

In 2020, once the EA is approved by MOECP, our intention is to move forward with the
design and construction of Section 5 - Highland Creek. Completing this section of the trail
will really showcase The Meadoway to the public.

x

The other sections of the trail would not be implemented in 2020, but TRCA would begin
the design process. At this time, funding is not available to implement the other sections
of the trail.

x

Q: Would this project qualify for infrastructure funds?
o

x

A: The government has not announced a new round for funding opportunities; all
funds are currently committed. However, this is a source of funding we will look in
to the future.

All materials covered in today’s meeting will be available for your review and comment via
OneDrive. Please send your comments to TRCA by end of day Wednesday, October 9,
2019.
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The Meadoway
Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment

Community Liaison Committee - February 2019 Newsletter
Welcome and Happy New Year!
January is behind us and we are moving full steam ahead on The Meadoway Class Environmental
Assessment. This newsleƩer provides a snapshot of some of the key items we’ve been working on since
our CLC meeƟng in December, as well as a look at what’s to come. But Įrst, a quick recap!

The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment Recap
x

What is an EA? A process used to predict environmental eīects before project implementaƟon.

x

Why Undertake an EA? Minimize or avoid adverse environmental eīects before they occur;
incorporate environmental factors; and, provide meaningful public and stakeholder parƟcipaƟon.

x

Goal: IdenƟfy and evaluate a range of potenƟal mulƟ-use trail alignments, culminaƟng in a preferred
main route.

Guiding Principles

Where are we at?
We are currently moving into Phase 2: IdenƟĮcaƟon and
EvaluaƟon of AlternaƟve Trail Alignments. In this phase, and
moving into Spring 2019, we will undergo the development of
the preliminary VisualizaƟon Toolkit; begin site prep,
maintenance mow and monitoring for the meadow restoraƟon
component; hold our second CLC meeƟng; and, hold our Įrst
Pubic InformaƟon Centre / Visioning Workshop in April.

1

Project Updates
x

Perkins+Will signed a contract with TRCA to provide professional landscape architecture and design
services for the development of the VisualizaƟon Toolkit. The Toolkit will deĮne and illustrate the “look
and feel” of The Meadoway by seƫng the overall design direcƟon and philosophy. More informaƟon to
come!

x

The 2018 Terrestrial Biological Inventory Report for The Meadoway is completed and can be accessed
HERE.

x

The ExisƟng CondiƟons Report and Preliminary Fluvial Geomorphology Assessment have been completed
and are undergoing an internal review.

x

Our MarkeƟng and CommunicaƟons division is updaƟng The Meadoway website in preparaƟon for the
fast approaching public and stakeholder engagement season. Check out the website HERE for regular
updates.

What we Heard
Thank you for submiƫng your worksheets! Overall, 4 key themes arose from responses:
x

ConnecƟvity

x

Safety

x

Meaningful Engagement

x

WayĮnding / Signage

A summary document and full compilaƟon of the worksheets have been created and are available HERE to
review.

Next Steps
¡

Contact Us!

CLC MeeƟng #2—Thursday, March 28th from 6:30pm—8:30pm

Corey Wells

This meeƟng will review the preliminary alternaƟve trail alignments,
water crossings, as well as The Meadoway Problem & Opportunity
Statement (available HERE). Please review this document and bring any
comments/quesƟons to the meeƟng. An oĸcial invite with further
details will be circulated at a later date. We would like to ensure that CLC
meeƟng locaƟons are evenly dispersed throughout the project area. As
such, we are seeking your feedback on suitable venues. Please send us
your suggesƟons by February 22nd. Your help goes a long way!
¡ FAQs

Project Manager, TRCA

We are in the process of developing a list of Frequently Asked QuesƟons
and would like your input! Please bring 2-3 suggested FAQs to the next
CLC meeƟng in March.

T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca

Celene Mariano
Project Coordinator, TRCA
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5653
E: celene.mariano@trca.on.ca
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Welcome Back!
Hello CLC members and welcome back! We hope
you’ve enjoyed the summer. The Meadoway team
has been busy moving ahead on the Class
Environmental Assessment, restoring meadow
habitat, and connecting with the community. This
newsletter provides a snapshot of some of the key
items we’ve been working on over the summer, as
well as a look at what’s to come.

The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment - Project Updates
x

Phases 1 and 2 of the Environmental Assessment are complete. With your input, we’ve
identified existing conditions and evaluated alternative trail alignments. We are now in Phase 3
of the process which consists of identifying and evaluating the design alternatives and
selecting the preferred concept for each alignment.

x

Phase 2 of the Visualization Toolkit is well underway with the development of conceptual
renderings identifying major public gathering places and potential pedestrian bridges.
Perkins+Will are currently developing two video animations which will showcase the unique
characteristics of The Meadoway.

x

The TRCA Restoration staff have been hard at work in The Meadoway undertaking site
preparation in section 1 (Bermondsey Rd. to Pharmacy Ave.), and monitoring and adaptive
management in section 4 (McCowan Rd. to Scarborough Gold Club Rd.) and section 7
(Conlins Rd. to Meadowvale Rd.).

x

The TRCA Education and Training team have had several community events throughout the
summer, engaging community and school groups at the Toronto Zoo, Scarborough Museum,
Rouge National Urban Park and many more! To date, over 2,000 students have participated in
The Meadoway School Program; approximately 1,500 people have participated in community
programs; and 180 participants in dedicated newcomer programs.

:H KDYH XSGDWHG 7KH 0HDGRZD\ ZHEVLWH WR LQFOXGH DGGLWLRQDO LQIRUPDWLRQ DERXW
UHVWRUDWLRQZRUNDQGHGXFDWLRQDOFRPPXQLW\DFWLYLWLHVWKDWKDYHWDNHQSODFHWRGDWH&KHFN
RXWWKHZHEVLWH+(5(IRUUHJXODUSURMHFWXSGDWHV

ϭ



Consultation and Engagement
x

Our second Public Information Centre was held on June 26th at Thompson Memorial Park. It was
a beautiful day and we received great comments and feedback on the evaluation matrix and
alternative trail alignments.

x

We are in the process of planning our third and final Public Information Centre. It is scheduled on
October 23rd at the Latvian Canadian Cultural Centre. We will provide additional details in
October.

x

Our fourth CLC meeting will be held on October 2nd at the Scarborough Civic Centre. This
meeting will review Phase 3 of the Class EA, as well as the preferred alternative trail alignment.

Fall Community Event
Experience The Meadoway!
Join us for a free family outdoor event to experience The
Meadoway! Take part in meadow plantings, guided hikes, bike
tours and more, all while learning about meadow plants and
wildlife. Visit the website +(5( for additional information.
:KHQSunday, September 22nd from 10am – 2pm
:KHUH Benshire Drive and Gatineau Hydro Corridor, Scarborough
(closest major intersection is McCowan Rd. and Lawrence Ave.
East).

&RQWDFW8V
ŽƌĞǇtĞůůƐ
WƌŽũĞĐƚDĂŶĂŐĞƌ͕dZ
d͗ϰϭϲͲϲϲϭͲϲϲϬϬĞǆƚ͘ϱϮϯϯ
͗ĐŽƌĞǇ͘ǁĞůůƐΛƚƌĐĂ͘ĐĂ


ĞůĞŶĞDĂƌŝĂŶŽ
WƌŽũĞĐƚŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŽƌ͕dZ
d͗ϰϭϲͲϲϲϭͲϲϲϬϬĞǆƚ͘ϱϲϱϯ
͗ĐĞůĞŶĞ͘ŵĂƌŝĂŶŽΛƚƌĐĂ͘ĐĂ
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Indigenous Consultation
Indigenous Communities
Prior to the delivery of any notifications, the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation, and Parks (MECP) was
contacted for advice and information on the Indigenous communities that should be contacted during the
Indigenous Engagement process for The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environment Assessment,
Schedule C (The Meadoway Class EA). Additional Indigenous communities were also considered, including those
nations who have previously expressed interest in TRCA projects. As a result, the following Indigenous
communities were engaged:
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Curve Lake First Nation
Hiawatha First Nation
Huron-Wendat Nation
Mississaugas of Alderville First Nation
Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
Williams Treaties First Nations Coordinator

The project is located within the Traditional Territories and/or Treaty Lands of the above identified communities.
They were engaged on this project to provide feedback on possible impacts on Traditional Land Uses, Aboriginal
Rights, and/or Treaty Rights.
There are no Indigenous reserves or communities within the project limits.
The following subchapters provide an overview of the Indigenous consultation undertaken as part of The
Meadoway Class EA; detailed information and supporting documental can be found below.

Notifications
A formal Notice of Commencement package was sent on October 26, 2018 to the Indigenous communities, as
noted above, to inform them of the initiation of The Meadoway Class EA. Any interested communities were
invited to contact Kathryn Brown, Senior Archaeologist and Coordinator of Indigenous Engagement at TRCA.
Enclosed within the notification was: a letter introducing the project and the formal Notice of Commencement.
Follow up emails were conducted if a response to the Notice of Commencement was not received in order to
ensure each Indigenous community received the notification and to answer any questions that would help
communities evaluate interest in the project.
In addition, notifications for all three Public Information Centres (PICs) were also sent to each Indigenous
community (see Table X.X). The Notice of Completion will be circulated on December 12, 2019.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Table 1: Summary of notification touchpoints
Notification

Date

Notice of Commencement

October 26, 2018

Public Information Centre #1

April 3, 2019

Public Information Centre #2

June 10, 2019

Public Information Centre #3

October 4, 2019

Notice of Completion

December 12, 2019

Results of Indigenous Engagement
Following the Notice of Commencement, two Indigenous communities expressed interest in the project. The
subsequent text provides a summary of their interests and concerns.
Potential Impacts to Archaeological Resources
Both Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation (MCFN) and the Huron-Wendat Nation (HWN) expressed interest in
archaeological assessments completed during the course of the project. The completed Stage 1 Archaeological
Assessment was sent to both communities and TRCA staff will ensure that any necessary future Archaeological
Assessments are also provided.
MCFN also indicated that they would like to be involved at all stages of archaeological assessments, including
having Field Liaison Representatives (FLRs) on site for all archaeological field work. This request is discussed in
further detail in the following section.
Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation Engagement Concerns
After the Notice of Commencement was sent to MCFN on October 26, 2018, TRCA received a letter from a law
firm representing MCFN dated November 16, 2018. This letter claimed that TRCA did not consult or engage MCFN
on the project, and that as a result MCFN had been denied full participation in the project.
MCFN concerns raised in the letter included:
-

-

-

Engagement is required at each assessment stage and involves active participation by MCFN Department
of Consultation and Accommodation (DOCA) and FLRs in property evaluations, field work and analysis,
and in developing recommendations on the disposition of archaeological resources.
Engagement by TRCA is required as TRCA makes decisions that have the potential to infringe on MCFN’s
Aboriginal and Treaty rights.
Cited MCFN’s Aboriginal title claim to the water, beds of water, and flood plains within MCFN’s Treaty
lands and Territory as heightening TRCA’s duty to consult with MCFN regarding the lands that fall within
The Meadoway project.
MCFN believes there is significant potential that archaeological and other cultural resources of MCFN
and its ancestors will be located during the archaeological fieldwork required for The Meadoway project.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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-

Without MCFN’s active participation in, and monitoring of, the archaeological fieldwork, MCFN cannot
reasonably move forward on, or support, The Meadoway project.
MCFN is not opposed to The Meadoway project and the redevelopment of the lands to facilitate the
creation of a multi-use trail network and restored habitat. MCFN should be fully involved in the planning
and development of the proposed lands. Until a reasonable outcome has been reached between MCFN
and TRCA regarding the project and MCFN’s participation in it MCFN is of the option that the Meadoway
project should not move forward until their Aboriginal and Treaty rights have been respected.

On January 15, 2019 staff from the DOCA at MCFN left a voice message with the Project Manager inquiring about
the project. The Project Manager returned the call and left a voice message offering to arrange a meeting
between TRCA and MCFN in order to discuss the project.
TRCA and MCFN met at the DOCA office on June 19, 2019 to discuss The Meadoway project. MCFN reiterated
that they are interested in the project and see opportunities for their involvement. TRCA staff have committed
to meeting at DOCA in Spring 2020 to discuss MCFN participation in further detail. After this meeting TRCA
provided MCFN with copies of environmental studies and reports discussed, including biological inventories and
the draft existing conditions report.
In a letter dated June 24, 2019, MCFN stated that TRCA agreed to have a conversation about field liaison
representatives (FLR) participation, but that TRCA made no commitments for FLRs to be on site for The
Meadoway project, and that MCFN should not be expected to absorb the costs of participating in the consultation
on someone else’s project.
TRCA staff will arrange a meeting with MCFN at DOCA in Spring 2020 to discuss MCFN participation in The
Meadoway.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Correspondence with Indigenous Communities
Notices
This section contains the letters sent to Indigenous communities with notices.
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The Meadoway
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
- NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT THE PROJECT
Please be advised that the Toronto and
Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is
initiating a Class Environmental Assessment
(Class EA) to facilitate the creation of a multiuse trail network and restored meadow
habitat within the Gatineau hydro-electric
corridor (the corridor), a project formally
known as The Meadoway.
Encompassing over 200 hectares and
spanning 16 linear kilometres, the ultimate
vision for the Meadoway is to transform the
existing corridor between the Don River
ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a
revitalized linear greenspace and active
multi-use trail network.
THE PROCESS
The planning, design, and implementation of
the multi-use trail network will follow the Class EA - Schedule C process, through which a range of potential multi-use
trail alignments will be identified and evaluated in order to determine a preferred trail route. Related elements, such as
habitat restoration areas, community access points, and public realm enhancements will also be considered in the
planning process.
NEXT STEPS
Public and stakeholder consultation activities will be held over the course of the study and future notices will be
provided in advance of consultation. For further information on the project and the planning process being followed, or
to be added to an email contact list that receives notices related to the project please contact:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Phone: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
Website: themeadoway.ca
Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment
Act, unless otherwise stated in the submission, any personal information such as name, address,
telephone number and property location included in a submission will become part of the public record
files for this matter and will be released, if requested, to any person.

The Meadoway Class EA – Appendix A4
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Notice of Public Event
7KH0HDGRZD\0XOWLXVH7UDLO0XQLFLSDO&ODVV(QYLURQPHQWDO$VVHVVPHQW
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is hosting a public meeting for The Meadoway
Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule C (The Meadoway Class EA).
The meeting will also include a visioning workshop for The Meadoway Visualization Toolkit - a set of
conceptual tools that will amplify and celebrate the immense potential of The Meadoway. Please join us
to learn more and to provide your feedback on The Meadoway Class EA.
The Meadoway will provide a green east-west link

:HGQHVGD\$SULO
&HQWHQQLDO&ROOHJH(YHQW&HQWUH
:LQWHU)DOO 9LVWD5RRPV WK)ORRU 
3URJUHVV$YHQXH6FDUERURXJK

between Rouge National Urban Park and downtown
Toronto, by transforming 16 km of underutilized greenspace within the Gatineau hydro-corridor into a more
cohesive and revitalized active transportation network

Open House: 6:15 – 9:00 p.m.

and community space. The Meadoway Class EA will

Presentations, followed by a Q&A: 7:00 p.m.

facilitate the planning, design, and implementation of
current gaps in the multi-use trail network.

This venue is wheelchair accessible. Please contact us to arrange for additional accommodations.

For further information or to provide comments please contact:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Phone: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233, Email: info@themeadoway.ca

Website: https://themeadoway.ca/

The Meadoway Class EA – Appendix A4

Public Information Centre #2
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Public Information Centre #3
No formal letter was sent regarding the Public Information Centre 3; however, a general email and event flyer
was circulated. Please see subsequent chapter for email correspondence.
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Notice of Completion
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule C
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has completed The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, Schedule C (Class EA). The study was carried out following the requirements for and in
accordance with Schedule C projects under the Municipal Class EA process.

Project Background
Encompassing over 200 hectares and spanning 16 linear kilometres, The Meadoway will transform the existing hydro
corridor between the Don River ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a revitalized linear green space with restored
meadow habitat and a multi-use trail network.
A total of 10 kilometres of fragmented multi-use trails are located within the corridor, leaving gaps within the network of
approximately six (6) kilometres. The planning, design, and implementation of the remaining six (6) kilometres of the
multi-use trail and potential bridge crossings is following the Class EA process.
An Environmental Study Report (ESR) has been prepared and is available for a 45-day review period from December
12, 2019 to January 26, 2020. The ESR can be accessed online at www.themeadoway.ca and is available for review in
hard copy during normal business hours at the following
review locations:
Toronto City Clerk’s Office
City Clerk’s Office, Registry Services
City Hall, 1st Floor West
100 Queen Street West
Toronto ON M5H 2N2
416-392-7063
Toronto Public Library – Bendale Branch
1515 Danforth Road
Scarborough ON M1J 1H5
416-396-8910
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (Head Office)
101 Exchange Avenue
Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
416-661-6600
*Please call or check online to confirm hours of operation.
Interested persons may provide written comments to TRCA
Project Manager within the 45-day review period.
Comments should be directed to:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, TRCA
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
If concerns regarding this project remain unresolved after consulting with the Ministry of Environment, Conservation, and
Parks (MECP) a Part II Order can be requested. Part II Order requests must be written and received by the Minister,
with a copy to TRCA Project Manager, at the following address within 45 days following the date of this Notice:
Minister
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
11th Floor
77 Wellesley Street West
Toronto ON M7A 2T5
Minister.mecp@ontario.ca

Director, Environmental Assessment and Permissions Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
135 St. Clair Avenue West, 1st Floor
Toronto ON M4V 1P5
enviropermissions@ontario.ca

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. All comments will
become part of the public record. Unless you request that your personal information remain confidential, all personal information
included in a Part II Order request is available to the general public under the authority of the Environmental Assessment Act and/or
s.37 of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. For more information, please contact the Ministry’s Freedom of
Information and Privacy Coordinator at 416-846-2846.

Issue Date: December 12, 2019
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Correspondence with Individual Indigenous Community
The following subchapter provides an overview of correspondence with each of the aforementioned Indigenous
communities, as well as supplemental documentation.
Williams Treaties First Nations
The following table identifies each point of contact throughout the EA process.
Date

Sent by

Contacted

Correspondence Summary

26-Oct-18

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Karry Sandy-McKenzie

Notice of Commencement

3-Apr-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Karry Sandy-McKenzie

Notice for Public Information
Centre #1

10-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Karry Sandy-McKenzie

Notice for Public Information
Centre #2

4-Oct-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Karry Sandy-McKenzie

Notice for Public Information
Centre #3

12-Dec-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Karry Sandy-McKenzie

Notice of Completion

Notice of Commencement
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #1
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #2
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #3
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Notice of Completion
See pg. 14 for Notice of Completion to be sent on December 12, 2019.
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Curve Lake First Nation
The following table identifies each point of contact throughout the EA process.
Date

Sent by

Contacted

Correspondence Summary

26-Oct-18

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Phyllis Williams,
Kaitlin Hill, Julie Kapyrka

Notice of Commencement

3-Apr-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Kaitlin Hill, Julie Kapyrka

Notice for Public Information
Centre #1

10-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Kaitlin Hill, Julie Kapyrka

Notice for Public Information
Centre #2

4-Oct-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Phyllis Williams,
Kaitlin Hill, Julie Kapyrka

Notice for Public Information
Centre #3

12-Dec-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Phyllis Williams,
Kaitlin Hill, Julie Kapyrka

Notice of Completion

Notice of Commencement

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #1

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #2
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #3
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Notice of Completion
See pg. 14 for Notice of Completion to be sent on December 12, 2019.
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Hiawatha First Nation
The following table identifies each point of contact throughout the EA process.
Date

Sent by

Contacted

Correspondence Summary

26-Oct-18

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Laurie Carr, Tom
Cowie

Notice of Commencement

3-Apr-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Tom Cowie

Notice for Public Information
Centre #1

10-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Tom Cowie

Notice for Public Information
Centre #2

4-Oct-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Laurie Carr, Tom
Cowie

Notice for Public Information
Centre #3

12-Dec-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Laurie Carr, Tom
Cowie

Notice of Completion

Notice of Commencement

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #1

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #2
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Notice of Public Informaiton Centre #3
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Notice of Completion
See pg. 14 for Notice of Completion to be sent on December 12, 2019.
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Huron-Wendat Nation
The following table identifies each point of contact throughout the EA process.
Date

Sent by

Contacted

Correspondence Summary

26-Oct-18

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Konrad Sioui,
Mélanie Vincent, Maxime
Picard

Notice of Commencement,
with copy of Stage 1
Archaeological Assessment
(P1016-0157-2018). Will
provide information about
potential Stage 2
archaeological assessments
when available.

30-Oct-18

Maxime Picard

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Confirmed receipt of Notice of
Commencement. Requested
potential Stage 2
archaeological assessments
when available.

30-Oct-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Maxime Picard, Mélanie
Vincent

Confirmed information about
potential Stage 2
archaeological assessments will
be sent when available.

3-Apr-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Maxime Picard, Mélanie
Vincent

Notice for Public Information
Centre #1. Information about
potential Stage 2
archaeological assessments will
be sent when available.

4-Apr-19

Maxime Picard

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Confirmed receipt of PIC 1
notice. Reiterated request for
information about potential
Stage 2 archaeological
assessments when available.

10-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Maxime Picard, Mélanie
Vincent

Notice for Public Information
Centre #2. Information about
potential Stage 2
archaeological assessments will
be sent when available.

10-Jun-19

Maxime Picard

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Confirmed receipt of PIC 2
notice. Reiterated request for
information about potential
Stage 2 archaeological
assessments when available.

4-Oct-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Maxime Picard, Mélanie
Vincent

Notice for Public Information
Centre #3

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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23-Oct-19

12-Dec-19

Catherine Dupont

The Meadoway general
project email address

Inquired about archaeology
related to the project.

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Catherine Dupont

Sent completed Stage 1
archaeological assessment
(P1016-0157-2018).

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Konrad Sioui,
Mélanie Vincent, Maxime
Picard, Catherine Dupont

Notice of Completion

Notice of Commencement

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

30

The Meadoway Class EA – Appendix A4

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

31

The Meadoway Class EA – Appendix A4

Notice of Public Information Centre #1
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Notice of Public Information Centre #2
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Notice of Public Information Centre #3

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

35

The Meadoway Class EA – Appendix A4

General Correspondence
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Notice of Completion
See pg. 14 for Notice of Completion to be sent on December 12, 2019.
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Mississaugas of Alderville First Nation
The following table identifies each point of contact throughout the EA process.
Date

Sent by

Contacted

Correspondence Summary

26-Oct-18

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief James Marsden,
Naomi Taylor

Notice of Commencement

3-Apr-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Jesse Johnson

Notice for Public Information
Centre #1

10-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Jesse Johnson

Notice for Public Information
Centre #2

4-Oct-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Dave Mowat, Dave
Simpson

Notice for Public Information
Centre #3

12-Dec-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Dave Mowat, Dave
Simpson

Notice of Completion

Notice of Commencement

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Notice of Public Information Centre #1

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Notice of Public Information Centre #2
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Notice of Public Information Centre #3
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Notice of Completion
See pg. 14 for Notice of Completion to be sent on December 12, 2019.
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Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation
The following table identifies each point of contact throughout the EA process.
Date

Sent by

Contacted

Correspondence Summary

26-Oct-18

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief R Stacey LaForme,
Fawn Sault, Megan
DeVries

Notice of Commencement

16-Nov-18

Kim Fullerton (MCFN
legal counsel) on behalf
of Mark LaForme,
Director of the
Department of
Consultation ad
Accommodation at
MCFN.

John MacKenzie, Nick
Saccone, Michael
Tolensky, Carolyn
Woodland, Darryl Gray,
Derek Edwards, Chandra
Sharma (TRCA)

Claimed that TRCA has not
allowed MCFN to fully
participate in the
environmental and Stage 2
archaeological assessment
process. Summary of MCFN's
Standards and Guidelines for
Archaeology, demands for FLRs
and active participation in
TRCA's fieldwork and analysis.
MCFN does not oppose the
purpose of the project but
believes that the project should
not move forward until MCFN
and TRCA partner and move
forward together.

15-Jan-19

MCFN DOCA

Corey Wells (TRCA)

Phone message left with Corey
Wells asking for a project
update.

18-January-19

Corey Wells (TRCA)

MCFN DOCA

Returned January 15, 2019 call
from MCFN DOCA. Offered to
set up a meeting between
TRCA and MCFN to discuss the
project.

3-Apr-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Fawn Sault, Megan
DeVries

Notice for Public Information
Centre #1. Offered to set up
meeting between TRCA and
MCFN to discuss the project.

24-Apr-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Fawn Sault, Megan
DeVries

Offered to set up meeting
between TRCA and MCFN to
discuss the project.

24-Apr-19

Fawn Sault

Kathryn Brown, Lisa
Turnbull (TRCA)

Requested meeting between
TRCA and MCFN to discuss the
project. Proposed two dates.

7-May-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Fawn Sault

Response to meeting request.
Dates suggested by MCFN will
not work for TRCA staff.
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

45

The Meadoway Class EA – Appendix A4

Suggested four other possible
dates.
7-May-19

Fawn Sault

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Confirmed June 19, 2019 will
work for MCFN to meet with
TRCA to discuss The
Meadoway.

7-May-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Fawn Sault

Waiting on TRCA project team
to confirm June 19, 2019
meeting between TRCA and
MCFN.

13-May-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Fawn Sault

Confirmed June 19, 2019 for
meeting between TRCA and
MCFN about the Meadoway.

16-May-19

Fawn Sault

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Asked for confirmation of date
of meeting between TRCA and
MCFN.

16-May-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Fawn Sault

Confirmed June 19, 2019 was
picked for meeting between
TRCA and MCFN.

27-May-19

Megan DeVries

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

MCFN has not received an
executed FLR participation
agreement. Expectation that
no fieldwork for The
Meadoway will take place
without the participation of
FLRs. (Email sent in response to
an email chain regarding
another TRCA project: Black
Creek Channel Realignment).

29-May-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Megan DeVries

Asked for clarification
regarding which project the
May 27, 2019 email from
Megan DeVries was regarding
(The Meadoway or Black Creek
Channel Realignment).

30-May-19

Megan DeVries

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Confirmed May 27, 2019 email
was regarding The Meadoway.

2-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Megan DeVries

Information about
archaeological assessments for
The Meadoway. Stage 1 has
been sent to MCFN but can be
sent again if requested. No
upcoming Stage 2
archaeological assessments.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Potential archaeology can be
discussed at June 19, 2019
meeting between MCFN and
TRCA.
3-Jun-19

Megan DeVries

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Confirmed archaeological
assessments will be discussed
at June 19, 2019 meeting
between MCFN and TRCA

10-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Fawn Sault, Megan
DeVries

Notice for Public Information
Centre #2. Inquired if there are
any questions that can be
answered before scheduled
June 19, 2019 meeting
between TRCA and MCFN.

19-Jun-19

-

-

Meeting between TRCA and
MCFN staff at MCFN to discuss
The Meadoway.

24-Jun-19

Fawn Sault

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Letter sent via email. MCFN
stated that TRCA agreed to
have a conversation around
FLR participation, but that
TRCA made no commitments
for FLRs to be on site for the
Meadoway project, and that
MCFN should not be expected
to absorb the costs of
participating in the
consultation on someone else’s
project.

28-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Fawn Sault

Notes summarizing June 19,
2019 meeting between TRCA
and MCFN. TRCA staff will
arrange a meeting with MCFN
at DOCA in Spring 2020 to
discuss MCFN participation in
The Meadoway.

4-Oct-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief R Stacey LaForme,
Fawn Sault, Megan
DeVries

Notice for Public Information
Centre #3

12-Dec-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief R Stacey LaForme,
Fawn Sault, Megan
DeVries, Abby LaForme

Notice of Completion

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

47

The Meadoway Class EA – Appendix A4

Notice of Commencement
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Notice of Public Information Centre #1
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Notice of Public Information Centre #2
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General Correspondence
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Notice of Public Information Centre #3
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Notice of Completion
See pg. 14 for Notice of Completion to be sent on December 12, 2019.
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Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
The following table identifies each point of contact throughout the EA process.
Date

Sent by

Contacted

Correspondence Summary

26-Oct-18

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Kelly LaRocca, Dave
Mowat, Monica Sanford

Notice of Commencement

3-Apr-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Dave Mowat, Monica
Sanford

Notice for Public Information
Centre #1

10-Jun-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Dave Mowat, Monica
Sanford

Notice for Public Information
Centre #2

4-Oct-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Kelly LaRocca,
Monica Sanford

Notice for Public Information
Centre #3

12-Dec-19

Kathryn Brown (TRCA)

Chief Kelly LaRocca,
Monica Sanford

Notice of Completion

Notice of Commencement
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Notice of Public Information Centre #1
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Notice of Public Information #2
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Notice of Public Information Centre #3
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Notice of Completion
See pg. 14 for Notice of Completion to be sent on December 12, 2019.
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Appendix A5. Review Agencies
Contact List
Correspondence Record
Notice of Commencement
Phase 1 ĂŶĚPhase 2
Phase 3
Notice of Completion
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Contact List
x
x
x
x
x
x

Department of Fisheries and Oceans
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
Ministry of Environment, Climate Change, and Parks
Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries
Ministry of Transportation*
Infrastructure Ontario

*Notified after the Notice of Commencement and kept apprised of the project via Technical Advisory
Committee

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Correspondence Record
Notice of Commencement
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
FisheriesProtection@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
Lisa Turnbull
The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Commencement
11/06/2018 02:41 PM

Good afternoon,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (TRCA). I am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail
and greenspace revitalization project based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in
Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment for the multi-use trail (Class EA). A formal letter providing
more detail is attached, along with a short project brief and the formal notice of
commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey
[attachment "MW_DFO_NoC_06Nov18.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
[attachment "MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
[attachment "The Meadoway - Brief.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

November 6th 2018
Fisheries Protection Program
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Burlington, Ontario
Attention: Fisheries Protection Program
SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

To Whom it May Concern,
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge National Urban
Park.
Through the Class EA, a range of potential multi-use trail alignments will be identified and
evaluated in order to determine a preferred main route that will connect the existing trail
sections and provide a complete multi-use trail for the entire Meadoway study area. Important
features such as habitat restoration areas and community access points will also be considered
in the planning process.
A “Notice of Commencement” formally initiating the study appeared in the Scarborough Mirror
and North York Mirror on Thursday October 25th, 2018. The formal notice, as well as a one page
project brief, is attached in the accompanying email for your reference.
If you have any questions, or would like more information on The Meadoway Class EA, please
do not hesitate to contact me directly at (416) 661-660 ext. 5233, or by email at
cwells@trca.on.ca.
Yours truly,

Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
Enclosure
cc:

- The Meadoway Class EA Brief
- The Meadoway Notice of Commencement

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager (TRCA)

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

"FPP.CA / PPP.CA (DFO/MPO)"
Corey Wells
Lisa Turnbull
RE: The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Commencement
Wednesday, November 07, 2018 9:16:00 AM

Dear Mr. Wells:
Thank you for the notification of The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment. Fisheries and
Oceans Canada reviews projects (works, undertakings, or activities) being conducted in or near
waterbodies that support fish that are part of, or that support a commercial, recreational or
Aboriginal fishery. We also review project proposals for impacts to Species at Risk. We do not
review notifications for administrative processes. Please visit our Projects Near Water website
at www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/pnw-ppe/index-eng.html to determine whether your project requires a
review by the Department using our self-assessment process. If you determine that your project
needs a review, please complete and submit a Request for Review Form to:
FisheriesProtection@dfo-mpo.gc.ca. If you have any questions, contact us at: 1-855-852-8320.

Thank you,

Jessica Epp-Martindale
Fisheries Protection Biologist
Fisheries and Oceans Canada

Fisheries and Oceans Canada has changed the way new project proposals (referrals), reports of potential Fisheries
Act violations (occurrences) and information requests are managed in Central and Arctic Region (Alberta,
Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Ontario, Nunavut and the Northwest Territories). Please be advised that general
information regarding the management of impacts to fish and fish habitat and self-assessment tools (e.g. Measures
to Avoid Harm) that enable you to determine Fisheries Act requirements are available at DFO’s “Projects Near
Water” website at www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/pnw-ppe/index-eng.html. For all occurrence reports, or project proposals
where you have determined, following self-assessment, that you cannot avoid impacts to fish and fish habitat,
please submit to fisheriesprotection@dfo-mpo.gc.ca. For general inquiries, call 1-855-852-8320.

From: Corey Wells [mailto:cwells@trca.on.ca]
Sent: November-06-18 2:41 PM
To: FPP.CA / PPP.CA (DFO/MPO)
Cc: Lisa Turnbull
Subject: The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Commencement
Good afternoon,

My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA). I
am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail and greenspace revitalization project
based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment for
the multi-use trail (Class EA). A formal letter providing more detail is attached, along with a short project
brief and the formal notice of commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

November 6th 2018
Bohdan Kowalyk
District Planner
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry, Aurora District
Attention:

Bohdan Kowalyk

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

Dear Bohdan Kowalyk,
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and the Rouge National Urban
Park.
Through the Class EA, a range of potential multi-use trail alignments will be identified and
evaluated in order to determine a preferred main route that will connect the existing trail
sections and provide a complete multi-use trail for the entire Meadoway study area. Important
features such as habitat restoration areas and community access points will also be considered
in the planning process.
A “Notice of Commencement” formally initiating the study appeared in the Scarborough Mirror
and North York Mirror on Thursday October 25th, 2018. The formal notice, as well as a one page
project brief, is attached in the accompanying email for your reference.
If you have any questions, or would like more information on The Meadoway Class EA, please
do not hesitate to contact me directly at (416) 661-660 ext. 5233, or by email at
cwells@trca.on.ca.
Yours truly,

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services

Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
Enclosure
cc:

- The Meadoway Class EA Brief
- The Meadoway Notice of Commencement

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager (TRCA)

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
bohdan.kowalyk@ontario.ca
Lisa Turnbull
The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Commencement
11/06/2018 02:30 PM

Good afternoon Bohdan,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (TRCA). I am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail
and greenspace revitalization project based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in
Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment for the multi-use trail (Class EA). A formal letter providing
more detail is attached, along with a short project brief and the formal notice of
commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey
[attachment "MW_MNRF_NoC_06Nov18.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
[attachment "MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
[attachment "The Meadoway - Brief.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA] [attachment
"Meadoway - Study Site.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Kowalyk, Bohdan (MNRF)
Corey Wells
Lisa Turnbull; Andersen, Jeff (MNRF)
RE: The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Commencement, TRCA-Toronto
11/06/2018 03:24 PM

Hello Corey,
Thank you for the notice of commencement regarding the proposed 16 kilometre
multi-use trail network from the Don River to the Rouge River. The area has quite a
number of natural features and species. Please keep us informed of your findings
and progress on this project.
If there are any questions, please let us know.
Regards,
Bohdan Kowalyk, R.P.F.

District Planner, Aurora District, Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
50 Bloomington Road, Aurora, Ontario L4G 0L8
Phone: 905-713-7387; Email: Bohdan.Kowalyk@Ontario.ca

From: Corey Wells [mailto:cwells@trca.on.ca]
Sent: November-06-18 2:31 PM
To: Kowalyk, Bohdan (MNRF)
Cc: Lisa Turnbull
Subject: The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Commencement
Good afternoon Bohdan,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA). I
am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail and greenspace revitalization project
based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment for
the multi-use trail (Class EA). A formal letter providing more detail is attached, along with a short project
brief and the formal notice of commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services

T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca
Central Region, MEA Class EA, The Meadoway (Multi-use Trail)
10/25/2018 03:47 PM
MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf
streamlined_ea_project_information_form_Meadoway.xlsx

Good afternoon,
Please find attached the formal NoC for The Meadoway Class EA, as well as the
excel form.
Do not hesitate to contact the undersigned if you have any questions regarding the
attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com
Lisa Turnbull
Corey Wells; Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca
RE: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA
Monday, October 29, 2018 10:01:41 AM

[attachment "The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
Hello Lisa,
RE: HONI File: Toronto C 631.14-6123 – East Don River Valley to Rouge National Park – Hydro
Gatineau Corridor
Thank you for contacting Hydro One regarding the upcoming Municipal Class EA for the multipurpose trail through the Hydro Gatineau Corridor lands. Please contact Cory Ostrowka, the
Infrastructure Ontario Environmental Specialist, in order to establish any IO environmental
assessment requirements for this project.
Cory can be reached at 416-212-6976 or at Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Agnes Reid
Real Estate Coordinator, Real Estate Services
Hydro One Networks Inc.
185 Clegg Road
Markham, ON | L6G 1B7
Tel:
905.946.6202
Cell:
416.452.3145
Fax:
905.946.6242
Email: Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com
www.HydroOne.com
From: Lisa Turnbull [mailto:lturnbull@trca.on.ca]
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 4:58 PM
To: REID Agnes
Cc: Corey Wells
Subject: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA

*** Exercise caution. This is an EXTERNAL email. DO NOT open attachments or click
links from unknown senders or unexpected email. ***
Hello Agnes,
As discussed, TRCA is launching a Municipal Class EA to explore the connection of the multi-use trail
through the Gatineau Hydro Corridor. We would like to reach out to Infrastructure Ontario to start the
dialogue and process of working through their Class EA requirements. Could you help us establish a
starting point of contact?
Please see the attached project brief for the EA for some background information.
Thank you in advance for any assistance you can provide.

Lisa Turnbull

Senior Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416.661.6600 ext. 5645
C: 416.451.8536
E: lturnbull@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

This email and any attached files are privileged and may contain confidential information
intended only for the person or persons named above. Any other distribution, reproduction,
copying, disclosure, or other dissemination is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
email in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply email and delete the transmission
received by you. This statement applies to the initial email as well as any and all copies
(replies and/or forwards) of the initial email
Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca
Lisa Turnbull; Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com
RE: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA
Monday, October 29, 2018 1:58:53 PM

Good afternoon all,
Thank you for putting us in touch, Agnes.
Cory - As Agnes indicated below, we are touching base with you regarding the recently announced Municipal Class EA for The Meadoway multi-use trail. Myself and Lisa Turnbull (CC'd) are leading the planning and implementation of this work, and would value the opportunity to discuss the
project in a bit more detail with you, particularly as it relates to IO EA requirements.
At your convenience, please let me know of your availability for a one hour phone call during the weeks of November 19th and 26th. I will send a formal meeting invitation once a date is firmed up.
Also, for your reference, please find attached a project one-pager as well as the formal notice of commencement for the Class EA.
Sincerely,
-Corey
[attachment "The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
_

[attachment "MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]

Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
<Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com>
To:
<lturnbull@trca.on.ca>
Cc:
<cwells@trca.on.ca>, <Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca>
Date:
10/29/2018 10:01 AM
Subject:
RE: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA

[attachment "The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
Hello Lisa,
RE: HONI File: Toronto C 631.14-6123 – East Don River Valley to Rouge
National Park – Hydro Gatineau Corridor
Thank you for contacting Hydro One regarding the upcoming Municipal
Class EA for the multi-purpose trail through the Hydro Gatineau Corridor
lands. Please contact Cory Ostrowka, the Infrastructure Ontario
Environmental Specialist, in order to establish any IO environmental
assessment requirements for this project.
Cory can be reached at 416-212-6976 or at
Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Agnes Reid
Real Estate Coordinator, Real Estate Services
Hydro One Networks Inc.
185 Clegg Road
Markham, ON | L6G 1B7
Tel:
905.946.6202
Cell:
416.452.3145
Fax:
905.946.6242
Email: Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com
www.HydroOne.com
From: Lisa Turnbull [mailto:lturnbull@trca.on.ca]
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 4:58 PM
To: REID Agnes
Cc: Corey Wells
Subject: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA

*** Exercise caution. This is an EXTERNAL email. DO NOT open
attachments or click links from unknown senders or unexpected
email. ***

Hello Agnes,
As discussed, TRCA is launching a Municipal Class EA to explore the connection
of the multi-use trail through the Gatineau Hydro Corridor. We would like to reach
out to Infrastructure Ontario to start the dialogue and process of working through
their Class EA requirements. Could you help us establish a starting point of
contact?
Please see the attached project brief for the EA for some background information.
Thank you in advance for any assistance you can provide.

Lisa Turnbull
Senior Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416.661.6600 ext. 5645
C: 416.451.8536
E: lturnbull@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

This email and any attached files are privileged and may contain
confidential information intended only for the person or persons named
above. Any other distribution, reproduction, copying, disclosure, or other
dissemination is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in
error, please notify the sender immediately by reply email and delete the
transmission received by you. This statement applies to the initial email
as well as any and all copies (replies and/or forwards) of the initial email
Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

THE MEADOWAY – MUNICIPAL CLASS
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROJECT BACKGROUND
The Meadoway is an innovative city building initiative
that will transform 16 km of underutilized greenspace
within the Gatineau hydro-corridor into a more
cohesive and naturalized active transportation network
and community gathering place.
The Meadoway builds off of lessons learned from
previous revitalization projects within the corridor, such
as the hugely successful Scarborough Centre Butterfly
Trail (SCBT). Completed in 2015, the SCBT transformed
a 3.5 km section of the hydro-corridor between
McCowan Road and Scarborough Golf Club Road into a
naturalized meadow habitat, active transportation
route, and community gathering and educational space.
The ultimate vision for the Meadoway is to revitalize
the existing hydro-electric corridor between the Don
River ravine and Rouge National Urban Park through the
conversion of manicured grasses to a diverse, high
quality native meadow habitat. A new multi-use trail
network will enhance the connectivity of the existing
urban fabric, which will be complemented by garden
and agricultural opportunities, recreational spaces, and
much more.
PROJECT STUDY AREA
Beginning at the future East Don Trail Gateway just
west of Bermondsey Road, the Meadoway will comprise
a 16 km stretch of the Gatineau Hydro-corridor ending
just east of Meadowvale Road, where it will connect
to Rouge National Urban Park. The project study area
spans 13 neighbourhoods and a broad range of land
uses, including commercial, industrial, residential,
park, and recreational spaces.
To date, a total of 40 hectares of meadow habitat have
been restored and 10 km of multi-use trail constructed
within the corridor via previous revitalization projects.
To finalize the 16km multi-use trail connection, a total
of four river crossings and one grade separated crossing
over the existing Metrolinx/TTC railway between
Kennedy Road and Midland Avenue will be explored.
THE CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PROCESS
The planning, design, and implementation of the multiuse trail network will follow the Municipal Engineers
Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Schedule C
process. The Class EA process meets the intent of the

EA Act by providing for: (1) the identification of
problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the
need to protect the environment and minimize effects;
and (3) consulting with the public and affected
stakeholders early and throughout the decision making
process.
Through the Class EA, a range of potential multi-use
trail alignments will be identified and evaluated in order
to determine a preferred main route that will connect
the existing trail sections and provide a complete multiuse trail for the entire Meadoway study area. Related
elements, such as habitat restoration areas and
community access points, will also be considered in the
planning process.
Class EA Process At-a-Glance
Initiate
Class EA

Problem &
Opportunity

Identify Trail
Alternatives

Select
Preferred
Trail

Finalize &
Submit Class
EA

Public & Stakeholder Consultation

PROJECT CONTACT
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
P: (416) 661-660 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
Website: ƚŚĞŵĞĂĚŽǁĂǇ͘ĐĂ

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
"Ostrowka, Cory (IO)"
"Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com"; Lisa Turnbull
RE: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA
Monday, October 29, 2018 3:48:22 PM

Hi Cory,
Let's aim for Wednesday November 21st at 10:00 am. I will send a formal invitation shortly. Would calling the office # listed on your signature be the most appropriate line?
Thank you.
-Corey
_

Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
"Ostrowka, Cory (IO)" <Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca>
To:
Corey Wells <cwells@trca.on.ca>
Cc:
"lturnbull@trca.on.ca" <lturnbull@trca.on.ca>, "Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com" <Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com>
Date:
10/29/2018 02:34 PM
Subject:
RE: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA

Hi Corey,
I’m available anytime except the afternoon of Nov. 22 or all day on the 23rd.
Cory Ostrowka, P. Eng.
Environmental Specialist
Infrastructure Ontario
Realty and Portfolio Planning - Environmental Management
Email: cory.ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca

'Office: 416-212-6976
'Mobile: 416-571-8294
From: Corey Wells [mailto:cwells@trca.on.ca]
Sent: Monday, October 29, 2018 1:59 PM
To: Ostrowka, Cory (IO) <Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca>
Cc: lturnbull@trca.on.ca; Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com
Subject: RE: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA
Good afternoon all,
Thank you for putting us in touch, Agnes.
Cory - As Agnes indicated below, we are touching base with you regarding the recently announced Municipal Class EA for The Meadoway multi-use trail. Myself and Lisa Turnbull (CC'd) are leading the planning and implementation of
this work, and would value the opportunity to discuss the project in a bit more detail with you, particularly as it relates to IO EA requirements.
At your convenience, please let me know of your availability for a one hour phone call during the weeks of November 19th and 26th. I will send a formal meeting invitation once a date is firmed up.
Also, for your reference, please find attached a project one-pager as well as the formal notice of commencement for the Class EA.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
<Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com>
To:
<lturnbull@trca.on.ca>
Cc:
<cwells@trca.on.ca>, <Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca>
Date:
10/29/2018 10:01 AM
Subject:
RE: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA

[attachment "The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
Hello Lisa,
RE: HONI File: Toronto C 631.14-6123 – East Don River Valley to Rouge National Park – Hydro Gatineau Corridor
Thank you for contacting Hydro One regarding the upcoming Municipal Class EA for the multi-purpose trail through the Hydro Gatineau Corridor lands. Please contact Cory Ostrowka, the Infrastructure Ontario Environmental Specialist, in order to establish
any IO environmental assessment requirements for this project.
Cory can be reached at 416-212-6976 or at Cory.Ostrowka@infrastructureontario.ca.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Agnes Reid
Real Estate Coordinator, Real Estate Services
Hydro One Networks Inc.
185 Clegg Road
Markham, ON | L6G 1B7
Tel:
Cell:
Fax:
Email:

905.946.6202
416.452.3145
905.946.6242
Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com

www.HydroOne.com

From: Lisa Turnbull [mailto:lturnbull@trca.on.ca]
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 4:58 PM
To: REID Agnes
Cc: Corey Wells
Subject: Gatineau Hydro Corridor: The Meadoway Class EA

*** Exercise caution. This is an EXTERNAL email. DO NOT open attachments or click links from unknown senders or unexpected email. ***

Hello Agnes,
As discussed, TRCA is launching a Municipal Class EA to explore the connection of the multiuse trail through the Gatineau Hydro Corridor. We would like to reach out to Infrastructure Ontario to start the dialogue and process of working through their Class EA requirements. Could you help us establish a starting point of contact?
Please see the attached project brief for the EA for some background information.
Thank you in advance for any assistance you can provide.

Lisa Turnbull
Senior Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416.661.6600 ext. 5645
C: 416.451.8536
E: lturnbull@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

This email and any attached files are privileged and may contain confidential information intended only for the person or persons named above. Any other distribution, reproduction, copying, disclosure, or
other dissemination is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply email and delete the transmission received by you. This statement applies to the
initial email as well as any and all copies (replies and/or forwards) of the initial email

Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
rosi.zirger@ontario.ca
Lisa Turnbull
The Meadoway - Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment, Notice of Commencement and Public Event
Tuesday, March 26, 2019 4:51:55 PM

Afternoon Rosi,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager undertaking the Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA)
for The Meadoway. Lisa Turnbull (CC'd) had informed me of your meeting last week, one of the outcomes
of which was to send you the formal Notice of Commencement for the Class EA.
I do apologize for not having sent this to you earlier and we'll be sure to keep you posted at major project
milestones as we move forward. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out. For your
information, I've also included a flyer for our upcoming public information centre scheduled for the 24th of
April.
Sincerely,
-Corey
[attachment "MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
Meadoway_Public Event Flyer.pdf" deleted by Corey Wells/TRCA]
_

Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

[attachment "The

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

"Zirger, Rosi (MTCS)"
Corey Wells
Lisa Turnbull; "Barboza, Karla (MTCS)"
RE: The Meadoway - Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment, Notice of Commencement and Public Event
Wednesday, March 27, 2019 10:33:47 AM

Hi Corey
Thank you for sending the Class EA notices for this project. I wonder if you could provide some
additional information:
When was the Notice of Commencement issued? I think Lisa said is was in November 2018
but I’d like confirmation.
What Class EA is being followed? During our teleconference both the Municipal Class EA and
IO’s EA (i.e. MOI Public Works Class EA) were mentioned, but its not stated in the Notice.
Meanwhile, MTCS would appreciate being kept informed of this project as is proceeds through the
EA process.
Thanks
Rosi
Rosi Zirger
A/Heritage Advisor
Ministry of Tourism, Culture & Sport
Culture Division| Programs & Services Branch | Heritage Programs Unit
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 Toronto, Ontario M7A 0A7
7HO0:_7K)| E-mail: rosi.zirger@ontario.ca

From: Corey Wells <cwells@trca.on.ca>
Sent: March 26, 2019 4:52 PM
To: Zirger, Rosi (MTCS) <Rosi.Zirger@ontario.ca>
Cc: Lisa Turnbull <lturnbull@trca.on.ca>
Subject: The Meadoway - Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment, Notice of
Commencement and Public Event
Afternoon Rosi,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager undertaking the Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA)
for The Meadoway. Lisa Turnbull (CC'd) had informed me of your meeting last week, one of the outcomes
of which was to send you the formal Notice of Commencement for the Class EA.
I do apologize for not having sent this to you earlier and we'll be sure to keep you posted at major project
milestones as we move forward. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out. For your
information, I've also included a flyer for our upcoming public information centre scheduled for the 24th of
April.

Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

Spam
Phish/Fraud
Not spam
Forget previous vote

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
"Zirger, Rosi (MTCS)"
"Barboza, Karla (MTCS)"; Lisa Turnbull
RE: The Meadoway - Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment, Notice of Commencement and Public Event
Wednesday, March 27, 2019 12:06:56 PM

Hi Rosi,
The NoC was issued on October 31st 2018. We are undertaking a Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment
(Schedule C) and are coordinating closely with IO to ensure we work within their specific Class EA framework.
If you have any other questions, please let me know.
-Corey

_

Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
"Zirger, Rosi (MTCS)" <Rosi.Zirger@ontario.ca>
To:
Corey Wells <cwells@trca.on.ca>
Cc:
Lisa Turnbull <lturnbull@trca.on.ca>, "Barboza, Karla (MTCS)" <Karla.Barboza@ontario.ca>
Date:
03/27/2019 10:33 AM
Subject:
RE: The Meadoway - Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment, Notice of
Commencement and Public Event

Hi Corey
Thank you for sending the Class EA notices for this project. I wonder if you could provide some additional information:
When was the Notice of Commencement issued? I think Lisa said is was in November 2018 but I’d like
confirmation.
What Class EA is being followed? During our teleconference both the Municipal Class EA and IO’s EA (i.e.
MOI Public Works Class EA) were mentioned, but its not stated in the Notice.
Meanwhile, MTCS would appreciate being kept informed of this project as is proceeds through the EA process.
Thanks
Rosi
Rosi Zirger
A/Heritage Advisor
Ministry of Tourism, Culture & Sport
Culture Division| Programs & Services Branch | Heritage Programs Unit
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 Toronto, Ontario M7A 0A7
7HO0:_7K)| E-mail: rosi.zirger@ontario.ca

From: Corey Wells <cwells@trca.on.ca>
Sent: March 26, 2019 4:52 PM
To: Zirger, Rosi (MTCS) <Rosi.Zirger@ontario.ca>
Cc: Lisa Turnbull <lturnbull@trca.on.ca>

Subject: The Meadoway - Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment, Notice of Commencement and Public
Event
Afternoon Rosi,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager undertaking the Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway. Lisa
Turnbull (CC'd) had informed me of your meeting last week, one of the outcomes of which was to send you the formal Notice of
Commencement for the Class EA.
I do apologize for not having sent this to you earlier and we'll be sure to keep you posted at major project milestones as we move
forward. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out. For your information, I've also included a flyer for our
upcoming public information centre scheduled for the 24th of April.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca
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Not spam
Forget previous vote

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
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Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
FisheriesProtection@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Public Information Centre #1
04/11/2019 12:18 PM
MW_PIC1_flyer_10Apr19_Final.pdf

Good afternoon,
I am touching base regarding The Meadoway Class EA, for which the formal notice of
commencement was sent to you on November 6th 2018.
Please note that we are now in Phase 2 of the Class EA process and have scheduled
our first public information centre for April 24th. A formal notice with more information
is attached for your records.
Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments
regarding the project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
bohdan.kowalyk@ontario.ca
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Public Information Centre #1
04/11/2019 12:15 PM
MW_PIC1_flyer_10Apr19_Final.pdf

Good afternoon Bohdan,
I am touching base regarding The Meadoway Class EA, for which the formal notice of
commencement was sent to you on November 6th 2018.
Please note that we are now in Phase 2 of the Class EA process and have scheduled
our first public information centre for April 24th. A formal notice with more information
is attached for your records.
Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments
regarding the project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
Liu, Chunmei (MECP)
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #1
04/11/2019 12:01 PM
MW_PIC1_flyer_10Apr19_Final.pdf

Good afternoon Chunmei,
This is a notification that we are hosting our first public information centre for The
Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA on April 24th. A formal notice is attached, which
has been printed and circulated via the North York Mirror and Scarborough Mirror.
Please note that the formal notice will also be sent to the Central Region Office email.
If you have any questions, please do let me know.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca
The Meadoway Mulit-use Trail Class EA - Schedule C - Notice of Public Information Centre #1
04/11/2019 12:12 PM
MW_PIC1_flyer_10Apr19_Final.pdf

Good afternoon,
Please find attached a formal notice for the first public information centre for The
Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA.
Do not hesitate to contact the undersigned if you have any questions regarding the
project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
Zirger, Rosi (MTCS)
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Public Meeting #1
04/11/2019 12:20 PM
MW_PIC1_flyer_10Apr19_Final.pdf
TheMeadoway_PIC1_flyer.pdf

Afternoon Rosi,
I am touching base regarding The Meadoway Class EA. Please note that we are now
in Phase 2 of the Class EA process and have scheduled our first public information
centre for April 24th. A formal newspaper notice as well as a meeting flyer are
attached for your records.
Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments
regarding the project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
"FisheriesProtection@dfo-mpo.gc.ca"
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #2
Tuesday, June 04, 2019 2:38:39 PM
The Meadoway_PIC2_June26_flyer.pdf
image003.png

Good afternoon,
I am touching base regarding The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment. Please
note that we are hosting our second public open house on June 26th. A formal
advertisement for the event is attached for your records.
Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments
regarding the project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
""Kowalyk, Bohdan (MNRF)""
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Public Information Centre #2
Tuesday, June 04, 2019 2:50:40 PM
The Meadoway_PIC2_June26_flyer.pdf
image002.png

Afternoon Bohdan,
Quick touch-point regarding The Meadoway Class EA. I’m notifying all agencies of our second public
open house, scheduled for June 26th 2019. A formal flyer is attached for your records. Note that this
is a notification only and no action is required on your part.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
"Chunmei.Liu@ontario.ca"
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #2
Tuesday, June 04, 2019 2:25:38 PM
The Meadoway_PIC2_June26_flyer.pdf
image003.png

Good afternoon Chunmei,
This is a notification that we are hosting our second public information centre for The
Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA on June 26th. A formal notice is attached, which will
been printed and circulated via the North York Mirror and Scarborough Mirror.
Please note that the formal notice will also be sent to the Central Region Office email.
If you have any questions, please do let me know.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
"eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca"
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Schedule C - Notice of Public Information Centre #2
Tuesday, June 04, 2019 2:27:49 PM
The Meadoway_PIC2_June26_flyer.pdf
image002.png

Good afternoon,
Please find attached a formal notice for the second public information centre for The
Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA.
Do not hesitate to contact the undersigned if you have any questions regarding the project
or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
"Zirger, Rosi (MTCS)"
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #2
Tuesday, June 04, 2019 2:31:35 PM
The Meadoway_PIC2_June26_flyer.pdf
image002.png

Good afternoon Rosi,
I am touching base regarding The Meadoway Class EA. The second public open house is
being held at Thomson Memorial Park on June 26th. Please see the attached formal flyer
for more information regarding the event.
Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments
regarding the project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
"rosi.zirger@ontario.ca"
The Meadoway - Public Open House Materials
Wednesday, May 08, 2019 1:11:05 PM
image003.png

Hi Rosi,
As discussed, you can access the Existing Conditions Report here. This report was circulated to the
public at the open house and once revised will be posted publicly for download (hopefully in the
next week or so).
The Cultural heritage and archaeology section is on pg. 14. The PIF# for the Stage 1 report is P10160157-2018.
Don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
C: (437) 772-3054
E: cwells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
FisheriesProtection@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #3
Friday, October 04, 2019 11:38:22 AM
Meadoway_FLYER FINAL_PIC3.pdf
image003.png

Good morning,
I am touching base regarding The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment. Please
note that we are hosting our third and final public open house on October 23rd. A formal
advertisement for the event is attached for your records.
Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments
regarding the project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
"Kowalyk, Bohdan (MNRF)"
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #3
Friday, October 04, 2019 11:38:46 AM
Meadoway_FLYER FINAL_PIC3.pdf
image002.png

Morning Bohdan,
Quick touch-point regarding The Meadoway Class EA. I’m notifying all agencies of our third and final
public open house, scheduled for October 23rd 2019. A formal flyer is attached for your records.
Note that this
is a notification only and no action is required on your part.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
Liu, Chunmei (MECP)
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #3
Friday, October 04, 2019 11:39:00 AM
Meadoway_FLYER FINAL_PIC3.pdf
image003.png

Good morning Chunmei,
I am touching base regarding The Meadoway Class Environmental Assessment. Please
note that we are hosting our third and final public open house on October 23rd. A formal
advertisement for the event is attached for your records.
Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments
regarding the project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #3
Friday, October 04, 2019 11:39:10 AM
Meadoway_FLYER FINAL_PIC3.pdf
image003.png

Good morning,
Please find attached a formal notice for the third and final public information centre for The
Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA.
Do not hesitate to contact the undersigned if you have any questions regarding the project
or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
Zirger, Rosi (MTCS)
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class EA - Notice of Public Information Centre #3
Friday, October 04, 2019 11:39:31 AM
Meadoway_FLYER FINAL_PIC3.pdf
image002.png

Good morning Rosi,
I am touching base regarding The Meadoway Class EA. The third and final public open
house is being held on the 23rd of October. Please see the attached formal flyer for more
information regarding the event.
Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments
regarding the project or the attached.
Sincerely,
-Corey
Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
C: (437) 772-3054
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5233
E: corey.wells@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca
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Notice of Completion
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule C
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has completed The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, Schedule C (Class EA). The study was carried out following the requirements for and in
accordance with Schedule C projects under the Municipal Class EA process.

Project Background
Encompassing over 200 hectares and spanning 16 linear kilometres, The Meadoway will transform the existing hydro
corridor between the Don River ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a revitalized linear green space with restored
meadow habitat and a multi-use trail network.
A total of 10 kilometres of fragmented multi-use trails are located within the corridor, leaving gaps within the network of
approximately six (6) kilometres. The planning, design, and implementation of the remaining six (6) kilometres of the
multi-use trail and potential bridge crossings is following the Class EA process.
An Environmental Study Report (ESR) has been prepared and is available for a 45-day review period from December
12, 2019 to January 26, 2020. The ESR can be accessed online at www.themeadoway.ca and is available for review in
hard copy during normal business hours at the following
review locations:
Toronto City Clerk’s Office
City Clerk’s Office, Registry Services
City Hall, 1st Floor West
100 Queen Street West
Toronto ON M5H 2N2
416-392-7063
Toronto Public Library – Bendale Branch
1515 Danforth Road
Scarborough ON M1J 1H5
416-396-8910
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (Head Office)
101 Exchange Avenue
Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
416-661-6600
*Please call or check online to confirm hours of operation.
Interested persons may provide written comments to TRCA
Project Manager within the 45-day review period.
Comments should be directed to:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, TRCA
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
If concerns regarding this project remain unresolved after consulting with the Ministry of Environment, Conservation, and
Parks (MECP) a Part II Order can be requested. Part II Order requests must be written and received by the Minister,
with a copy to TRCA Project Manager, at the following address within 45 days following the date of this Notice:
Minister
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
11th Floor
77 Wellesley Street West
Toronto ON M7A 2T5
Minister.mecp@ontario.ca

Director, Environmental Assessment and Permissions Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
135 St. Clair Avenue West, 1st Floor
Toronto ON M4V 1P5
enviropermissions@ontario.ca

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. All comments will
become part of the public record. Unless you request that your personal information remain confidential, all personal information
included in a Part II Order request is available to the general public under the authority of the Environmental Assessment Act and/or
s.37 of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. For more information, please contact the Ministry’s Freedom of
Information and Privacy Coordinator at 416-846-2846.

Issue Date: December 12, 2019

Corey Wells
Subject:
Attachments:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Completion
MW_ ESR Notice of Completion_DRAFT.pdf

Dear <INSERT NAME>
This letter is a follow-up and update to the formal Notice of Commencement sent to your office on October 31st,
2018, regarding The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA). The
Meadoway Class EA is an active multi-use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau
hydro corridor in Scarborough.
We are pleased to inform you that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), in partnership with
the City of Toronto, has submitted The Meadoway Class EA Environmental Study Report (ESR) to the Ministry
of Environment, Conservation and Parks. The Final ESR will be available for a 45-day public review and
comment period from December 12, 2019 to January 26, 2020.
The Final ESR can be accessed online at www.themeadoway.ca. Hard copies of the Final ESR are available at
three locations as detailed in the attached Notice of Completion.
Interested persons may provide written comments to TRCA Project Manager within the 45-day review period.
Comments should be directed to:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, TRCA
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
Please feel free to share this information amongst your constituents.
Sincerely,
Corey

CoreyWells,MSc
ProjectManager,ProjectManagementServices
ProjectManagementOffice|CorporateServices

C:(437)772Ͳ3054
T:(416)661Ͳ6600ext.5233
E:corey.wells@trca.ca
A:101ExchangeAvenue,Vaughan,ON,L4K5R6|trca.ca
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Contact List
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Crosslinx Transit Solutions - Eglinton Crosstown Light Rail Transit
City of Toronto – Golden Mile Secondary Plan
Metrolinx – Stouffville Expansion
Toronto Transit Commission – Scarborough Subway Expansion
University of Toronto Scarborough
Hydro One Networks Inc.
Toronto Zoo*
Parks Canada and Rouge National Urban Park
The W. Garfield Weston Foundation

*Notified after the Notice of Commencement and kept apprised of the project via Technical Advisory
Committee

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|
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Correspondence Record
Please refer to Appendix A2 for all attachments

Notice of Commencement

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
monisa.nandi@crosslinxtransit.ca
Lisa Turnbull; Renee Afoom-Boateng
The Meadoway - Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
10/25/2018 01:33 PM
MW_EC_NoC_25Oct18.pdf
MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf
The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf

Good afternoon Ms. Nandi,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (TRCA). I am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail
and greenspace revitalization project based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in
Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment for the multi-use trail (Class EA). As the Eglington
Crosstown falls within the local study area of the Class EA, we would like to formally
request an in-person meeting with a representative of your organization in order to
provide a brief introduction to the project and planning process. A formal letter
providing more detail is attached, along with a short project brief and the formal
notice of commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

October 25th, 2018
Ms. Monisa Nandi
Environmental Director
Crosslinx Transit Solutions
Attention:

Ms. Monisa Nandi

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

Dear Ms. Nandi
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge National Urban
Park.
The planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail network will follow the Schedule
C – Class EA framework, which will meet the intent of the Class EA Act by providing for (1) the
identification of problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the need to protect the
environment and minimize effects; and (3) consulting with the public and affected stakeholders
early and throughout the decision making process.
As Eglington Crosstown falls within the local study area of The Meadoway, the potential
alignments of the multi-use trail system that will be explored through this process may interact
with your organizations planning and operations. TRCA considers this project as a key
stakeholder in The Meadoway Class EA and we would like to formally request an in-person
meeting with a representative of your organization in order to provide a brief introduction to the
project and planning process.
TRCA will be contacting you to confirm your availability in the upcoming weeks. In the
meantime, please find enclosed a short project brief that includes a map of the project study
area. The formal Notice of Commencement initiating the Class EA is also attached for your
reference. If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to
contact me directly.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca
We look forward to working with you on this project

Yours truly,

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca

Enclosure

The Meadoway Class EA Brief
The Meadoway – Notice of Commencement

cc:

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager (TRCA)
Renee Afoom-Boateng, Senior Planner (TRCA)

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
emily.caldwell@toronto.ca; rod.hines@toronto.ca
Lisa Turnbull
The Meadoway - Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
10/25/2018 02:36 PM
MW_GMSP_NoC_25Oct18.pdf
MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf
The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf

Good afternoon,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (TRCA). I am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail
and greenspace revitalization project based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in
Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment for the multi-use trail (Class EA). As the Golden Mile
Secondary Plan falls within the local study area of the Class EA, we would like to
formally request an in-person meeting with a representative of your organization in
order to provide a brief introduction to the project and planning process. A formal
letter providing more detail is attached, along with a short project brief and the
formal notice of commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

October 25th, 2018
Ms. Emily Caldwell
Mr. Rod Hines
City of Toronto
Attention:

Ms. Caldwell and Mr. Hines

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

Good Afternoon,
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge National Urban
Park.
The planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail network will follow the Schedule
C – Class EA framework, which will meet the intent of the Class EA Act by providing for (1) the
identification of problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the need to protect the
environment and minimize effects; and (3) consulting with the public and affected stakeholders
early and throughout the decision making process.
As the Golden Mile Secondary Plan falls within the local study area of The Meadoway, the
potential alignments of the multi-use trail system that will be explored through this process may
interact with your organizations planning and operations. TRCA considers this project as a key
stakeholder in The Meadoway Class EA and we would like to formally request an in-person
meeting with a representative of your organization in order to provide a brief introduction to the
project and planning process.
TRCA will be contacting you to confirm your availability in the upcoming weeks. In the
meantime, please find enclosed a short project brief that includes a map of the project study
area. The formal Notice of Commencement initiating the Class EA is also attached for your
reference. If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to
contact me directly.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca
We look forward to working with you on this project

Yours truly,

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca

Enclosure

The Meadoway Class EA Brief
The Meadoway – Notice of Commencement

cc:

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager (TRCA)

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
Azim.Ahmed@metrolinx.com
Lisa Turnbull
The Meadoway - Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
10/25/2018 01:52 PM
MW_Stoufville_NoC_25Oct18.pdf
MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf
The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf

Good afternoon Mr. Ahmed,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (TRCA). I am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail
and greenspace revitalization project based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in
Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment for the multi-use trail (Class EA). As the Metrolinx
Stoufville Expansion falls within the local study area of the Class EA, we would like to
formally request an in-person meeting with a representative of your organization in
order to provide a brief introduction to the project and planning process. A formal
letter providing more detail is attached, along with a short project brief and the
formal notice of commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

October 25th, 2018
Mr. Azim Ahmed
Community Issues and Relations Specialist
Metrolinx
Attention:

Mr. Ahmed

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

Dear Mr. Ahmed,
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge National Urban
Park.
The planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail network will follow the Schedule
C – Class EA framework, which will meet the intent of the Class EA Act by providing for (1) the
identification of problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the need to protect the
environment and minimize effects; and (3) consulting with the public and affected stakeholders
early and throughout the decision making process.
As the Metrolinx Stoufville Expansion falls within the local study area of The Meadoway, the
potential alignments of the multi-use trail system that will be explored through this process may
interact with your organizations planning and operations. TRCA considers this project as a key
stakeholder in The Meadoway Class EA and we would like to formally request an in-person
meeting with a representative of your organization in order to provide a brief introduction to the
project and planning process.
TRCA will be contacting you to confirm your availability in the upcoming weeks. In the
meantime, please find enclosed a short project brief that includes a map of the project study
area. The formal Notice of Commencement initiating the Class EA is also attached for your
reference. If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to
contact me directly.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca
We look forward to working with you on this project

Yours truly,

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca

Enclosure

The Meadoway Class EA Brief
The Meadoway – Notice of Commencement

cc:

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager (TRCA)

November 6th, 2018
Mr. Prince Hall
Community Issues and Relations Specialist
Metrolinx
Attention:

Mr. Hall

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

Dear Mr. Hall,
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge National Urban
Park.
The planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail network will follow the Schedule
C – Class EA framework, which will meet the intent of the Class EA Act by providing for (1) the
identification of problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the need to protect the
environment and minimize effects; and (3) consulting with the public and affected stakeholders
early and throughout the decision making process.
As the Metrolinx Stoufville Expansion falls within the local study area of The Meadoway, the
potential alignments of the multi-use trail system that will be explored through this process may
interact with your organizations planning and operations. TRCA considers this project as a key
stakeholder in The Meadoway Class EA and we would like to formally request an in-person
meeting with a representative of your organization in order to provide a brief introduction to the
project and planning process.
TRCA will be contacting you to confirm your availability in the upcoming weeks. In the
meantime, please find enclosed a short project brief that includes a map of the project study
area. The formal Notice of Commencement initiating the Class EA is also attached for your
reference. If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to
contact me directly.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca
We look forward to working with you on this project

Yours truly,

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca

Enclosure

The Meadoway Class EA Brief
The Meadoway – Notice of Commencement

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
stephanie.rice@ttc.ca
tessa.mackay@ttc.ca; Lisa Turnbull; Renee Afoom-Boateng
The Meadoway - Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
10/25/2018 01:45 PM
The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf
MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf
MW_TTC_NoC_25Oct18.pdf

Good afternoon Ms. Rice,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (TRCA). I am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail
and greenspace revitalization project based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in
Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment for the multi-use trail (Class EA). As the TTC Scarborough
Subway Extension falls within the local study area of the Class EA, we would like to
formally request an in-person meeting with a representative of your organization in
order to provide a brief introduction to the project and planning process. A formal
letter providing more detail is attached, along with a short project brief and the
formal notice of commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

October 25th, 2018
Ms. Stephanie Rice
Director for Third Party, Planning, and Property
Toronto Transit Commission
Attention:

Ms. Stephanie Rice

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

Dear Ms. Rice,
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge National Urban
Park.
The planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail network will follow the Schedule
C – Class EA framework, which will meet the intent of the Class EA Act by providing for (1) the
identification of problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the need to protect the
environment and minimize effects; and (3) consulting with the public and affected stakeholders
early and throughout the decision making process.
As the TTC Scarborough Subway Extension falls within the local study area of The Meadoway,
the potential alignments of the multi-use trail system that will be explored through this process
may interact with your organizations planning and operations. TRCA considers this project as a
key stakeholder in The Meadoway Class EA and we would like to formally request an in-person
meeting with a representative of your organization in order to provide a brief introduction to the
project and planning process.
TRCA will be contacting you to confirm your availability in the upcoming weeks. In the
meantime, please find enclosed a short project brief that includes a map of the project study
area. The formal Notice of Commencement initiating the Class EA is also attached for your
reference. If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to
contact me directly.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca
We look forward to working with you on this project

Yours truly,

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca

Enclosure

The Meadoway Class EA Brief
The Meadoway – Notice of Commencement

cc:

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager (TRCA)
Renee Afoom-Boateng, Senior Planner (TRCA)
Tessa Mackay, Permits and Approvals Coordinator (TTC)

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Corey Wells
andrew.arifuzzaman@utoronto.ca; therese.ludlow@utoronto.ca; brent.duguid@utoronto.ca;
bhoff@urbanstrategies.com
Lisa Turnbull; Mark Rapus
The Meadoway - Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
10/25/2018 02:18 PM
The Meadoway - One Pager - Final.pdf
MW_ClassEA_NoC_Final.pdf
MW_UofTS_NoC_25Oct18.pdf

Good afternoon,
My name is Corey Wells, Project Manager with the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (TRCA). I am contacting you regarding The Meadoway – a multi-use trail
and greenspace revitalization project based out of the Gatineau hydro corridor in
Scarborough, Ontario.
As part of The Meadoway, TRCA has formally launched a Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment for the multi-use trail (Class EA). As the University of
Toronto Scarborough campus and Master Plan falls within the local study area of the
Class EA, we would like to formally request an in-person meeting with a
representative of your organization in order to provide a brief introduction to the
project and planning process. A formal letter providing more detail is attached, along
with a short project brief and the formal notice of commencement for your reference.
If you have any questions regarding the attached, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
-Corey

_
Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

October 25th, 2018
Mr. Andrew Arifuzzaman
Ms. Theresa Ludlow
Mr. Brent Duguid
Mr. Benjamin Hoff
University of Toronto Scarborough & Urban Strategies
Attention:

Mr. Arifuzzaman, Ms. Ludlow, Mr. Duguid, and Mr. Hoff

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

Good Afternoon,
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and the Rouge National Urban
Park.
The planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail network will follow the Schedule
C – Class EA framework, which will meet the intent of the Class EA Act by providing for (1) the
identification of problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the need to protect the
environment and minimize effects; and (3) consulting with the public and affected stakeholders
early and throughout the decision making process.
As the University of Toronto Scarborough campus and Master Plan falls within the local study
area of The Meadoway, the potential alignments of the multi-use trail system that will be
explored through this process may interact with your organizations planning and operations.
TRCA considers this project as a key stakeholder in The Meadoway Class EA and we would
like to formally request an in-person meeting with a representative of your organization in order
to provide a brief introduction to the project and planning process.
TRCA will be contacting you to confirm your availability in the upcoming weeks. In the
meantime, please find enclosed a short project brief that includes a map of the project study
area. The formal Notice of Commencement initiating the Class EA is also attached for your
reference. If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to
contact me directly.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca

We look forward to working with you on this project
Yours truly,

Corey Wells, MSc
Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
E: cwells@trca.on.ca

Enclosure

The Meadoway Class EA Brief
The Meadoway – Notice of Commencement

cc:

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager (TRCA)
Mark Rapus, Senior Planner (TRCA)

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report

Phases 1 - 4
Key stakeholder representatives were notified of all Phase 1 through 4 updates via the Technical
Advisory Committee. Please refer to Appendix A7.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report

Notice of Completion

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

Notice of Completion
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule C
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has completed The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, Schedule C (Class EA). The study was carried out following the requirements for and in
accordance with Schedule C projects under the Municipal Class EA process.

Project Background
Encompassing over 200 hectares and spanning 16 linear kilometres, The Meadoway will transform the existing hydro
corridor between the Don River ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a revitalized linear green space with restored
meadow habitat and a multi-use trail network.
A total of 10 kilometres of fragmented multi-use trails are located within the corridor, leaving gaps within the network of
approximately six (6) kilometres. The planning, design, and implementation of the remaining six (6) kilometres of the
multi-use trail and potential bridge crossings is following the Class EA process.
An Environmental Study Report (ESR) has been prepared and is available for a 45-day review period from December
12, 2019 to January 26, 2020. The ESR can be accessed online at www.themeadoway.ca and is available for review in
hard copy during normal business hours at the following
review locations:
Toronto City Clerk’s Office
City Clerk’s Office, Registry Services
City Hall, 1st Floor West
100 Queen Street West
Toronto ON M5H 2N2
416-392-7063
Toronto Public Library – Bendale Branch
1515 Danforth Road
Scarborough ON M1J 1H5
416-396-8910
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (Head Office)
101 Exchange Avenue
Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
416-661-6600
*Please call or check online to confirm hours of operation.
Interested persons may provide written comments to TRCA
Project Manager within the 45-day review period.
Comments should be directed to:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, TRCA
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
If concerns regarding this project remain unresolved after consulting with the Ministry of Environment, Conservation, and
Parks (MECP) a Part II Order can be requested. Part II Order requests must be written and received by the Minister,
with a copy to TRCA Project Manager, at the following address within 45 days following the date of this Notice:
Minister
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
11th Floor
77 Wellesley Street West
Toronto ON M7A 2T5
Minister.mecp@ontario.ca

Director, Environmental Assessment and Permissions Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
135 St. Clair Avenue West, 1st Floor
Toronto ON M4V 1P5
enviropermissions@ontario.ca

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. All comments will
become part of the public record. Unless you request that your personal information remain confidential, all personal information
included in a Part II Order request is available to the general public under the authority of the Environmental Assessment Act and/or
s.37 of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. For more information, please contact the Ministry’s Freedom of
Information and Privacy Coordinator at 416-846-2846.

Issue Date: December 12, 2019

Corey Wells
Subject:
Attachments:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Completion
MW_ ESR Notice of Completion_DRAFT.pdf

Dear <INSERT NAME>
This letter is a follow-up and update to the formal Notice of Commencement sent to your office on October 31st,
2018, regarding The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA). The
Meadoway Class EA is an active multi-use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau
hydro corridor in Scarborough.
We are pleased to inform you that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), in partnership with
the City of Toronto, has submitted The Meadoway Class EA Environmental Study Report (ESR) to the Ministry
of Environment, Conservation and Parks. The Final ESR will be available for a 45-day public review and
comment period from December 12, 2019 to January 26, 2020.
The Final ESR can be accessed online at www.themeadoway.ca. Hard copies of the Final ESR are available at
three locations as detailed in the attached Notice of Completion.
Interested persons may provide written comments to TRCA Project Manager within the 45-day review period.
Comments should be directed to:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, TRCA
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
Please feel free to share this information amongst your constituents.
Sincerely,
Corey

CoreyWells,MSc
ProjectManager,ProjectManagementServices
ProjectManagementOffice|CorporateServices

C:(437)772Ͳ3054
T:(416)661Ͳ6600ext.5233
E:corey.wells@trca.ca
A:101ExchangeAvenue,Vaughan,ON,L4K5R6|trca.ca





1

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report

Appendix A7. Technical Advisory Committee
Contact List
Sample Invitation Letter
Meetings
Meeting #1 – March 20, 2019
Agenda
Presentation
Meeting Notes
Feedback

Meeting #2 – May 23, 2019
Presentation
Review Package
Meeting Notes
&ĞĞĚďĂĐŬ

Meeting #3 – September 12, 2019
Presentation
Review Package
Meeting Notes
Feedback

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Contact List
First Name
Last Name
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Katie
Turnbull
John
Stille
Lisa
Turnbull
Corey
Wells
Violetta
Savage
Celene
Mariano
Cherilyn
Silvestri
Sue
Hayes
Elizabeth
Ignatius
Jamie
Milnes
The W. Garfield Weston Foundation
Jennifer
Canham
Dillon Consulting
Karla
Kolli
Miriam
Bart
Perkins+Will
Clint
Langevin
City of Toronto
Justin
Bak
Emily
Caldwell
Ben
Morell
Sasha
Terry
Sophie
Knowles
Andrea
Old
Arthur
Lo
Andrew
Au
Ruthanne
Henry
Hydro One Networks Inc.
Agnes
Reid
Doris
Chee
Renee
Pettigrew
Metrolinx
Andreas
Houlios
Ahmed
Hussein
Rocio
Schweigl
Ministry of Transportation Ontario
David
Fallows
Parks Canada
Richard
Scott
Kaitlyn
Chow
University of Toronto Scarborough
Jennifer
Adams Peffer

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Cory

Infrastructure Ontario
Ostrowka

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Sample Invitation Letter

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

From:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Wells
Lisa Turnbull; Celene Mariano
andrew.arifuzzaman@utoronto.ca; therese.ludlow@utoronto.ca; brent.duguid@utoronto.ca; bhoff@urbanstrategies.com; richard.scott@canada.ca; "Fallows, David (MTO)"; tessa.mackay@ttc.ca; dragana.jaksic@ttc.ca; monisa.nandi@crosslinxtransit.ca; Agnes.Reid@HydroOne.com; "Justin Bak"; andrea.old@toronto.ca; kristin.olson@toronto.ca;
emily.caldwell@toronto.ca
The Meadoway - Technical Advisory Committee for the Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Wednesday, February 13, 2019 9:46:57 AM

Good morning,
This is a follow up to the various key stakeholder meetings held throughout November and December of 2018, regarding the Notice of Commencement for The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. During these discussions, it was indicated that you would be
receiving an invitation in 2019 to sit on the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) for The Meadoway. I would like to take this opportunity to formally invite a representative from your department to be part of the TAC.
As part of the Class EA process, it is anticipated that The Meadoway TAC will meet three times during major project milestones in 2019. Members will be asked to provide critical feedback on working concepts, constraints, design solutions, and other materials in a proactive and collaborative setting.
The first TAC has been scheduled for Wednesday March 6th, from 1:30 to 3:30 pm at TRCA Head Office (101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan). If you or a representative from your department/project team is able to participate on the TAC, please respond to this email by Friday February 22nd. We
kindly ask that only one representative (with a potential alternate identified in case of scheduling conflicts) participate on the TAC. A formal meeting invite for March 6th, as well as for subsequent meetings, will be circulated to those who have confirmed their participation.
If you have any questions regarding committee representation, or The Meadoway in general, please do not hesitate to contact me directly.
Sincerely,
-Corey
_

Corey Wells, MSc

Project Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5233
C: 437-772-3054
E: cwells@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Ave., Vaughan
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report

Meetings
Meeting #1 – 20 March 2019
Agenda

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

The Meadoway – Multi-use Trail Class Environmental
Assessment
Technical Advisory Committee #1
March 20th, 2019
1:30 - 3:30 P.M., Waterfront Room
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority – Head Office
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan

AGENDA
1. Welcome and Introductions
2. Brief Project Overview and Update
3. Visualization Toolkit for The Meadoway
4. Technical Reporting on Watercrossing Locations
5. Preliminary Alternative Alignments for the Multi-use Trail
6. Draft Evaluation Framework
7. Open Dialogue and Closing Remarks

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
Presentation

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

March 20th, 2019 – TRCA Head Office

Technical
Advisory
Committee #1

• Open Dialogue and Closing Remarks

• Draft Evaluation Framework

• Preliminary Alternative Alignments

Crossings

• Technical Reporting on Watercourse

• Visualization Toolkit - Perkins+Will

• Brief Project Overview and Update

• Welcome and Introductions

Outline

• Lacks aesthetic appeal

• Low biodiversity with poor
ecological/ hydrological
function

• Thick, non-native fescue
grass

• Mown multiple times a year

• >500 km in GTA

Transmission Corridors Today

The Gatineau Hydro Corridor in Scarborough – The Future Meadoway

Reimagining Corridors – Untapped Potential

Pre-restoration

3 Years post restoration

Improved user experience

• 3.5 km section of the Gatineau Hydro Corridor – Test Pilot
• Prior to 2011, a barren ~40 ha area of grass was mowed eight times
annually
• Entire section of corridor restored to meadow habitat
• Revitalized the space, reintroduced native vegetation, and improved
user experience

But Can It be Done? Scarborough Centre Butterfly Trail

• Builds off of the success of the SCBT in Scarborough
• 200 ha of restored meadow and >16 linear km of multiuse trail within the Gatineau Corridor
• Direct connection between downtown Toronto and
Rouge National Urban Park
• Serves as a blueprint for corridor
revitalization

The Meadoway – Community Powered Greenspace

• A budget spanning from 2018 – 2020 has
been prepared to deliver on the $10
million commitment: Phase 1 of the
project.

• April 11, 2018 - The W. Garfield Weston
Foundation pledged up to $25 million,
with a firm commitment of $10 million
available immediately.

The Meadoway – Phase 1

Launched October 25th,
2018

MEA Class EA process –
Schedule C (Considering
Federal and IO EA
Process)

GOAL: identify & evaluate
range of alternative trail
alignments and bridge
crossings, culminating in
a preferred main route.

Consultation with the
public and stakeholders a
key component of the
process

•

•

•

•

East Don Trail at
Bermondsey Rd.

Rouge Park at Meadowvale
Rd.

The Meadoway – Multi-use Trail Class EA

•
•
•
•

Year 3

• Access points
• Recreation

• Trail elements
• Connections

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

10

S7 - Conlins Rd. – Rouge Park

Year 4

• Meadow habitat
• Road crossings

S5 - Scarborough Golf Club – Neilson Rd.

S3 - Kennedy Rd. – Thomson Memorial

• 2-4 trail alignments
• Bridges

Year 1

16 linear kilometre trail
7 total segments
3 “Complete” segments
4 “Incomplete”
segments

Planning of the Multi-Use Trail

Initiate
Class EA

Phase 1

PIC 1
April

Identify &
Evaluate
Alternative
Alignments

TAC 1
20 Mar

TAC 2
May

PIC 2
June

Select
Preferred
Alternative

Phase 3

Public and Stakeholder Consultation

Existing
Conditions
&
Prob/Opp

Phase 2

WE ARE HERE
Phase 4

TAC 3
Sept

PIC 3
Oct

Finalize &
Submit
Report

Multi-Use Trail Class EA – Primary Phases

The Meadoway will revitalize and restore the existing corridor
and establish a full connection between downtown Toronto and
Rouge National Urban Park via an accessible multi-use trail network.”

Opportunities to expand and construct new trail networks are limited in
urban environments; however, hydro-corridors have the potential to be
repurposed as accessible, ecologically diverse greenspaces that permit
active trail use.

“A complete active transportation system linking eastern Toronto to the
downtown core is missing from the existing trail network.

Draft Opportunity Statement

Guiding Objectives

Presented by: Perkins+Will

Visualization
Toolkit
Overview

Consultant Team

Consultant Team

JUNE 26
OCT 24

Project Schedule

Project Schedule

APR 24

• Preliminary Toolkit:
Conditions Reporting
• Semi-Illustrated Concept Plan
• Design Cross-Sections (x5)
• Technical and Literature Review Report Brief
• Overview Sketch-Renders (x2)
• Field Investigation and Landscape Analysis
• Public Visioning Workshop

• Review and Evaluation of Baseline

Phase 1 Deliverables

• Conceptual Renderings of Multi-use Trail

Intersections (x2)
(x4)
• Suite of Unique Features and Emblematic
• Conceptual Renderings of Major Public and Elements
Gathering Spaces (x4)
• Precedents Review of Public Art Installations
expressing Indigenous Culture
• Conceptual Renderings of Potential
Pedestrian Bridges (x2)
• Video animation of Goals and Concepts (x2)

• Conceptual Renderings of Large Segments

Phase 2 Deliverables

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Existing Conditions Report and
Technical and Literature Review
Report

Work in Progress

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Case Analysis

Work in Progress

Corridor

Highland creek

Pedestrian bridge crossing

Phase 1 Deliverables:
• Highland Creek Conceptual Cross-Section

Work in Progress

Corridor

West

MVVA Engagement

Public Visioning Workshop: April 24, 2019

Presented by: Dillon Consulting Ltd.

Alternative
Alignments &
Evaluation
Framework

Watershed coverage = 102 km2
Almost fully urbanized

Highland Creek Tributary

3

Highland Creek

5

• Watershed coverage = 336 km2
• 35% urbanized

• Rouge River (S7)

•
•

• Highland Creek (S3, 5, and 6)

• Two major river systems and one ravine; 4 total crossings

Watercourse Crossings
6

Rouge River

7

Ellesmere Ravine

24

• Review of existing hydrologic conditions
• Testing the sensitivity of the hydraulic models for Highland Creek
and Rouge River
• Development of recommended design criteria

Flood Hazard

• Field visits to each of the proposed crossings
• Characterization of existing geomorphologic conditions and
processes
• Identification of constraints and opportunities

Channel Stability and Erosion

Technical Work Completed

• Trail alignment can minimize the need
for second crossing
• The existing concrete lining may need
rehabilitated/removed to
accommodate a structure
• Opportunity to introduce natural
channel elements
• Need to confirm location of existing
sanitary sewer

Section 3 – SW Highland Creek Tributary

• Highly unstable sections upstream of
Ellesmere Road
• Armoured section close to the road offers
stable future crossing location
• Opportunity to connect to Pan Am trail
• Visible location from Ellesmere Road can
promote The Meadoway

Section 5 – SW Highland Creek

• Extensive/active channel erosion could
put future structure at risk
• Localized channel rehab. To stabilize
valley and improve aesthetics
• An in-valley crossing is problematic due to
erosion and steepness
• A structure that spans the valley would
remove risk associated with erosion and
provide views of the forested valley

Section 6 – Ellesmere Ravine

• Stable valley; no fluvial geomorphic
constraints
• Valley walls are steep and forested
• Meadowvale Road provides views of
valley
• Existing Meadowvale bridge is an option
for crossing

Section 7 – Rouge River

Provide an off-road/in-corridor experience connected to nature
Synergies with other ongoing initiatives
Opportunities to connect to neighbourhoods/points of interest
Need for ongoing maintenance access
AODA
Minimize potential for negative impacts

• In-Corridor
• Maximize Existing Infrastructure
• Hybrid Option

• Options developed:

•
•
•
•
•
•

• Key Considerations:

Multi-use Trail Alternative Alignments

• Concerns or technical issues
with the proposed alignments?
• Additional points of interest,
connections, or initiatives?

Alternative Alignments – Section 3

• Concerns or technical issues
with the proposed alignments?
• Additional points of interest,
connections, or initiatives?

Alternative Alignments – Section 5

• Concerns or technical issues
with the proposed alignments?
• Additional points of interest,
connections, or initiatives?

Alternative Alignments – Section 6

• Concerns or technical issues
with the proposed alignments?
• Additional points of interest,
connections, or initiatives?

Alternative Alignments – Section 7

•Characterize existing conditions
•Confirm problems/opportunities
•Develop alternative alignments
•Identify evaluation criteria
•Evaluate alignments and select preferred

Draft Evaluation Framework – Key Steps

Be cost effective

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users
Be good neighbours

Provide connections

• Potential for impact on hydro corridor operations and
maintenance
• Potential for impact on hydro corridor neighbours
• Extent of support/leverage for other infrastructure initiatives
• Constructability
• Capital cost
• Operating cost

Maximizes connection to urban greenspace
Opportunity to provide education and stewardship
Capacity to maximize naturalization/restoration of corridor
Amount of natural habitat removed/disturbed
Ability to minimize impact to watercourses
Potential for impacts to valley slopes
Extent of linkages to multi-modal transportation
Extent of linkages to other trails
Extent of trail that is off-road/separated
Meets and/or exceeds AODA for trail design

Provide a positive
user experience
Protect and enhance
natural features

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Evaluation Criteria Considerations

Proposed Objective

Draft Evaluation Framework

•TAC #2 – May 23, 10:00-12:00 PM

•PIC #1 – April 24, 6:30-9:00 PM

•TAC #1 Comments Due – April 1

Key Dates

Winter 2018

• CLC#1

• Prob/Opp Statement
• Existing Conditions
• Stakeholder
Consultation

PHASE 1

• TAC#1
• CLC#2
• PIC#1

• Identify/Evaluate
Alternative Trail
Alignments
• Consultation

Spring 2019

PHASE 2

Looking Ahead

Summer 2019

• TAC#3
• CLC#4
• PIC#3

• Complete ESR
• File for 30 day Review
Period

Fall 2019

• Identify/Evaluate Design
Alternatives
• Select Preferred Design
Concept
• TAC#2
• CLC#3
• PIC #2

PHASE 4

PHASE 3

2020 - 2021

• Design, Construct and
Monitor

PHASE 5

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
Review Package

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Section 3 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail maintains the trail within the corridor between west of Kennedy Road to Lawrence
Avenue East. The trail aims to avoid hydro towers where possible and bring users closer to the natural
environment. The trail would require a pedestrian crossing at Kennedy Road and over the GO rail line
and a water crossing over Highland Creek. There are also trail connections to existing and planned trails
and transit infrastructure.
Section 3 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail uses existing infrastructure along Kennedy Road, Tara Avenue, Fitzgibbon Avenue,
and Midland Avenue to connect the multi-use trail. This trail alignment connects to existing transit
infrastructure (Kennedy Station), points of interest (local schools), and trails within the Regional Study
Area.
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Section 3 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)

Section 3 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)
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THE MEADOWAY - SECTION 3
PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS
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Section 5 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail maximizes the trail within the corridor between Ellesmere Road and Neilson Road.
The trail aims to avoid hydro towers and immerse trail users in the natural environment. The trail would
require a water crossing over Highland Creek and a pedestrian crossing at Neilson Road. There are also
trail connections to Pan Am Path and Morningside Park.
Section 5 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail uses existing infrastructure along Ellesmere Road, Neilson Road and Military Trail to
connect the multi-use trail. This trail alignment connects to existing and planned transit infrastructure,
points of interest (shopping plaza, local schools), and trails within the Regional Study Area (Pan Am Path
and Morningside Park).
Section 5 – Option C (Hybrid Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail follows same off-corridor route as Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure
Alternative Trail) but provides for an additional trail segment within the Highland Ravine.
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PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS
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Section 6 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)
ELLE
SM E
This alternative trail maintains the trail within the corridor to the extent possible between west of
RE R
Neilson Road to Military Trail. This trail avoids hydro towers and requires an iconic water crossing over
OAD
Ellesmere Ravine. The trail detours out of the corridor and extends along Bonspiel Drive, Tams Road,
Chartway Boulevard and Conlins Road. The trail returns to the corridor north of the 401 at
Conlins Road. There are trail connections to existing and planned transit infrastructure, Pan Am Centre,
points of interest (Tam Heather Curling and Tennis) and other trails.
Section 6 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail uses existing infrastructure along Military Trail, Ellesmere Road and Conlins Road to
connect to the multi-use trail north of the 401 at Conlins Road. This trail aligns with the
realigned Military Trail and pedestrian pathway that is included in the University of Toronto
Scarborough (UTSC) Master Plan. In addition, this trail provides opportunities to connect to UTSC,
Centennial College Morningside Campus, Pan Am Centre, existing and planned transit infrastructure
(Eglinton East LRT) and trails within the Regional Study Area.
Section 6 – Option C (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)
University of Toronto of
This alternative trail uses elements from both Option A (In-Corridor) and Option B (Maximize Existing
Scarborough (ARC Theatre,
Infrastructure) trails. This trail runs along Military Trail, Bonspiel Drive, Tams Road, Chartway Boulevard Attic, Athletic Centre, Doris
and Conlins Road. There are trail connections to existing and planned transit infrastructure, Pan Am
McCarthy Gallery, Arts &
Centre, points of interest (Tam Heather Curling and Tennis) and other trails.
Administration Building,
Leigha Lee Brown Theatre)

Opportunity Iconic bridge
crossing

F
G

MI
LIT
A

KEE
LER

N

MO R

D
BLV
ER

AVE
NUE
INGS
IDE

L
KEE

IL
TRA

!!
(
(

UNIVERSITY OF
TORONTO SCARBOROUGH CAMPUS

Opportunity Support the City's
10 year Bike Plan

Opportunity - Proposed
future pedestrian
connection as part of
the UTSC master plan

Opportunity Potential new
crossing that could be
aligned with Eglinton
East LRT platform

Opportunity - Utilize existing
bike-lanes on Conlins Road

HIG
HW HIGH
AY
401WAY
CO 401
LLE
CTO
R
Proposed
future EELRT
laydown yard

AVE

CA
NM
O

Opportunity - Reconnect to existing
multi-use trails within the corridor
east of Conlins

MIL
N ER

RD

AD
SON RO
NEIL

sm

vi n
Ra
re
CON
LINS

Elle
Y
ITAR
MIL

RE

BL
VD

(
!

Highland
Creek Branch
(TPL)

(
!

MORRISH
PUBLIC
SCHOOL

Regional Study Area

Local Study Area

Unevaluated Wetland

15 m HONI Tower Setback

Watercourse

Hydro Line

Trail/Walkway/Bike Lane

Section 6 – Option C (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)

Section 6 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)

Section 6 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)

Cultural Space

School

Existing Signalized Pedestrian Crossing

Proposed Crossing

Proposed Water Crossing

0

50

100

¯
200 m

Note: Hydro One access corridors to be added

!
(
(
!

FG
GF
GF

THE MEADOWAY - SECTION 6
PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS

SH E

PPA

RD

AVE
N

UE E

AS T

HONI substation
with access
roads

Section 7 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail maintains the trail within the corridor northeast of Sheppard Avenue East. The trail
meanders alongside the Rouge River underneath Meadowvale Road. A water crossing is required for
the trail to extend to the trail terminus at the existing Vista Trail in the Rouge National Urban Park. This
trail provides an opportunity to create gathering space in the valley.
Section 7 – Option B (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail maintains the trail within the corridor northeast of Sheppard Avenue East and connects
to Meadowvale Road. From Meadowvale Road there is a scenic vista of the valley. This trail veers off
Meadowvale Road into the valley and requires a water crossing over Rouge River. The trail terminus is
at the existing Vista Trail in the Rouge National Urban Park. This trail provides the opportunity to create
gathering space in the valley.
Section 7 – Option C (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail relies primarily on existing infrastructure along Meadowvale Road and Zoo Road.
This trail offers scenic vistas of the valley, connections to Toronto Zoo and the trail terminus is at the
New Rouge Visitors Centre (which has access to parking, trails and the observation deck).
Section 7 – Option D (Hybrid Alternative Trail)
This alternative trail is the same as Option C (Maximize Existing Infrastructure) with the addition of a
trail segment that follows the bend of the watercourse, extends underneath Meadowvale Road and
into the valley. This segment terminates in the valley, west of Rouge River, and creates unique
opportunities for leisure and observing the natural environment.
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Alternative Alignments Evaluation Framework
(Draft for Discussion, Revised March 15, 2019)
The Meadoway project is being carried out as a Schedule C project under the Municipal Class EA
process.
A key component of Phase 2 of the Class EA is the consideration of trail alignments. The following
outlines the key steps to develop, assess and evaluate the trail alignment alternatives.
Step 1 – Characterize Baseline Environmental and Social Conditions: A description of existing
conditions within the local and regional Study Area will be prepared to provide context for the
development of the alignment alternatives. This information will also be used in the evaluation of
alternatives.
Step 2 – Confirm Problems and Opportunities: Overall this corridor is viewed as a significant
opportunity to construct a well-connected multi-use trail network. It is recognized that there are a
number of areas within The Meadoway corridor that present specific challenges related to trail
construction. An overall opportunity statement for the project and associated specific challenges and
opportunities will be documented.
Step 3 – Develop Alternative Alignments for the Multi-use Trail: Trail alignments will be developed
within the sections of the corridor where there is currently no trail. These sections include four water
crossings and one rail crossing. With a key objective of the project being to stay within the corridor, trail
alternatives consider both an in-corridor option as well as an option that makes use of existing
pedestrian infrastructure outside of the corridor.
Step 4 – Evaluate Alternative Alignments: Alternative alignments will be described in a sufficient level
of detail to be able to determine key differences and identify a preferred alignment for each section.
Alternative trail alignments will be evaluated using a suite of evaluation criteria and indicators. As the
purpose of the comparative evaluation is to identify the alignment which is best able to meet the project
opportunity statement, the evaluation criteria will be grounded in a set of project objectives. A list of
project objectives and the type of evaluation criteria being considered is outlined in Table 1 below. The
advantages and disadvantages of each alternative alignment will be documented to allow alternatives to
be compared and a preferred trail alignment in each section identified.
Step 5 – Trail Design Alternatives: Phase 3 of the Class EA involves consideration of trail design
alternatives. Where relevant design alternatives will be developed and evaluated for each of the
preferred trail alignments. It is anticipated that this step will focus on the bridge crossings.

Table 1 – Draft Evaluation Framework
Proposed Objective

Evaluation Criteria Considerations

Provide a positive user experience

•
•

Maximizes connection to urban greenspace
Opportunity to provide education and
stewardship

Protect and enhance natural features

•

Capacity to maximize naturalization/restoration
of corridor
Amount of natural habitat removed/disturbed
Ability to minimize impact to watercourses
Potential for impacts to valley slopes

•
•
•
Provide connections

•
•

Extent of linkages to multi-modal
transportation
Extent of linkages to other trails

Maintain a safe environment for all potential
trail users

•
•

Extent of trail that is off-road/separated
Meets and/or exceeds AODA for trail design

Be good neighbours

•

Potential for impact on hydro corridor
operations and maintenance
Potential for impact on hydro corridor
neighbours (e.g., adjacent communities)
Extent of support/leverage for other
infrastructure initiatives

•
•

Be cost effective

•
•
•

Constructability
Capital cost
Operating and maintenance cost

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
Meeting Notes

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Environmental Assessment (EA) Technical Advisory Committee Meeting #1
Wednesday, March 20, 2019
1:00 pm – 3:00 pm
Attendees: Ruthanne Henry (City of Toronto – PF&R), Ben Morell (City of Toronto – Planning),
Justin Bak (City of Toronto – Transportation), David Fallows (MTO), Cory Ostrawka (IO), Agnes
Reid (Hydro One), Doris Chee (Hydro One), Richard Scott (Parks Canada), Natalie Seniuk
(Metrolinx), Laura Filice (Metrolinx), Rocio Scweigl (Crosslinx), Jennifer Adams Peffer (UofTS),
Miriam Bart (Dillion Consulting), Karla Kolli (Dillon Consulting), Clint Langevin (Perkins+Will),
Paul Kulig (Perkins+Will), Katie Turnbull (TRCA), Lisa Turnbull (TRCA), Violetta Savage
(TRCA), Corey Wells (TRCA), Celene Mariano (TRCA), Jaime Milnes (TRCA), Gord
MacPherson (TRCA), John Stille (TRCA), Cherilyn Silvestri (TRCA), Elizabeth Ignatius (TRCA),
Renee Afoom-Boateng (TRCA)
MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Corey Wells welcomed everyone to the first Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting for
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment and thanked everyone for
attending. C. Wells introduced himself and explained his role within the Project as Project
Manager for the Environmental Assessment, followed by an introduction of members of the
Project Team, including:
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager for The Meadoway
Celene Mariano, Project Coordinator for The Meadoway
Violetta Savage, Senior Project Manager for The Meadoway - Consultation
Miriam Bart, Project Coordinator with Dillion Consulting
Karla Kolli, Partner and Project Manager with Dillon Consulting
Clint Langevin, Senior Architect with Perkins+Will
Paul Kulig, Partner with Perkins+Will

All TAC members introduced themselves and described the organization they represent.

Presentations:
1st Presentation by Corey Wells – Project Overview and Update
2nd Presentation by Paul Kulig – Overview of Visualization Toolkit
3rd Presentation by Karla Kolli – Preliminary Trail Alignments and Evaluation Framework
Question, Comment and Answer Period:
An open discussion platform was held during each presentation to provide everyone at the
meeting an opportunity to comment(s) and / or ask a question(s).
TRCA reviewed the key objectives of the meeting and noted that staff are looking to the TAC to
bring their expertise and knowledge when reviewing materials during, as well as after this
meeting.
Information packages will be sent (via email) to all TAC members containing the materials
reviewed in this meeting. Comments on the materials are to be sent to TRCA by April 1, 2019
end of day.
Preliminary Trail Alignments and Evaluation Framework Discussion
C: It is important to discuss the water crossings as they relate to the alignments and sections of
the corridor that do not have trails.
Q: Are you proposing to use existing roads or build lanes regarding the sections of the trails that
are not yet built?
A: Currently, the on-road alignments are based on existing infrastructure, although future
works such as streets marked as part of the City of Toronto’s 10 Year Bike Plan have
been noted. Alignment evaluation and design of the preferred alternative route will
explore in more detail potential modifications to on-road roads, such as separated bike
lanes.
C: As it relates to water resources, it is best not to use a bridge options near flood prone areas;
best to use existing bridge where possible.
A: Detailed fluvial geomorphological, as well as hydraulic assessment are being
completed for each proposed water crossing so as to ensure erosion and flood dynamics
are not exacerbated.
Q: Will you be weighing the criteria for evaluation based on construction vs. nature impacts?
A: This is something that will be addressed through the EA process and evaluation
framework in the next phase of work.

2

Section 3 Alternative Alignment
Q. Is there a quicker way to connect to the trail via the off-corridor option?
A. Potentially. However, the on-road, off-corridor route shown for Section 3 utilizes the
existing Pan-Am Path, which contains way-finding signage and is an official trail route
with the City of Toronto.
Q. What are your assumptions about electrification infrastructure?
A. The January 2018 TPAP completed for the GO Stouffville electrification has indicated
that the existing pedestrian bridge will remain but be modified. We will work closely with
Metrolinx staff as alternative alignments are evaluated and a preferred route, which
could potentially propose a second pedestrian bridge crossing within the hydro corridor.
C. As it relates to existing infrastructure, you should differentiate between on-road, with or
without a buffer, or a path. This will have impacts as to who uses the trail. Parents with children
will not be as likely to prefer the on-road option without any buffers.
A: Noted, as part of the evaluation process proposed on-road alignments will indicate the
type of existing cycling infrastructure present.
C. I prefer the options that use existing infrastructure. Constructing new bridges will have
hydrology impacts.
A: As noted, detailed fluvial geomorphological, as well as hydraulic assessment are
being completed for each proposed water crossing so as to ensure erosion and flood
dynamics are not exacerbated. Further studies are planned for detailed design.
Section 5 Alternative Alignment
Q: Why does the alignment in Section 5 not follow the existing Pam Am Path?
A: The existing Pan Am Path routes south at Ellesmere and Orton Park Road all the way
to Lawrence where it then continues west towards the Lake Ontario shoreline. This route
was not selected as a potential alternative alignment as it is routed permanently away
from the hydro corridor.
C: It is important to show the pedestrian bridge crossings for the public and clearly label each.
Q. The ravines in section 5, 6 and 7 are some of the nicest parts of these watersheds. How will
you address potential risks associated with maintenance or avoidance?
A. The EA and detailed design process will address those risks as noted above.
ACTION ITEM: TRCA Restoration team to send Dillon Consulting restoration plans and ArcMap
files of the corridor.
Important to note: The proposed preliminary alignments try to utilize as much of the existing
infrastructure as possible in these areas. We also must strive to meet AODA guidelines for the
trail.
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Section 6 Alternative Alignment
Please note, we are not looking at crossing the 401 highway in the EA process; however, we
are undertaking a separate feasibility study.
C: The UTSC Master Plan is evolving and a secondary plan is in place with the City of Toronto.
Try to better represent the secondary plan in this section as there may be more naturalized
space available than originally thought.
C: The section of the 401 highway that spans The Meadoway will be under construction for the
next 10 years. Rehabilitation of the Morningside and Conlins Road structures will take place
between 2025 and 2029.
C: Label all exiting bike lanes along the alignment path.

Section 7 Alternative Alignment
Q: Why can’t the alignments in this section include a switch back trail?
A: The valley walls around the Rouge River in the RNUP are very steep and in order to
meet AODA guidelines any proposed switch back would likely cause significant
environmental impact.
C: Be sure to reiterate to the public that the alignments are conceptual at this time.
C: Recommend showing the topography of the area where possible to show members of the
public where it is and is not feasible to cross.
C: Reflect on the reasons why certain trail routes do not work in a digestible format for members
of the public.
C: Best to steer clear of the bio-digester facility near the Toronto Zoo.
C. Determine if the trail is about recreation, connectivity, or a path for cyclists. This will help
inform your AODA decisions.
Evaluation Framework
C: Define what you mean by AODA perspective. Include some places where you might exceed
5% grade. Possibly change the language to reflect mitigation measures. The natural
environment and trial experience should not be sacrificed based on AODA requirements.
Include signage that discusses the type of trail and gradient, etc.
C: Maintain safe environment – add flood risk as a component for evaluation.
C: Add security and visibility as evaluation criteria.
C: Preface the evaluation with an introduction that all trail options will include the opportunity to
incorporate restoration, security and visibility, seasonal maintenance, etc.
C: Highlight the notion of additional restoration opportunities in highly degraded areas.
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Q: Will the trails be used and maintained in the winter?
A: It is safe to say at this time, the trail will not be maintained in the winter.
Q: What infrastructure would separate bike lanes from walking lanes?
A: Details around trail design have not been determined at this time. Exploration of
options will be undertaken as part of the evaluation process.
Q: What is the expected carrying capacity of the trail system? Are you considering shared trail
use and criteria associated to it? There should be safety features incorporated into the plan to
address capacity of the trail.
A: Details around trail design have not been determined at this time.
C: Provide a positive user experience piece to the evaluation criteria.
C: Be sure to define what is meant by user experience. Some will bike and some will walk.
C: This is an opportunity to create structures that are iconic.
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Date:
Reviewer Name

Response

TRCA RESPONSE FORM

A = Accept Comment - Correct, Add to, or Clarify plans
D = Disagree/Dismiss
C = Clarify or Discuss and resolve prior to next design phase
R = Resolve comment in next design phase

COMMENT CODE

Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Noted. Will clearly identify all road crossing types.
Transportation)

Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Noted. Will determine approximate trail lengths (in
Identify additional traveled distance required for various Transportation)
metres) for each preliminary alignment
options. For example, show how much longer options
are in comparison to option A: In-corridor.

Clearly identify all road crossing locations showing
existing controlled crossing, proposed controlled
crossing, uncontrolled crossing for cyclists only,
uncontrolled crossing for cyclists and pedestrians,
uncontrolled crossing for cyclists in one direction only,
etc.

Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Noted. Can note existing road facility types for
For option B: Maximize existing infrastructure, clearly
Transportation)
"existing infrastructure" alignment options.
show the on road facility types such as sidewalk,
walking on road surface shared with motor vheicles,
Suggestions on infrastructure upgrades for trail
shared cycling on road with motor vehicles, road side
alignments will be explored.
multi use trail, bike lanes, cycle tracks, etc. It is not
clear if the option is recommending to use just the
existing infrastructure, or if the option is recommending
new/upgraded infrastructure on road to accomodate
trail users. For example, in section 3, option B, from
Markos Blvd to Hydro Corridor along Midland Ave, is the
option proposing cyclists ride on road, on new proposed
bike lanes, new proposed multi use trail on one side of
the road, etc.

Comments

Reviewer Name/Organization:

Document Title: Comment Form

Submittal: Proposed Alternative Alignments for the Multi-use Trail

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - TAC#1
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Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Noted.
Note that Transportation Services typically requires
Transportation)
separate facilities for pedestrians and cyclists for
facilities along roads. For example, a cycle track/multi
use trail and sidewalk are required instead of just one
multi use trail shared by pedestrians and cyclists. This is
to address pedestrians with accessibility requirements
where pedestrians with low/no vision are uncomfortable
when their path of travel is shared with cyclists.

1

Item
Number

Date:

Pg. # (use "G for
General
Reviewer Name

Response

TRCA RESPONSE FORM

A = Accept Comment - Correct, Add to, or Clarify plans
D = Disagree/Dismiss
C = Clarify or Discuss and resolve prior to next design phase
R = Resolve comment in next design phase

COMMENT CODE

The UTSC Master Plan is evolving and a secondary plan is in
place with the City of Toronto. Try to better represent the
secondary plan in this section as there may be more
naturalized space available than originally thought.

Jennifer Adams Peffer
(UofTS)

Noted.

Page 15 of the General Conditions Report indicates that the
David Fallows (Ministry of Noted. Will updated the existing conditions
401 will be under construction until 2023. There are two
Transportation)
report with this information.
contracts for the section of Hwy 401 between Neilson and
Whites Rd which are scheduled for construction until 2029.
First contract is 2029 to 2024 and the follow up contract is
2025 to 2029. Rehabilitation of the Morningside structure and
Conlins Rd structures are between 2025 and 2029.

Comments

Reviewer Name/Organization:

Document Title: Comment Form

Submittal: Proposed Alternative Alignments for the Multi-use Trail

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - TAC#1

Proposed Draft Evaluation Framework

Pg. # (use "G for
General

Page 1, Step 3

Page 2, Table 1

Page 2, Table 1

Page 2, Table 1

Page 2, Table 1

Page 2, Table 1

Item Number

1

2

3

4

5

6

Date:

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Provide Connections. Consider evaluation of travelled
distance for various options. For example how far a trail
Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)
user must travel in comparison to the shortest distance
option.
Maintain a safe environment. Consider level of
safety/perceived safety for different types of on road
connections. For example, is the cycling connection on
road separated by painted line/painted
buffer/bollards/barriers, boulevard cycle track,
Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)
boulevard multi use trail, etc. Consider principles of an
AAA (all ages and abilities) cycling facility. For example,
is the sidewalk used by pedestrians narrow, wide,
immediately adjacent to motor vehicle lanes, separated
by a sod boulevard, etc.

Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)

Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)

Maintain a safe environment. Consider evaluation of
potential conflicts between trail users and motor
vehicles as a result of required road crossings,
intersection navigation, driveway access, infrastructure
width, infrastructure profile, etc.
Maintain a safe environment. Consider evaluation of
potential conflicts between cyclists and pedestrians on
trail and in on road alignments. Infrastructure along
roads have a higher standard for serparation between
cyclists and pedestrians. Consider interactions between
cyclists and pedestrians at intersections.

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)

Provide a positive user experience. Consider evaluation
of detour from hydro corridor and user experience of
being on road.

Yes. Opportunities for implementing cycling
infrastructure will be explored for all out of corridor
segments

Response

Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)

Reviewer Name

TRCA RESPONSE FORM

A = Accept Comment - Correct, Add to, or Clarify plans
D = Disagree/Dismiss
C = Clarify or Discuss and resolve prior to next design phase
R = Resolve comment in next design phase

COMMENT CODE

Step 3 notes that an option that makes use of existing
pedestrian infrastructure outside of the corridor will be
considered. Will this option include implementation of
cycling infrastructure where there is no exisitng cycling
infrastructure? How will cyclists be considered in this
option?

Comments

Reviewer Name/Organization:

Document Title: Comment Form

Submittal:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - TAC#1

Page 2, Table 1

Page 2, Table 1

Page 2, Table 1

Page 2, Table 1

Page 2, Table 1

7

8

9

10

11

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Be good neighbours. Consider potential impact to
residents and property owners. Especially for on road
alignments. Will implementation of improved cycling and Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)
pedestrian infrastructure have impacts to properties,
property frontages, access to properties, etc.

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Noted. Will look to incorporate this into the
evaluation framework

Maintain a safe environment. Note that on road sections
must adhere to the AODA, Integrated Accessibility
Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)
Standards Reguation requirements for exterior paths of
travel.

Consider evaluating impacts to motor vehicle traffic
Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)
flow.
One suggestion to add “security” as a criterion as there Richard Scott (Rouge National Urban Park, Parks
may be areas where there may be a real or perceived
Canada)
risk to personal security, depending on alignment.

Noted.

Maintain a safe environment. If sections are not
accessible, how far is the detour for those with mobility
Justin Bak (City of Toronto, Transportation)
considerations. Are there alternative routes that can be
used by those with mobility considerations?
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The Meadoway

1

Feb – July 19

June – Oct 19

Oct – Dec 19

• Formally initiated in October of 2018
• Development of guiding principles, objectives, and
opportunity statements
• Assessment, analysis, and synthesis of existing conditions

Jan – Feb 19

Class EA – Phase 1 Complete

2

Feb – July 19

June – Oct 19

Oct – Dec 19

• Identify a range of potential trail alignments at incomplete
sections of the corridor
• Evaluate each alignment against a set of objective-based
criteria
• Select preferred alignments

Jan – Feb 19

Class EA – Phase 2 Ongoing

3

•
•
•
•

S3 - Kennedy Rd. – Thomson Memorial

16 linear kilometre trail
7 sections
4 “Complete”
3 “Incomplete”

S6 - Neilson Rd. – Conlins Rd.

S5 - Scarborough Golf Club – Neilson Rd.

A Focus on “Incomplete” Sections of the Corridor

• Existing infrastructure now differentiates between
sidewalk, multi-use trial, and bike lane.
• All road crossing locations added showing existing,
proposed, and partial.
• New destinations suggested by CLC members (Tabor Hill,
Birkdale Ravine, the Waterfront, several libraries).
• The alignment in Section 3 was adjusted to use the Hydro
One access road off of Kennedy Avenue.

Updates to the Alternative Alignments

5

consider AAA as well as AODA
Include potential for conflict
Include potential for flood risk
Consider personal security

• Be good neighbours – consider road users as well as
neighbors

•
•
•
•

• User experience – consider the extent of detour from
corridor
• Connections – consider travel distance
• Trail safety for all users

Updates on the Evaluation Criteria

6

7

• The hydro corridor will have restored meadow with or without the in-corridor trail
alignment.
• The trails will not be maintained in the winter and will not include lighting.
• The trails can be made AODA compliant through design.
• All local connections are valued equally.
• Longer distance is less desirable for potential trail users.
• In-corridor trail has limited potential impact on neighbours as there is room for
separation/screening.
• There are potential complexities associated with construction of out of corridor
alternatives.
• The future proposed plans will be built (i.e. Eglinton East LRT, UTSC campus plan,
Military Trail realignment and the planned Ellesmere Road boulevard multi-use
trail).
• For the preferred alignment the team will seek opportunities to modify to
minimize impacts and maximize benefit.

Our Assumptions

8

Total

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe environment for
all potential trail users

Provide connections

Protect and enhance natural
features

Provide a positive user
experience

Objectives
Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace (e.g. restored meadow and natural
ravine systems in the hydro corridor); provides opportunity for education and stewardship
Capacity to maximize and ensure success of naturalization/restoration of the meadow
Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic habitat
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g. erosion) and vegetation/habitat
Extent of linkages to multi-modal transportation
Extent of linkages to other trails or key amenities
Length of new trail connection (related to travel distance and time)
Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal safety (e.g., maintenance vehicles, road
traffic, intersections, human conflict, safe trail design)
Extent of trail that can meet and/or exceed AAA (all ages and abilities) and AODA for trail design
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
Minimizes potential for operation and maintenance impacts on the hydro corridor and meadow
Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the hydro corridor as well as road
users
Extent of support/leverage for local communities and infrastructure initiatives
Constructability
Capital cost
Operating and maintenance costs

Evaluation Criteria

Section 3: Lawrence Avenue Community Hub

Preliminary
Preferred

᪵

᪵

᪵

᪵

Option A – InCorridor

᪵

᪵

᪵

9

Option B –
Maximize Existing
Infrastructure

10

Total

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe environment for
all potential trail users

Provide connections

Protect and enhance natural
features

Provide a positive user
experience

Objectives

Evaluation Criteria

Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace (e.g. restored meadow and
natural ravine systems in the hydro corridor); provides opportunity for education and
stewardship
Capacity to maximize and ensure success of naturalization/restoration of the meadow
Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic habitat
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g. erosion) and vegetation/habitat
Extent of linkages to multi-modal transportation
Extent of linkages to other trails or key amenities
Length of new trail connection (related to travel distance and time)
Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal safety (e.g., maintenance vehicles,
road traffic, intersections, human conflict, safe trail design)
Extent of trail that can meet and/or exceed AAA (all ages and abilities) and AODA for trail
design
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
Minimizes potential for operation and maintenance impacts on the hydro corridor and
meadow
Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the hydro corridor as well as
road users
Extent of support/leverage for local communities and infrastructure initiatives
Constructability
Capital cost
Operating and maintenance costs

Section 5: The Ravines

Preliminary
Preferred

᪵

᪵

᪵

᪵

Option A –
In-Corridor

᪵

᪵

Option B –
Maximize
Existing
Infrastructur
e

11

᪵

Option C –
Hybrid

12

Total

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe environment for
all potential trail users

Provide connections

Protect and enhance natural
features

Provide a positive user
experience

Objectives

Maximizes interaction and connection to urban greenspace (e.g. restored meadow and
natural ravine systems in the hydro corridor); provides opportunity for education and
stewardship
Capacity to maximize and ensure success of naturalization/restoration of the meadow
Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic habitat
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g. erosion) and vegetation/habitat
Extent of linkages to multi-modal transportation
Extent of linkages to other trails or key amenities
Length of new trail connection (related to travel distance and time)
Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal safety (e.g., maintenance vehicles,
road traffic, intersections, human conflict, safe trail design)
Extent of trail that can meet and/or exceed AAA (all ages and abilities) and AODA for trail
design
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
Minimizes potential for operation and maintenance impacts on the hydro corridor and
meadow
Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours adjacent to the hydro corridor as well as
road users
Extent of support/leverage for local communities and infrastructure initiatives
Constructability
Capital cost
Operating and maintenance costs

Evaluation Criteria

Section 6: Highway 401
1 – Eastern Entrance

Preliminary
Preferred

᪵

᪵

᪵

Option A –
In-Corridor

᪵

᪵

Option B –
Maximize
Existing
Infrastructur
e

13

Preliminary
Preferred

᪵

᪵

᪵

Option C –
Maximize
Existing
Infrastructur
e

• Tentative TAC #3 – September 10th

• Deadline for TAC#2 Comments – Friday May 31st

Looking Ahead – Class EA

14

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
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Section 3 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail) - 2292 m
This alternative trail maintains the trail within the corridor between west of Kennedy Road to Lawrence
Avenue East. The trail aims to avoid hydro towers where possible and bring users closer to the natural
environment. The trail would require a pedestrian crossing at Kennedy Road and over the GO rail line
and a water crossing over Highland Creek. There are also trail connections to existing and planned trails
and transit infrastructure.
Section 3 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail) - 2455 m
This alternative trail uses existing infrastructure along Kennedy Road, Tara Avenue, Fitzgibbon Avenue,
and Midland Avenue to connect the multi-use trail. This trail alignment connects to existing transit
infrastructure (Kennedy Station), points of interest (local schools), and trails within the Regional Study
Area.
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Section 3 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail)

Section 3 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)
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Existing Partial Pedestrian Crossing

Existing Signalized Pedestrian Crossing

Existing Pedestrian Bridge

Proposed Pedestrian Bridge
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Section 5 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail) - 1928 m
This alternative trail maximizes the trail within the corridor between Ellesmere Road and Neilson Road.
The trail aims to avoid hydro towers and immerse trail users in the natural environment. The trail would
require a water crossing over Highland Creek and a pedestrian crossing at Neilson Road. There are also
trail connections to Pan Am Path and Morningside Park.
Section 5 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail) - 2201 m
This alternative trail uses existing infrastructure along Ellesmere Road, Neilson Road and Military Trail to
connect the multi-use trail. This trail alignment connects to existing and planned transit infrastructure,
points of interest (shopping plaza, local schools), and trails within the Regional Study Area (Pan Am Path
and Morningside Park).
Section 5 – Option C (Hybrid Alternative Trail) - 2120 m
This alternative trail follows same off-corridor route as Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure
Alternative Trail) but provides for an additional trail segment within the Highland Ravine.
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Section 6 – Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail) - 2909 m
This alternative trail maintains the trail within the corridor to the extent possible between west of
Neilson Road to Military Trail. This trail avoids hydro towers and requires an iconic water crossing over
Ellesmere Ravine. The trail detours out of the corridor and extends along Bonspiel Drive, Tams Road,
Chartway Boulevard and Conlins Road. The trail returns to the corridor north of the 401 at
Conlins Road. There are trail connections to existing and planned transit infrastructure, Pan Am Centre,
points of interest (Tam Heather Curling and Tennis) and other trails.
Section 6 – Option B (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail) - 3807 m
This alternative trail uses existing infrastructure along Military Trail, Ellesmere Road and Conlins Road to
connect to the multi-use trail north of the 401 at Conlins Road. This trail aligns with the
realigned Military Trail and pedestrian pathway that is included in the University of Toronto
Scarborough (UTSC) Master Plan. In addition, this trail provides opportunities to connect to UTSC,
Centennial College Morningside Campus, Pan Am Centre, existing and planned transit infrastructure
(Eglinton East LRT) and trails within the Regional Study Area.
Section 6 – Option C (Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail) - 3067 m
This alternative trail uses elements from both Option A (In-Corridor) and Option B (Maximize Existing
Infrastructure) trails. This trail runs along Military Trail, Bonspiel Drive, Tams Road, Chartway Boulevard
and Conlins Road. There are trail connections to existing and planned transit infrastructure, Pan Am
Centre, points of interest (Tam Heather Curling and Tennis) and other trails.
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Provide
connections

Extent of linkages to other
trails or key amenities

Minimizes potential for
impacts to valley slope (e.g.
erosion) and
vegetation/habitat
Extent of linkages to multimodal transportation

Minimizes impact to
watercourses and aquatic
habitat

Maximizes interaction and
connection to urban
greenspace (e.g. restored
meadow and natural ravine
systems in the hydro
corridor); provides
opportunity for education
and stewardship
Capacity to maximize and
ensure the success of
naturalization/restoration of
the meadow

Provide a positive
user experience

Protect and
enhance natural
features

Evaluation Criteria

Objectives

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub

Lower capacity to maximize meadow restoration due to small, but nonnegligible, footprint of proposed multi-use trail and water crossing
infrastructure.
The multi-use trail and water crossing will expose the restored meadow to
increased human activity and potential negative impact such as litter and offpath uses.
Potential for temporary impacts associated with the construction of the water
crossing due to heavy machinery operations.
Increased exposure to human activity (e.g., litter) may have a negative impact
on aquatic habitat.
There are no significant slopes associated with the Southwest Tributary of
Highland Creek and best practices will be used during construction to minimize
impact to channel morphology and natural vegetation/habitat.
Farthest alignment from Kennedy Station (approximately 1,500 metres)
Provides for connection to existing multi-use trail connection west of the rail
corridor to the Kennedy Station.
Provides for future connection to existing Lawrence East Station on TTC Line 3
and the proposed Lawrence Kennedy Station on the Stouffville GO Line due to
proximity (~450 m south).
Provides connection to Jack Goodlad Park and Community Centre, the
Scarborough Muslim Centre, and David and Mary Thomson Collegiate.
This alignment provides for a potential future connection to Arsandco Park.

x

x

x
x

x
x

x

x

x

x

Maximizes interactions with and connections to the natural environment (e.g.,
restored meadows, ravines, and open green space) because trail remains within
the hydro corridor for its entire length and includes a water crossing of the
Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek; Significant potential for education and
stewardship opportunities.

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
x

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub

The Meadoway Alternative Alignments Evaluation Matrix – DRAFT

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

x
x

x

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub
P a g e | 1 of 9

Provides connection to Jack Goodlad Park and Community Centre, the
Scarborough Muslim Centre, and David and Mary Thomson Collegiate.

Closest alignment to Kennedy Station (approximately 1,000 metres)
Utilizes existing multi-use trail connection west of the rail corridor to Kennedy
Station.
Furthest from existing Lawrence East Station on TTC Line 3 and proposed
Lawrence-Kennedy Station on the Stouffville GO Line (approximately 1,000
metres), with no direct connection.

No impacts to valley slope and vegetation/habitat.

No impacts to watercourses and aquatic habitat.

Maximizes meadow restoration throughout the entire section of hydro corridor
due to absence of multi-use trail and water crossing infrastructure.

Minimal interactions with natural environment, as only ~40% of the alignment
is within the hydro corridor (west of Midland Ave to Marcos Blvd).
No connection to Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek.
Some potential for education and stewardship associated with the eastern
portion of this alignment where the trail returns to the corridor and would
reconnect with restored meadow.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description

May 2019

Be cost effective

Be good
neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail
users

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

Trail alignment brings users within the floodplain of the Southwest Tributary of
the Highland Creek, enhancing exposure to flood risk.
Proposed water crossing will be within floodplain, but designed to not increase
the risk and/or magnitude of flooding.
Maximum potential for interaction with Hydro One staff due to full extent of
alignment remaining within hydro corridor.
Requires coordination with Hydro One (land owner).
Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multi-use trail is
anticipated to be near the centre of the hydro corridor with separated
vegetative buffers separating
The water crossing of the Southwest Tributary of the Highland Creek will be
located toward the centre or northern boundary of the hydro corridor. There is
existing screening in this area that would be maintained to the extent possible
to minimize disruption during construction and trail use.
Provides equitable access to communities both north and south of the hydro
corridor
Supports future transit initiatives. Alignment provides support for SmartTrack GO Expansion on the Stouffville line, the proposed Eglinton Avenue East LRT,
and the future Lawrence-Kennedy Regional Express Rail GO Station.
Significant level of complexity due to the construction of full extent of multi-use
trail, a rail corridor crossing, and a water crossing over the Southwest Tributary
of Highland Creek.
This alignment involves the greatest amount of new construction including a
water crossing over Southwest Highland Creek and the rail corridor crossing. It
is expected that this alignment will have a higher capital cost.
Highest operating and maintenance costs due to additional trail and crossing
infrastructure.

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Constructability

Capital cost

Operating and maintenance
costs

Extent of support/leverage
for local communities and
infrastructure initiatives

Minimizes potential for
operation and maintenance
impacts on the hydro
corridor and meadow
Minimizes potential for
impact on neighbours
adjacent to the hydro
corridor as well as road users

Minimizes potential for flood
risk to trail users

Alignment will meet and or exceed minimum design requirements regarding
personal safety as per the City of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail Guidelines.
Minimizes proximity to vehicles and road infrastructure due to multi-use trail
remaining within hydro corridor for full extent of alignment.

x

Minimizes potential for
concern regarding personal
safety (e.g., maintenance
vehicles, road traffic,
intersections, human
conflict, safe trail design)
Extent of trail that can meet
and/or exceed AAA (all ages
and abilities) and AODA for
trail design

x

x

x

x

x

x

Shortest, most direct route (2,300 m).
Three road crossings and one rail corridor crossing will have an impact on travel
time.

x
x

Length of new trail
connection (related to travel
distance and time)

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub
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Lower operating and maintenance costs due to utilization of existing cycling
routes and lack of rail corridor crossing infrastructure.

This alignment has the complexity of depending on the existing infrastructure
where possible, including modifications to the proposed stretch along Midland
Avenue (e.g., dedicated bike lanes or twinned sidewalk) will need to be
explored.
This alignment will utilize most of the existing road and cycling infrastructure
and is expected to have a lower cost.
However, additional road enhancements along a ~250 m section of Midland in
the form of bike lanes and/or a twinned sidewalk will need to be explored.

Access to multi-use trail primarily for communities south of the hydro corridor
Supports future transit initiatives. Alignment provides support for SmartTrack GO Expansion on the Stouffville line and the proposed Eglinton Avenue East
LRT.

Minimal potential for impact on neighbours as the in-corridor portion of this
alignment will be near the centre of the corridor well separated from
neighbours.
The out of corridor section will add pedestrian and cycling traffic to the local
streets (i.e., residential streets) and along Midland Ave. – potentially impacting
existing road users.

Minimizes potential for interaction with Hydro One staff as only ~40% of
alignment is within the hydro corridor.
Requires coordination with Hydro One (land owner).

No change in flood risk.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements (may require additional retrofits
to existing rail corridor crossing).

Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as per City of Toronto Multi-use Trail
Guidelines) but maximizes connectivity to surrounding community.
Maximizes proximity to vehicles and road infrastructure due to ~60% of
alignment utilizing shared, on street bike lanes through local streets and major
roads.

Longer, more circuitous route (2,460 m).
Four road crossings, one rail corridor crossing, and stop-sign crossings on a
number of local streets will have an impact on travel time.

Capacity to maximize and
ensure success of
naturalization/restoration of
the meadow

Protect and
enhance natural
features

May 2019

Provide
connections

Maximizes interaction and
connection to urban
greenspace (e.g. restored
meadow and natural ravine
systems in the hydro corridor);
provides opportunity for
education and stewardship

Provide a positive
user experience

Extent of linkages to multimodal transportation

Minimizes potential for impacts
to valley slope (e.g. erosion)
and vegetation/habitat

Minimizes impact to
watercourses and aquatic
habitat

Evaluation Criteria

Objectives

Moderate capacity for meadow restoration
due to small, but non-negligible, footprint of
proposed multi-use trail.
Multi-use trail will provide guided route
through restored meadow, reducing impacts
related to informal trails and trampling effects.
Potential for increased human activity to area.
Potential for temporary impacts associated
with the construction of water crossing due to
heavy machinery operations.
Increased exposure to human activity (e.g.,
litter) may have a negative impact on aquatic
habitat.
High potential for impact to valley slope and
ravine habitat due to construction of multi-use
trail along the west and east slopes of the
ravine.
All alignments provide connections to bus
routes.

x

x

x

x

x

x

Maximizes interactions with and connections
to the natural environment (e.g., restored
meadows, ravines, and open green space)
because trail remains within the hydro corridor
for its entire length and includes a water
crossing of Highland Creek; Significant
potential for education and stewardship
opportunities.

x

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

All alignments provide connections to bus routes.

No impact. This alignment does not include
construction of a new crossing of the valley.

No impacts to watercourses and aquatic habitat.

Maximizes meadow restoration throughout the
entire section of corridor due to absence of multiuse trail and water crossing infrastructure.
Lack of multi-use trail enhances potential for the
development of informal trails and trampling
effects on restored meadow habitat

Minimal interactions with and connections to the
natural environment as the multi-use trail remains
outside of the restored meadow corridor and
provides no connection to the Highland Creek
Ravine.
Minimizes education and stewardship
opportunities as trail remains on city streets.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure

Section 5: The Ravines

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Section 5: The Ravines

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Section 5: The Ravines
P a g e | 3 of 9

Low potential impact. This alignment does not
include construction of a new water crossing or
trail up the east side in the valley, but will include
a trail and viewing area to along the west section
of the ravine.
All alignments provide connections to bus routes.

Some interactions with and connections to the
natural environment as this alignment contains a
viewing node off of Ellesmere Road that brings
users to the Highland Creek Ravine (no water
crossing over Highland Creek is provided).
Approximately 30% of the alignment remains
within the hydro corridor east of Scarborough
Golf Club Road to Ellesmere Road - providing
some opportunity to experience the restored
meadow.
Some education and stewardship due to restored
meadow between Scarborough Gold Club Rd. and
Ellesmere Rd. and access to west side of Highland
Creek Ravine.
Moderate impacts to extent of meadow
restoration due to section of multi-use trail
proposed between Scarborough Golf Club Rd. and
Ellesmere Rd.
Lack of multi-use trail east of Highland Creek
enhances potential for the development of
informal trails and trampling effects on restored
meadow habitat
No construction related impacts, but some
impacts associated with increased human activity
at the viewing node.

Option C - Hybrid

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

The Meadoway Alternative Alignments Evaluation Matrix – DRAFT

Ranking Description

May 2019

Be good
neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail
users

Objectives

Shortest, most direct route (1,930 m).
Three at-grade road crossings that will have a
potential impact on travel time.

Alignment will meet and or exceed minimum
design requirements regarding personal safety
as per the City of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail
Guidelines.
Minimizes proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure due to multi-use trail remaining
within hydro corridor for full extent of
alignment.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements
(may require additional retrofits to along the
eastern slope of the Highland Creek Ravine).
Brings users within the floodplain of Highland
Creek, enhancing exposure to flood risk.
Proposed water crossing will be within
floodplain, but designed so as to not increase
the risk and/or magnitude of flooding.
Maximum potential for interaction with Hydro
One staff due to full extent of alignment
remaining within hydro corridor.
Requires coordination with Hydro One (land
owner).

x
x

x

x

x

x

Extent of trail that can meet
and/or exceed AAA (all ages
and abilities) and AODA for trail
design

Minimizes potential for flood
risk to trail users

Minimizes potential for
operation and maintenance
impacts on the hydro corridor
and meadow

Minimizes potential for
concern regarding personal
safety (e.g., maintenance
vehicles, road traffic,
intersections, human conflict,
safe trail design)

Length of new trail connection
(related to travel distance and
time)

x

x

x

x

Provides connection to key trails and
amenities, including nearby parks, schools, and
public health centres.
Provides for direction connection to the
Highland Creek Upper Pan Am Path and the
broader Highland Creek Ravine system.

Extent of linkages to other
trails or key amenities

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

Alignment does not traverse with the hydro one
corridor; the corridor would be crossed within the
existing road right-of-way.
Requires no coordination with Hydro One (land
owner).

No change in flood risk.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements
(may require additional retrofits to along the
Ellesmere Rd).

Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as per
City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Guidelines) but
maximizes connectivity to surrounding
community.
Maximizes proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure due to alignment utilizing shared,
on street bike lanes through local streets and
major roads for its entire extent

Longest, most circuitous route (2,200 m).
Five at-grade road crossings that will have a
potential impact on travel time.

Provides connection to key trails and amenities,
including nearby parks, schools, and public health
centres.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure

Section 5: The Ravines
Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
x

Evaluation Criteria

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

Option C - Hybrid

Section 5: The Ravines
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Minimizes potential for interaction with Hydro
One staff as only ~30% of alignment is within the
hydro corridor.
Requires coordination with Hydro One (land
owner).

Brings users within the floodplain of Highland
Creek, enhancing exposure to flood risk.

Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as per
City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Guidelines) but
maximizes connectivity to surrounding
community.
Maximizes proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure due to primarily alignment (e.g.,
not including the secondary trail to the pedestrian
node) utilizing shared, on street bike lanes
through local streets and major roads for its
entire extent.
Can be designed to meet AODA requirements
(may require additional retrofits to along the
Ellesmere Rd).

Long, circuitous route (2,100 m).
Three at-grade road crossings that will have a
potential impact on travel time.
Potential fourth at-grade road crossing to access
the viewing node if trail located on south side of
Ellesmere Road.

Provides connection to key trails and amenities,
including nearby parks, schools, and public health
centres.

May 2019

Be cost effective

Objectives

Provides equitable access to communities both
north and south of the hydro corridor
Provides for direct connection to the Highland
Creek Upper Pan Am Path (under construction)
and the broader Highland Creek Ravine
system.
Supports connection to the City’s 10-year bike
plan for Ellesmere Rd.
Significant level of complexity due to the
construction of full extent of multi-use trail
within hydro corridor and ravine system as
well as a water crossing over the Highland
Creek.

Significant capital costs due to extent of multiuse trail, water crossing over Highland Creek,
and two signalized at-grade road crossings.

Highest operating and maintenance and costs
due to additional trail and water crossing
infrastructure.

x

x

x

x

Constructability

Capital cost

Operating and maintenance
costs

Extent of support/leverage for
local communities and
infrastructure initiatives

x

x

x

Minimal impact on trail neighbours as trail
remains near the centre line of the hydro
corridor through the west and east segments.
Proposed water crossing of Highland Creek will
be located toward the southern boundary but
separated from adjacent neighbourhoods by
ravine slope and vegetation.

Minimizes potential for impact
on neighbours adjacent to the
hydro corridor as well as road
users

x

x

x

x

x

High operating and maintenance costs.

High capital costs associated with cycling
infrastructure enhancements along a ~1.1 km
section of Ellesmere Road and ~700 m of Neilson
Road

Significant level of complexity due to
modifications to major arterial roads (e.g.,
dedicated bike lanes or twinned sidewalk). The
City’s 10 year bike plan includes improvements to
Ellesmere Road that will aid in constructability of
this route.

Utilizes Ellesmere Rd., which has been identified
as part of the City’s 10-year bike plan.

This out of corridor alignment will add new
pedestrian and cycling traffic to communities
abutting Scarborough Golf Club Road, Ellesmere
Road, Neilson Road, and Military Trail.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure

Section 5: The Ravines
Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
x

Evaluation Criteria

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Option C - Hybrid

Section 5: The Ravines
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High operating and maintenance costs.

This alignment has the complexity of working in
proximity to Hydro One towers as well as the
uncertainty associated with the out of corridor
construction needs.
Complexity associated with small section of multiuse trail construction within hydro corridor,
potential on-road modifications (e.g., dedicated
bike lanes), and trail construction west of
Highland Creek.
High capital costs associated with construction of
a trail between Scarborough Golf Club Road and
Ellesmere Rd. as well as for the viewing node
west of Highland Creek; road enhancements
along ~1.1 km section of Ellesmere Road and
~700 m of Neilson Road; and potential at-grade
road crossing on Ellesmere to access viewing
node west of Highland Creek.

Minimal impact on trail neighbours as the trail is
anticipated to be separated and/or screened
from neighbours (near the centre of the corridor
through the western segment and the viewing
node will be close to the south end surrounded
by natural features).
The out of corridor segments will add pedestrian
and cycling traffic to Ellesmere Road, Neilson
Road, and Military Trail.
Provides for direct connection to the Highland
Creek Upper Pan Am Path (under construction)
and the broader Highland Creek Ravine system.
Utilizes Ellesmere Rd., which has been identified
as part of the City’s 10 year bike plan.

May 2019

Provide
connections

Protect and
enhance natural
features

Objectives
Provide a positive
user experience

Extent of linkages to multimodal transportation

Minimizes potential for
impacts to valley slope (e.g.
erosion) and
vegetation/habitat

Minimizes impact to
watercourses and aquatic
habitat

Evaluation Criteria
Maximizes interaction and
connection to urban
greenspace (e.g. restored
meadow and natural ravine
systems in the hydro
corridor); provides
opportunity for education
and stewardship
Capacity to maximize and
ensure success of
naturalization/restoration of
the meadow

Proposed water crossing at Ellesmere Ravine is at
top of valley, so no impact to ravine slopes are
anticipated and best practices will be used during
construction to minimize erosion potential.
Alignment provides opportunity to connect to
existing bus routes and proposed future Eglinton
East LRT platform.

x

x

x

x

x

The trail and water crossing will expose the
restored meadow and ravine to increased human
activity and potential negative impact such as
litter and off-the-path uses.
Lower capacity to maximize meadow restoration
due to small, but non-negligible, footprint of
proposed multi-use trail.
Potential for temporary impacts associated with
the construction of water crossing due to heavy
machinery operations.
Increased exposure to human activity (e.g., litter)
may have a negative impact on aquatic habitat.

x

x

x

x

x

x

Alignment provides opportunity to connect to
existing bus routes and proposed future Eglinton
East LRT platform.

No impact to valley slopes and vegetation/habitat
as alignment does not include a new crossing of
the Ellesmere Ravine.

No impacts to watercourse or aquatic habitat.

Maximizes meadow restoration throughout the
entire section of corridor due to absence of multiuse trail and water crossing infrastructure.

Alignment provides opportunity to connect to
existing bus routes and proposed future
Eglinton East LRT platform.

No impact to valley slopes and
vegetation/habitat as alignment does not
include a new crossing of the Ellesmere Ravine.

No impacts to watercourse or aquatic habitat.

Maximizes meadow restoration throughout the
entire section of corridor due to absence of
multi-use trail and water crossing
infrastructure.

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
P a g e | 6 of 9

x

x

x

x

Option C - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - B
x Minimal interaction with and connection to the
natural environment, as the trail remains
outside of the restored meadow corridor and
provides no connection to the Ellesmere
Ravine.
x Minimal education and stewardship
opportunities as trail remains on city streets.

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - A
Minimal interaction with and connection to the
natural environment, as the trail remains outside
of the restored meadow corridor and provides no
connection to the Ellesmere Ravine.
x Minimal education and stewardship opportunities
as trail remains on city streets.
x

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
Maximizes interaction with and connection to the
natural environment (e.g., restored meadows,
ravines, and open green space) as trail remains
within hydro corridor between Neilson Rd. and
Military Trail while providing for a water crossing
over Ellesmere Ravine; Significant potential for
education and stewardship opportunities.

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance

The Meadoway Alternative Alignments Evaluation Matrix – DRAFT

Ranking Description

May 2019

Be good
neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail
users

Objectives

Proposed water crossing is well outside of the
identified floodplain for Ellesmere Ravine and
results in no change to flood risk.
A small segment of the alignment is within the
hydro corridor; however minimal impacts on the
hydro corridor operation and maintenance are
anticipated.
Requires coordination with Hydro One staff.
Minimizes impact to neighbours as in-corridor
trail segment is anticipated to be well set back
and/or screened from neighbouring residents
except for just west of the ravine crossing.
Will add pedestrian and cycling traffic to Bonspiel
Drive, Tams Road, Pan Am Drive, Chartway
Boulevard, and the University of Toronto north
campus.

x

x

x

Minimizes potential for flood
risk to trail users

Minimizes potential for
impact on neighbours
adjacent to the hydro
corridor as well as road users

Minimizes potential for
operation and maintenance
impacts on the hydro
corridor and meadow

x

x
x

x

Extent of trail that can meet
and/or exceed AAA (all ages
and abilities) and AODA for
trail design

Minimizes potential for
concern regarding personal
safety (e.g., maintenance
vehicles, road traffic,
intersections, human
conflict, safe trail design)
Some potential for trail enhancements (as per
City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Guidelines) but
maximizes connectivity to surrounding
community.
High proximity to vehicles and road infrastructure
along local streets and major roads but minimizes
proximity along in-corridor route between
Neilson Rd. and Military Trail. Short section along
the UTSC north campus also reduces trail uservehicle proximity.
Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

This alignment is fully out of corridor adding
pedestrian and cycling traffic where there is no
infrastructure for cyclists (Military Trail (sidewalk
only).
Trail remains entirely on existing road
infrastructure and is anticipated to bring new
pedestrian and cycling traffic to roads as well as
Centennial College and University of Toronto
Scarborough campuses.

Alignment is not within the hydro corridor.

No change in flood risk.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as per
City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Guidelines) but
maximizes connectivity to surrounding community.
Maximizes proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure due to alignment utilizing shared, on
street bike lanes through local streets and major
roads for its entire extent.

Longest, most circuitous route (3, 810 m).
Five at-grade road crossings will have an impact on
travel time.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - A
Trail provides connection to key amenities
including the Pan Am Sports Centre, Centennial
College - Morningside Campus, the University of
Toronto Scarborough and other local schools.
x Runs directly through the Centennial College –
Morningside Campus and University of Toronto
Scarborough campus.
x

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
Trail provides connection to key amenities
including the Pan Am Sports Centre, Centennial
College - Morningside Campus, the University of
Toronto Scarborough and other local schools.
Provides a potential connection to the Ellesmere
Ravine System.
Runs directly through the University of Toronto
Scarborough north campus.
Shortest, most direct route (2,909 m).
Five at-grade road crossings that will have a
potential impact on travel time.

x

Length of new trail
connection (related to travel
distance and time)

Evaluation Criteria
Extent of linkages to other
trails or key amenities

Will add pedestrian and cycling traffic to
Bonspiel Drive, Tams Road, Pan Am Drive,
Chartway Boulevard, as well as the University
of Toronto Scarborough north campus.

Alignment is not within the hydro corridor.

No change in flood risk.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as
per City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Guidelines)
but maximizes connectivity to surrounding
community.
High proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure along local streets and major
roads but minimizes proximity at short section
along the UTSC north campus.

Long, circuitous route (3,067 m).
Five-at grade crossings will have an impact on
travel time.

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
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x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

Option C - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - B
x Trail provides connection to key amenities
including the Pan Am Sports Centre, Centennial
College - Morningside Campus, the University
of Toronto Scarborough and other local
schools.
x Runs directly through the University of Toronto
Scarborough north campus.

May 2019

Be cost effective

Objectives

Highest capital cost due to new cycling
infrastructure, including multi-use trail within the
hydro corridor, local roads, UTSC north campus, a
water crossing over Ellesmere Ravine and four
road crossings.

Highest operating and maintenance cost due to
the addition of ~700 m of new trail infrastructure
and a water crossing.

x

x

x

Capital cost

Operating and maintenance
costs

x

x

x

x

Moderate operating and maintenance costs.

High capital costs associated with additional cycling
infrastructure enhancements and crossings along a
~2 km section along Military Trail and small section
of Ellesmere Road. Potentially significant costs
associated with crossing infrastructure

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - A
Supports future transit (Eglinton East LRT), Conlin’s
Road bike lane enhancements, and UTSC Master
Plan initiatives.
x Trail alignment remains primarily to the south of
the hydro-corridor due to infrastructure challenges
(e.g., 401 and Morningside Ave.)
x This alignment has the complexity of depending on
the construction of other projects (EELRT and UTSC
Master Plan) as well as road enhancements for
cycling infrastructure.
x

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
Supports future transit (Eglinton East LRT),
Conlin’s Road bike lane enhancements, and UTSC
Master Plan initiatives.
Trail alignment remains primarily to the south of
the hydro-corridor due to infrastructure
challenges (e.g., 401 and Morningside Ave.)
Greatest level of complexity due to construction
of multi-use trail and water crossing
infrastructure within hydro corridor, potential
road enhancements, and coordination with other
projects (EELRT and UTSC Master Plan).

Constructability

Evaluation Criteria
Extent of support/leverage
for local communities and
infrastructure initiatives

High capital costs associated with additional
cycling infrastructure enhancements along
Military Trail, Bonspiel Drive, Tams Road, Pan
Am Drive and Chartway Boulevard
Potentially significant costs associated with
multi-use trail through the UTSC north campus
as well as three road crossings.
Moderate operating and maintenance costs.

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
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x

x

x

Option C - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - B
x Supports future transit (Eglinton East LRT),
Conlin’s Road bike lane enhancements, and
UTSC Master Plan initiatives.
x Trail alignment remains primarily to the south
of the hydro-corridor due to infrastructure
challenges (e.g., 401 and Morningside Ave.)
x This alignment has the complexity of depending
on the construction of other projects (EELRT
and UTSC Master Plan) as well as road
enhancements for cycling infrastructure.

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
Meeting Notes

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Environmental Assessment (EA) Technical Advisory Committee Meeting #2
Thursday, May 23, 2019
10:00 am – 12:00 pm
Attendees: Ruthanne Henry (City of Toronto – PF&R), Ben Morell (City of Toronto – Planning), Justin Bak
(City of Toronto – Transportation), Sophie Knowles (City of Toronto), Doris Chee (Hydro One), Renee
Pettigrew (Hydro One), Richard Scott (Parks Canada), Jennifer Adams Peffer (UofTS), Andreas Houlios
(Metrolinx), Miriam Bart (Dillion Consulting), Karla Kolli (Dillon Consulting), Clint Langevin (Perkins+Will),
Jennifer Canham (W. Garfield Weston Foundation), Katie Turnbull (TRCA), Corey Wells (TRCA), Celene
Mariano (TRCA), Jaime Milnes (TRCA), John Stille (TRCA), Cherilyn Silvestri (TRCA), Elizabeth Ignatius
(TRCA), Sue Hayes (TRCA)
MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Corey Wells welcomed everyone to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting for The Meadoway
Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment and thanked everyone for attending. C. Wells introduced
himself and explained his role within the Project as Project Manager for the Environmental Assessment,
followed by an introduction of members of the Project Team.
All TAC members introduced themselves and described the organization they represent.
Presentations:
1st Presentation by Corey Wells – Project Overview and Update
2nd Presentation by Karla Kolli – Draft Evaluation Matrix Discussion
Question, Comment and Answer Period:
An open discussion platform was held during the meeting to provide everyone an opportunity to comment(s)
and / or ask a question(s).
TRCA reviewed the key objectives of the meeting and noted that staff are looking to the TAC to bring their
expertise and knowledge when reviewing materials during, as well as after this meeting.
Information packages will be sent (via email) to all TAC members containing the materials reviewed in this
meeting. Comments on the materials are to be sent to TRCA by May 31, 2019 end of day.

Project Overview and Update
x
x
x

TRCA has completed phase 1 of the Class EA, which includes the Existing Conditions Report.
We are currently in phase 2 where we identify and evaluate alternative trail alignments.
Important to note, there are 3 incomplete sections of the corridor (sections 3, 5 and 6). Section 7 is
no longer part of the Environment Assessment (EA); section 7 is now considered as a complete
section.
o Parks Canada noted the absence of section 7 as an incomplete segment does not infer
Parks Canada is not supportive of the project.
o TRCA and Parks Canada will continue to have ongoing discussions regarding section 7.

Draft Evaluation Matrix - Section 3 Alternative Alignment
Q: When referring to AODA, do you mean 5%? What are your criteria?
A: We’ll likely meet 5% grade in most sections. The intention is to be AODA compliant. We will do
our best to meet AODA compliance in valley areas.
A: We don’t want to be too specific at this stage in the EA process. It will depend on detailed design.
At this stage we are using AODA as an umbrella term. With that said, we will review the AODA
classifications more closely so we can speak to exactly what we are aiming to achieve, e.g., AODA
for “recreational” trails, etc.
Q: Given the number of road crossings, have you considered traffic lights and safer crossings?
A: We have looked at the number of road crossings and their character. We have assumed they
will be upgraded to ensure pedestrian safety.
A: We have also tried to account for differences in crossings. We haven’t been explicit, but we have
identified intersections and the differences between them.
Q: Is there any weighting attributed to the evaluation criteria? Are they all equal?
A: There is no weighting; however, some objectives have more evaluation criteria.
C: Add wayfinding and signage to the evaluation criteria. For example, ease of eligibility and wayfinding for
users.
C: Referring to Option A, you should acknowledge that the trail will reduce pressure on other trails and
systems. The trail will provide new access routes to maintain meadow restoration. Creating a meadow
buffer can help make the criteria more positive (e.g., note the lack of potential trampling).
C: From a City of Toronto perspective, maintenance is easier when a trail is put in place.
C: Referring to “protect and enhance natural features” criteria, there is no mention of terrestrial habitat.
A: We captured terrestrial habitat in the ravine sections (e.g., Section 5). Perhaps we can include
the word ‘fauna’ to explicitly capture the word ‘terrestrial’.
Q: Referring to the pedestrian bridge on the rail line, is this a new feature or does it currently exist?
A: This is a proposed bridge crossing; it does not currently exist. There is a crossing further south
that is utilized by the community.
C: While flood risk to trail users is an important consideration that needs to be accounted for, perhaps there
is a way to factor in probability of occurrence. In other words, with the potential for flood risk so low, it
shouldn’t have the same “weight” as say, potential for trail user conflict or vehicle interaction.
C: Some of the trail alignments look like they fall within the 15 meter buffer zone around the hydro towers.
A: We understand the design requirements and specifications of Hydro One; these proposed trail
alignments are high level and will be further reviewed during detailed design.

2

ACTION ITEM: Metrolinx to send TRCA image of sub-station electrification of rail crossings.
Q: Would Hydro One feel the trail provides for better maintenance opportunities? This may have an impact
on trail alignment and evaluation criteria.
A: Hydro One is discussing internally. Using a trail for maintenance purposes becomes complicated
with more user activity.
C: Referring to ‘be good neighbours’ criteria, add “minimizes difficulty to accommodate Hydro One design
requirements”.
Q: Referring to Option A, the trail deviates south on the GO line; what is this?
A: This is a secondary trail that links people to the exiting trail connection. A key objective of this
project is to maximize connections to other systems.
C: There is a 30 meter setback from the rail in this area. Important to look at the future expansion
plans and place a 30 meter buffer around that zone, rather than looking at current plans.
ACTION ITEM: Metrolinx to send information to TRCA regarding technical considerations such as
minimum set-back requirements and any potential future expansions related to the GO Stouffville
line.
Q: What are the infrastructure costs accounting for?
A: Infrastructure costs are referencing trail construction and bridge development. We’ve made the
assumption that in-corridor options that involve trail as well as bridge construction are likely to cost
more than options that utilize existing infrastructure.
A: In section 5, several kilometers of cycling tracks will need to be built and this will have significant
costs. At this stage we cannot speak to the kinds of changes would be needed to infrastructure or
made to existing roads and sidewalks.
Draft Evaluation Matrix - Section 5 Alternative Alignment
Q: How much of community stewardship and education is part of this project?
A: Both have a significant role in the project. We have included stewardship and education
components in the evaluation criteria under the first objective.
A: Where the trail does not exist, we find people creating their own informal trails, as well as lots of
garbage.
A: The trail is the spine of the connection.
C: Option C provides connections to Highland Creek.
Q: Rather than weighting the criteria, would it be possible to apply statistics around the criteria? For
example, the probability, frequency, and magnitude of flooding in and around river crossing locations. The
amount of people impacted by a flood event in which they are unable to escape, is much lower and less
likely to occur compared to the rate of people who get hit by cyclists or vice versa.
A: As part of the Class EA, we are undertaking a water resource assessment of all water crossings,
which includes modelling information on flood extent and magnitude based on varying design
storms.
A: The flood zone areas also provide an opportunity to increase signage as it relates to risk as well
as educational opportunities.
Q: Would it be possible to eliminate the water crossing and connect with Option A on the East side?
A: This area is very steep and closely abuts residential backyards. It would be very challenging to
build a trail in that area.
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Q: Referring to Option A, is there an opportunity to use the Pam Am Bridge?
A: In discussions with our crews and Hydro One, the area is quite tight to do any sort of drilling in
the area. Our concern is that the East side of the bridge is tight, whereas the West side has plenty
of room for a multi-use trail.
Draft Evaluation Matrix - Section 6 Alternative Alignment
C: On behalf of the University of Toronto Scarborough Campus (UTSC), we cannot speak to when the
realignment of Military Trail will take place. This is something we are looking to advance on our own. We
hope we can pedestrianize Military Trail, but it is a complicated legal endeavor. We are looking at how
much road can be built, as well as incorporate cycling infrastructure. The UTSC currently has funds to work
on this endeavor.
Q: How would the Ellesmere Bridge be constructed?
A: Due to technical constraints (e.g., size of crossing and overlying power lines), very specific
construction methods will need to be utilized and only certain bridge types can be considered (e.g.,
a stress ribbon bridge).
Q: Based on the evaluation criteria, have you given any thought as to how you would differentiate between
the two preferred trails?
A: Based on the feedback we hear today, we will re-evaluate the preferred alignments, but we have
not yet looked at how to differentiate between the two options.
Q: Are you conducting a study of highway 401, and is it aligned with the EA?
A: We intend to undertake a separate feasibility study. It is not aligned with this EA. A potential
bridge over highway 401 would be pursued after the EA is complete. That area around the 401 will
be under heavy construction until 2029, as a result the bridge wouldn’t be constructed until after
that time – if feasible and if funding is available.
A: The feasibility study will look at all options and at different ways to construct the bridge.
C: As part of the evaluation criteria, evaluate possible future connections to the highway (future
considerations).
Q: Could the crossing be placed at Morningside and highway 401?
A: That intersection has several on and off ramps and is a very busy area. We need to think safety.
A: As a primary funder, the W. Garfield Weston Foundation is hoping the provincial and federal
governments will provide funding for a bridge, but without it, the construction of the bridge is likely
not possible.
Q: Regarding the East Eglinton LRT – how will the proposed trail alignment impact safety and access
routes?
A: We have met with EELRT Staff and will continue to do so as alignment designs are developed.
Q: As it relates to the ravine crossings, would these trail alignments connect with other trail systems or
would they create opportunities for people to create their own unofficial trails?
A: There are no formal trails in the area; however, there are potential connections that could be
made later. By introducing people to these areas, it may or may not bring people to areas where
they should not walk. In the past, we have closed off natural areas where we did not want people
walking and it was successful. It need be, we can do the same here.
Q: Is it possible to conduct a study on whether this woodlot is too sensitive an area to build a trail?

4

A: The TRCA conducted a biological inventory assessment of the area and there are no specific
areas that are too ecologically sensitive.
C: Reconsider realignments in section 6 (option A) to continue within the corridor until Morningside.
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Draft Evaluation Matrix

Pg. # (use "G for
General Comment)

G

G

Item
Number

1

2

Date:

Noted.

Justin Bak (City of Toronto)

Evaluation criteria: Be cost effective: Capital cost and
operating/maintenance cost are related. Options with
high capital costs tend to have high operating costs.
Consider grouping these criteria together.

Response
Considered important as part of user user safety,
particularly where pedestrian water crossings are
concerned.

Reviewer Name

TRCA RESPONSE FORM

A = Accept Comment - Correct, Add to, or Clarify plans
D = Disagree/Dismiss
C = Clarify or Discuss and resolve prior to next design phase
R = Resolve comment in next design phase

COMMENT CODE

Evaluation Criteria: Minimize potential for flood risk to
Justin Bak (City of Toronto)
trail users. Is the presence of a trail within a floodplain a
good measure for this? How important is this criteria?
There are many existing roads, trails, buildings that fall
within floodplains.

Comments

Reviewer Name/Organization:

Document Title: Comment Form

Submittal:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - TAC#2

Review Comment Summary and Resolution Sheet

Revised Preliminary Multi-use Trail Alignments - Section 3

Pg. # (use "G
for General

Section 3

Section 3

Section 3

Section 3

Item
Number

1

2

3

4

Date:

Andreas Houlios (Metrolinx)

Andreas Houlios (Metrolinx)

Andreas Houlios (Metrolinx)

Reviewer Name

Andreas Houlios (Metrolinx)
We suggest that the TRCA consult with HONI first in terms
pedestrian bridge feasibility as it is our understanding that
HONI is planning to implement 10 more lines in the future
requiring 5 additional towers. It is unlikely that HONI will
allow any kind of elevated structure anywhere within the
purple shaded area [refer to map], as it will have to be quite
high to clear Metrolinx electric traction wires running along the
corridor

The proposed north/south path will be immediately adjacent
to TTC’s Line 3. TTC should be engaged to ensure that
potential conflicts and concerns are addressed.

A 2.43-metre high-security fence/barrier shall be provided
along the adjacent property line where direct access to the rail
corridor is afforded (standard form is non-cut-able/nonclimbable high-security fencing).

A 7.0-metre vegetation clearance zone, to be measured from
the centreline of the outermost track. Limited types of
vegetation are allowed within this section such as low rise
shrubs and/or decorative grasses.

In terms of requirements, please consider the following as
part of your analysis:

It seems that the Potential Rail Crossing (Option A) identified
by TRCA will conflict with the location of current HONI
infrastructure, as well as with the future location of Metrolinx
Electric Traction Power Substation (TPS).

Comments

Reviewer Name/Organization:

Document Title: Comment Form

Submittal:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - TAC#2

Noted. Dedicated meetings with HONI staff
occurred throughout the EA phase. Further
discussions with Metrolinx and HONI required at
detailed design stage.

Noted. Further discussions with Metrolinx and
HONI required at detailed design stage.

Noted. Further discussions with Metrolinx and
HONI required at detailed design stage.

Noted. Further discussions with Metrolinx and
HONI required at detailed design stage.

Response

TRCA RESPONSE FORM

A = Accept Comment - Correct, Add to, or Clarify plans
D = Disagree/Dismiss
C = Clarify or Discuss and resolve prior to next design phase
R = Resolve comment in next design phase

COMMENT CODE

Pg. # (use "G
for General

Section 6

Item Number

1

Section 6: How will we proceed with selecting the
preferred alternative? Currently both Option A and
C are preferred.

Comments

Reviewer Name

Response

TRCA RESPONSE FORM

A = Accept Comment - Correct, Add to, or Clarify plans
D = Disagree/Dismiss
C = Clarify or Discuss and resolve prior to next design phase
R = Resolve comment in next design phase

COMMENT CODE

Justin Bak (City of Toronto) Based off of public, CLC, and TAC comment, overall evaluation
has changed and Option A has been identified as preferred.

Revised Preliminary Multi-use Trail Alignments - Section 6

Document Title: Comment Form
Date:
Reviewer Name/Organization:

Submittal:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - TAC#2
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TheMeadoway

1

Section3

Section5

• 16linearkilometrecorridor
• 7sectionsͲ 3“Incomplete”Æ FocusofClassEA
• Hydraulicandgeofluvial assessmentsdetermined
optimalbridgecrossings=trail“anchors”

FocusAreasandTrail“Anchors”

S6Ͳ NeilsonRd.– ConlinsRd.

Section6

•
•
•
•

Feb– July19

June– Oct19

Oct– Dec19

ClassEAlaunch(Oct2018)
Assessmentofexistingconditions
Identification/evaluationofalternativetrailalignments
Selectpreferredtrailalignments

Jan– Feb19

ClassEA– Phase1&2Complete

S3Ͳ KennedyRd.– ThomsonMemorial

• Preferredalignmentsremainwithinthe
hydrocorridor(Section3and5)
• Section6routessouthof401Hwyvia
UofTScampusandutilizesConlinsRd.

PreferredTrailAlignments

S6Ͳ NeilsonRd.– ConlinsRd.

S5Ͳ ScarboroughGolfClub– NeilsonRd.

Feb– July19

June– Oct19

Oct– Dec19

• Identify&evaluatedesignconceptsforpreferred
alignments
• Selectpreferreddesignconcepts
• Developimpactsandmitigationmeasures
• Highlevelcostanalysis

Jan– Feb19

ClassEA– Phase3Ongoing

6

• Labelexistinginfrastructureonthemaps(e.g.onͲroad,withor
withoutabuffer,separatepath).
• AtrailprovidesmaintenanceaccessforthemeadowandHONI.
• OptionAwillreducepressureonothertrailsandsystemsinall
sections.
• S5– ProposedpathwestofEllesmereshouldalignwiththePanAm
Path.Also,OptionAprovidesconnectionstoHighlandCreek.
• S6– OptionAshouldcontinuewithinthecorridoruntil
Morningside.

WhatWeHeardatPastTACMeetings

o Section3:provideslocalconnectionstoexistingtrails,majortransit
stations,andschools.
o Section5:positiveuserexperienceandopportunitytobringtrailusers
intoarichlywoodedarea.
o Section6:CrossingoverEllesmereravinewillbeadestinationfortrail
users.IntegrateswiththeUTSCMasterPlan.

• TACinputalongwiththeCLCandPICinformedtheevaluationof
alternativesolutions.
• OptionA(InͲCorridor)wasthepreferredalternativeinallthree
sections.Bestmeetsprojectobjectivesandcreatesanimmersive,
straightforward,andsafeexperienceforusersinthenatural
environment.

OutcomeofAlternativeAlignmentEvaluation

7

OtherInfrastructure(noalternativesconsidered)
• WatercrossingstructuresforHighlandCreekandthe
SouthwestTributary
• Crossingoverrailcorridor
• Overalltrailtype

AlternativeDesignConceptsEvaluation
• HighlandCreekEastSlopeAlignment
• ChartwayBoulevard
• EllesmereRavineBridgeStructure

AlternativeDesignConcepts&OtherInfrastructure

8

9

• Instanceswhereitisnotpossibletocomplywith
theminimumrequirementsoftheStandard
• Significantnegativeimpactstoecologicalintegrity
andwhereexistingphysicalorsiteconstraintsdo
notallowformodifications.

• ExceptionstoRequirementsforRecreational
Trails(80.15)

• IntegratedAccessibilityStandards(O.Reg
191/11)

• Trailsshouldbelaidoutwithaccessiblepedestrian
pathsandfootbridgesthataresuitableforpersons
usingvariousmobilityaids.
• Slopesgreaterthan1:20(5%)requirealternate
routeswherepossible

• Policy1.3.14Ͳ TrailsandFootbridges

• CoTAccessibilityDesignGuidelines

AccessibilityDesignGuidelines

10

EvaluationCriteria

• Maximizesinteractionandconnectiontourbangreenspace;
providesopportunityforeducationandstewardship
Provideapositive
• EstablishesauniqueandrecognizablelookͲandͲfeelthatis
userexperience
congruentwiththerestofthetraildesign
• Flexibilitytoaddressthedesiredexperienceofallusers
• Minimizesimpacttowatercoursesandaquaticspecies,
Protectand
communitiesand/orhabitat
enhancenatural
• Minimizespotentialforimpactstovalleyslope(e.g.erosion)and
features
vegetation/habitat
• Minimizespotentialforconcernregardingpersonalsafety(e.g.,
Maintainasafe
humanconflict,safetraildesign)
environmentfor
• Abilitytomeetand/orexceedAAA(allagesandabilities)and
allpotentialtrail
AODAfortraildesign(slopesshouldnotexceed1:20/5%)
users
• Minimizespotentialforfloodrisktotrailusers
• Minimizespotentialforimpactonneighboursadjacenttothe
Begood
hydrocorridoraswellastrailusers
neighbours
• Minimizesimpactstoutilityinfrastructure
• Constructability(feasibility,levelofdesign,constructionand
operationcomplexity)
Becosteffective
• Capitalcost
• Operatingandmaintenancecosts

Objectives

ط

ط

ط

Preliminary
Preferred11

ط

ط

ط

ط

Option AͲ1: OptionAͲ2:
5%grade
10Ͳ20%grade

Section5:HighlandCreekEastSlopeAlignment
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EvaluationCriteria

• Maximizesinteractionandconnectiontourbangreenspace;
providesopportunityforeducationandstewardship
Provideapositive
• EstablishesauniqueandrecognizablelookͲandͲfeelthatis
userexperience
congruentwiththerestofthetraildesign
• Flexibilitytoaddressthedesiredexperienceofallusers
• Minimizesimpacttowatercoursesandaquaticspecies,
Protectand
communitiesand/orhabitat
enhancenatural
• Minimizespotentialforimpactstovalleyslope(e.g.erosion)and
features
vegetation/habitat
• Minimizespotentialforconcernregardingpersonalsafety(e.g.,
Maintainasafe
humanconflict,safetraildesign)
environmentfor
• Abilitytomeetand/orexceedAAA(allagesandabilities)and
allpotentialtrail
AODAfortraildesign(slopesshouldnotexceed1:20/5%)
users
• Minimizespotentialforfloodrisktotrailusers
• Minimizespotentialforimpactonneighboursadjacenttothe
Begood
hydrocorridoraswellastrailusers
neighbours
• Minimizesimpactstoutilityinfrastructure
• Constructability(feasibility,levelofdesign,constructionand
operationcomplexity)
Becosteffective
• Capitalcost
• Operatingandmaintenancecosts

Objectives

Section6:ChartwayBlvd.TrailAlignment

ط

ط

ط

Option AͲ1

Preliminary
Preferred13

ط

ط

ط

ط

OptionAͲ2

OptionAͲ3:DeckArchMultiͲSpan

OptionAͲ1:StressRibbon

EllesmereRavineCrossingConcepts

14

OptionAͲ2:3ͲSpanStructure

EvaluationCriteria

Providea
• Maximizesinteractionandconnectiontourbangreenspace;provides
positiveuser
opportunityforeducationandstewardship
experience
• EstablishesauniqueandrecognizablelookͲandͲfeelthatiscongruentwiththe
restofthetraildesign
• Flexibilitytoaddressthedesiredexperienceofallusers
Protect
• Minimizesimpacttowatercoursesandaquaticspecies,communities/habitat
natural
• Minimizespotentialforimpactstovalleyslope(e.g.erosion)and
features
vegetation/habitat
Maintainsafe • Minimizespotentialforconcernregardingpersonalsafety(e.g.,human
environment
conflict,safetraildesign)
forpotential • Abilitytomeetand/orexceedAAA(allagesandabilities)andAODAfortrail
trailusers
design(slopesshouldnotexceed1:20/5%)
• Minimizespotentialforfloodrisktotrailusers
Begood
• Minimizespotentialforimpactonneighboursadjacenttothehydrocorridor
neighbours
aswellastrailusers
• Minimizesimpactstoutilityinfrastructure
Becost
• Constructability(feasibility,levelofdesign,constructionandoperation
effective
complexity)
• Capitalcost
• Operatingandmaintenancecosts

Objectives

Section6:EllesmereRavineCrossing

ط

ط

ط

AͲ1

Preliminary
Preferred

ط

ط

ط

ط

AͲ2

15

ط

AͲ3

OtherInfrastructure(noalternativesconsidered)
• WatercrossingstructuresforHighlandCreekandthe
SouthwestTributary
• Crossingoverrailcorridor
• Overalltrailtype

AlternativeDesignConcepts&OtherInfrastructure

16

• S3– SouthwestHighlandCreek

• S5– HighlandCreek

• Straightforwardcrossingswithlimitedpotentialfor
enhancementsorimpactsassociatedwithbridgestructure
type

OtherWaterCrossings

17

HighlandCreek– ConceptualRendering

18

19

• ProposedcrossingovertheGOStouffvilleCorridor(eastof
KennedyRoad)
• MinimalVerticalClearanceof7.584missetbyTransport
Canadabasedonfutureelectrificationrequirements
• Locationanddesignconceptforthisstructurewillbedriven
bytechnicalconsiderationsbasedonMetrolinxandHONI
requirements

CrossingoverRailCorridor– GOStouffville/TTCLine3

• HighͲcapacitytrailwillbeconsideredbasedonneed(e.g.catchment
size,populationdensity,numberofentrypoints,varietyof
destinations,alternativetrailoptions,demonstratedlevelofuse).

o Matcheswithexistingtrailtype
o Matcheswithintersectingtrails(e.g.,PanAmTrail)
o Limited#ofhighͲcapacitytrailsintheCity
o Levelofuseunknownastrailiscurrentlynotconnected
o Cost

• TheMeadowayisproposedasaPrimaryTrail:

o PrimaryTrailͲ Defaultwidth:3.6m.Uservolumes:mediumtohigh.
o HighͲCapacityTrailͲ Defaultwidth:4.1m.Uservolumes:highest.

• TorontoMultiͲUseTrailDesignGuidelines

TrailType– PrimaryandHighCapacityOptions

20

• CommentsDue– ThursdaySeptember19th

LookingAhead– ClassEA

21
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SECTION 5 - HIGHLAND CREEK - ALIGNMENT DESIGN CONCEPTS
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¯
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40 m

Unevaluated Wetland

15 m Distance Requirement from Hydro One
Tower

Parcel Boundary

Watercourse

Hydro Tower Transmission Line

Highland Creek Pan Am Path

Option A (In-Corridor Alternative Trail)

Option A-2 (Mostly 10% Sloped Trail - Up to 18%)

Option A-1 (5% Sloped Trail)

Proposed Water Crossing

September 3, 2019

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users

Protect and enhance
natural features

Objectives
Provide a positive
user experience

Brings users within the floodplain of Highland Creek, enhancing
exposure to flood risk.
Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multi-use
trail will have a minimum 15 m distance from HONI towers and 5 m
separated vegetative buffer from the property lines.
No impact on HONI or meadow maintenance.
High level of complexity due to the construction of switchback trail
and retaining walls along eastern side of the Highland Creek.
High capital costs associated with vegetation removal, retaining walls
and greater length of trail to construct.
This alignment would have more maintenance costs due to more
retaining wall features.
x
x
x
x

Minimizes impacts to utility infrastructure
Constructability (feasibility, level of design,
construction and operation complexity)
Capital cost

Operating and maintenance costs

x

Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
x

x

Ability to meet and/or exceed AAA (all ages and
abilities) and AODA for trail design (slopes should
not exceed 1:20/5%)

Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours
adjacent to the hydro corridor as well as trail users

x

Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal
safety (e.g., human conflict, safe trail design)

x

x

Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g.
erosion) and vegetation/habitat

Alignment may present challenges to the desired experience of some
users due to length of trail and extent of switchbacks required to
meet 5% slope (e.g., navigability for cyclists)
Potential for temporary impacts associated with the construction of
trail (mitigation measures and construction best practices will be
implemented).
Greater impact to valley slope due to the extent of vegetation and
ground cover that will need to be removed for switchback design to
meet 5% slope.
Risk of erosion will be managed by retaining walls and a habitat
restoration program will be implemented
Alignment will meet and/or exceed minimum design requirements
regarding personal safety as per the City of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail
Guidelines.
Can be designed to meet AODA requirements (may require additional
retrofits along the eastern slope of Highland Creek Ravine).

x

x

All alignments will have recognizable look-and-feel.

Option A-1: 5% grade (meets all AODA requirements)
Maximizes interactions with and connections to the natural
environment. Significant potential for education and stewardship
opportunities.

Section 5: Highland Creek East Slope Alignment

x

x

Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic
species, communities and/or habitat

Evaluation Criteria
Maximizes interaction and connection to urban
greenspace (e.g., natural ravine systems in the hydro
corridor, materials used, immersion into the valley);
provides opportunity for education and stewardship
Establishes a unique and recognizable look-and-feel
that is congruent with the rest of the trail design
Flexibility to address the desired experience of all
users

Section 5: Highland Creek East Slope Alignment

The Meadoway Design Concepts Evaluation Matrix

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
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Alignment will meet and/or exceed minimum design requirements
regarding personal safety as per the City of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail
Guidelines.
Alignment will not meet AAA/AODA requirements and will exceed 5%
grade for the majority of its length. Signage to acknowledge increased
slope and other features such as rest areas will improve user comfort
and safety.
Brings users within the floodplain of Highland Creek, enhancing
exposure to flood risk.
Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multi-use
trail will have a minimum 15 m distance from HONI towers and 5 m
separated vegetative buffer from the property lines.
No impact on HONI or meadow maintenance.
Moderate level of complexity due to the relatively linear construction
of trail along eastern side of the Highland Creek.
Moderate capital cost due to less vegetation removal and shorter
length of trail/retaining wall features.
This alignment would have less operating and maintenance costs.

Potential for temporary impacts associated with the construction of
trail (mitigation measures and construction best practices will be
implemented).
Less of an impact to valley slope due to smaller alignment footprint
(i.e., reduced length with less switchbacks)
Risk of erosion will be managed by retaining walls and a habitat
restoration program will be implemented

Alignment may present challenges to the desired experience of some
users due to grades exceeding 5% in some sections.

All alignments will have recognizable look-and-feel.

Option A-2: 10-20% grade
Maximizes interactions with and connections to the natural
environment. Significant potential for education and stewardship
opportunities.

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description
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SECTION 6 - CHARTWAY BLVD. - ALIGNMENT DESIGN CONCEPTS

S

Y
ITAR
MIL

IL
TRA

ERR

0

(
!

FG
GF
GF

50

¯
100

Regional Study Area

Local Study Area

Parcel Boundary

Hydro Tower Transmission Line

200 m

Chartway Alignment - Option A-2
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Cultural Space

Existing Partial Pedestrian Crossing

Existing Signalized Pedestrian Crossing

Proposed Pedestrian Crossing

September 3, 2019

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe environment
for all potential trail users

Provide connections

Protect and enhance natural
features

Objectives
Provide a positive user
experience

Length of new trail connection (related to
travel distance and time) & ease of
wayfinding
Minimizes potential for concern regarding
personal safety (e.g., maintenance vehicles,
road traffic, intersections, human conflict,
safe trail design)
Extent of trail that can meet and/or exceed
AAA (all ages and abilities) and AODA for
trail design
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail
users
Minimizes potential for operation and
maintenance impacts on the hydro corridor
and meadow

Evaluation Criteria
Maximizes interaction and connection to
urban greenspace (e.g. restored meadow
and natural ravine systems in the hydro
corridor); provides opportunity for
education and stewardship
Capacity to maximize and ensure the
success of naturalization/restoration of the
meadow
Minimizes impact to watercourses and
aquatic habitat
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley
slope (e.g. erosion) and vegetation/habitat
Extent of linkages to multi-modal
transportation
Extent of linkages to other trails or key
amenities

Section 6: Chartway Blvd. Trail Alignment

No impacts to watercourse or aquatic habitat.
No impact to valley slopes and vegetation/habitat.
Opportunity to connect to existing bus routes and proposed future
Eglinton East LRT platform.
Both alignments provide connection to other trails and key
amenities.
Maintains connection between Conlins Rd. and Pan Am Drive across
the UTSC north campus.

Provides a direct route. Wayfinding signage required between Tams
Road and Conlins Road.
High proximity to vehicles and road infrastructure as alignment
follows Chartway Blvd. Greater potential for personal safety
concerns.
Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

No change in flood risk.
This alignment has no impact on HONI or meadow maintenance.

x
x
x

x
x

x
x
x

x

x

Alignment is outside of hydro corridor footprint and will have no
impact on meadow restoration

Option A-1 - Trail along Chartway Blvd
Minimal interaction with and connection to natural environment as
the trail remains on Chartway Boulevard.

x

x

Section 6: Chartway Blvd. Trail Alignment

The Meadoway Alternative Design Concepts Evaluation Matrix

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
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This alignment has no impact on HONI or meadow maintenance.

No change in flood risk.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

Alignment routed north of Chartway Blvd via dedicated multi-use
trail. Low potential for personal safety concerns.

Opportunity to connect to existing bus routes and proposed future
Eglinton East LRT platform.
Both alignments provide connection to other trails and key
amenities.
Maintains connection between Conlins Rd. and Pan Am Drive across
the UofTS north campus.
Opportunity to connect users to the exiting UTSC Farm to the north
of Chartway Blvd.
Provides a direct route. Wayfinding signage required between Tams
Road and Conlins Road.

No impact to valley slopes and vegetation/habitat.

No impacts to watercourse or aquatic habitat.

Alignment is outside of hydro corridor footprint and will have no
impact on meadow restoration

Option A-2 - Trail realignment north of Chartway Blvd
Maximizes interaction with and connection to natural environment
based on University of Toronto Scarborough existing uses and longterm master plan north of Chartway and south of the storage pond.

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description

September 3, 2019

Be cost effective
Minor enhancements in the form of cycling infrastructure (e.g.,
shared lane markings) on Chartway Blvd. may be required
Costs associated with adding cycling infrastructure (road paint,
signage) along Chartway Boulevard.
Moderate operating and maintenance costs.

x
x
x

Constructability

Capital cost

Operating and maintenance costs

x

Trail remains entirely on existing road infrastructure along Chartway
Blvd. and is anticipated to bring new pedestrian and cycling traffic to
the area.
Supports future transit improvements (Eglinton East LRT, Conlins
Road bike lane) and UTSC Master Plan initiatives.

x

Minimizes potential for impact on
neighbours adjacent to the hydro corridor as
well as road users
Extent of support/leverage for local
communities and infrastructure initiatives

x

x

x

x

x

x
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Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multiuse trail will have a minimum 5 m separated vegetative buffer from
adjacent property lines.
Supports future transit improvements (Eglinton East LRT, Conlins
Road bike lane).
Benefits future UTSC Master Plan initiatives as trail would bring
users closer to the Campus Farm and revitalized greenspace just
south of the storage pond.
Construction of the trail will need to be coordinated with UTSC
based on existing uses and future improvements.
Costs associated with constructing small section of trail north of
Chartway Boulevard.
Moderate operating and maintenance costs.

THE MEADOWAY - SECTION 6 - ELLESMERE RAVINE CREEK
STRUCTURE OPTION 1 - STRESS RIBBON OR SUSPENSION BRIDGE

PHOTOS

- The creek within Ellesmere Ravine is a tributary of Highland Creek.
- The creek originates at a storm sewer outlet within the ravine, south of
Military TrailThe watershed area upstream of the study area is 1 km2.
- Sewer drainage area is unknown and is estimated to be larger than the
surface catchment area.
- Approximately 73% of the catchment area is impervious.
- The remainder is composed of rural lands and tree cover that is mostly
within the valley corridor.

QUICK FACTS

15 m Distance Requirement from Hydro One Tower

Watercourse

1 m Elevation Contour

LEGEND

CO NC EPTUAL LAYO U T O NLY.
NOT FO R C ON ST RU C T IO N .

THE MEADOWAY - SECTION 6 - ELLESMERE RAVINE CREEK
STRUCTURE OPTION 2 - STEEL I-GIRDER OR BOX GIRDER BRIDGE

PHOTOS

- The creek within Ellesmere Ravine is a tributary of Highland Creek.
- The creek originates at a storm sewer outlet within the ravine, south of
Military TrailThe watershed area upstream of the study area is 1 km2.
- Sewer drainage area is unknown and is estimated to be larger than the
surface catchment area.
- Approximately 73% of the catchment area is impervious.
- The remainder is composed of rural lands and tree cover that is mostly
within the valley corridor.

QUICK FACTS

15 m Distance Requirement from Hydro One Tower

Watercourse

1 m Elevation Contour

LEGEND

CO NC EPTUAL LAYO U T O NLY.
NOT FO R C ON ST RU C T IO N .

THE MEADOWAY - SECTION 6 - ELLESMERE RAVINE CREEK
STRUCTURE OPTION 3 - DECK ARCH BRIDGE

PHOTOS

- The creek within Ellesmere Ravine is a tributary of Highland Creek.
- The creek originates at a storm sewer outlet within the ravine, south of
Military TrailThe watershed area upstream of the study area is 1 km2.
- Sewer drainage area is unknown and is estimated to be larger than the
surface catchment area.
- Approximately 73% of the catchment area is impervious.
- The remainder is composed of rural lands and tree cover that is mostly
within the valley corridor.

QUICK FACTS

15 m Distance Requirement from Hydro One Tower

Watercourse

1 m Elevation Contour

LEGEND

CO NC EPTUAL LAYO U T O NLY.
NOT FO R C ON ST RU C T IO N .

Provide connections

Protect and enhance
natural features

Provide a positive user
experience

Objectives

Deck surface water drains directly off facia,
some of which could land directly in the
watercourse. Winter maintenance not
proposed (i.e. salting of trail not expected)
which reduces risk.
No piers required in the valley.
Impact to valley slope and
vegetation/habitat, limited to structure
abutment locations.
Abutments to be designed to minimize
impacts to the ravine.

Stress Ribbon structure can be designed for
vehicular loading.
Swinging Bridge structure not as suitable for
traffic loading.

x

x
x

x

Minimizes potential for impacts to valley
slope (e.g. erosion) and ravine
vegetation/habitat

Ability to accommodate emergency
response, city and utility maintenance
vehicles/activities
x

x

x
x

Minimizes impact to watercourses and
aquatic species, communities and/or
habitat

Establishes a unique and recognizable
aesthetic
Slender appearance provides a bold visible
form.
Deck profile creates a unique aesthetic.
Structure type is rarely used in Canada.

Catenary (curved downward) structure
profile will bring trail users lower into the
ravine, when compared to the other
structure options.
This option provides greatest interaction
and connection to urban greenspace.

Option 1 – Stress Ribbon or Swinging Bridge

x

Maximizes interaction and connection to x
urban greenspace (e.g., natural ravine
systems in the hydro corridor, materials
used, immersion into the valley)
x

Evaluation Criteria

Section 6: Ellesmere Ravine Pedestrian Water Crossing

The Meadoway Alternative Design Concepts Evaluation Matrix

x

x

x

x

x

Structure requires piers – one on each side of
the watercourse.
Access required to construct piers. Increases
disturbance and impacts to valley slope.
Presence of piers and erosion protection
reduces vegetation and terrestrial habitat.
Opportunity to increase the length of the
center span, moving the piers closer to the
abutments and reducing the impact of
construction access needs to pier locations.
Structure can be designed for vehicular
loading

Option 2 – Steel I-Girder, Steel Box Girder, Steel
Truss 3-Span Structure
x Girders – Structure type will allow for
unobstructed views of the ravine from the
bridge deck.
x Truss – Structure type partially obstructs views
of the ravine from the bridge deck for some
users – truss reduces transparency of
pedestrian line-of-sight to ravine below.
x Opportunity for localized widening of the
bridge deck for viewing platforms/lookouts to
increase connection to the ravine greenspace.
x Conventional bridge structure type.
x Girders – Deck support structure located
below deck, not visible to trail users.
x Truss – Truss elements visible from the bridge
deck. Contributes to overall character of the
structure.
x Minimal impacts to watercourses and aquatic
habitats.

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

Includes larger setback of foundations from
watercourse banks.
Access required to construct piers and arch
footings. Increases disturbance and impacts to
valley slope.
Requires more foundation structures within
the ravine limits than Option 2.
Presence of piers/arch and footings, and
erosion protection reduces vegetation and
terrestrial habitat.
Structure can be designed for vehicular
loading

Minimal impacts to watercourses and aquatic
habitats.

Conventional bridge deck.
Arch structure offers a unique aesthetic,
however the structure will not be visible to
trail users.

Structure type will allow for unobstructed
views of the ravine from the bridge deck.
Piers provide opportunity for localized
widening of the bridge deck for viewing
platforms/ lookouts to increase connection to
the ravine greenspace.

Option 3 – Deck Arch Multi-Span Structure

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users

Objectives

Capital cost
Operating and maintenance costs

Constructability (feasibility, level of
design, construction and operation
complexity)

Minimizes potential of flood risk to trail
users
Minimizes potential for impact on
neighbours adjacent to the hydro
corridor as well as trail users
Minimizes impacts to utility
infrastructure

Minimizes potential for concern
regarding personal safety (e.g.,
maintenance vehicles, human conflict,
safe trail design)
Ability to meet and/or exceed AAA (all
ages and abilities) and AODA for trail
design

Evaluation Criteria

Bridge alignment selected to minimize
impact to hydro infrastructure.

Construction complexity is high.
Local contractors and designers have littleto-no experience with structure type.
Dynamic lateral load considerations –
specialized engineering required during
design (wind, seismic, etc.).
Feasibility and complexity of construction is
highly dependent on geotechnical findings.
Relative higher cost
No expansion joints.
May require specialized maintenance
procedures for unusual bridge type.

x

x
x

x
x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Structure would be designed to provide user
safety. Structure requires users to travel
uphill to exit the structure which may feel
uncomfortable to some users.
Structure ‘sag’ design to comply with
accessibility requirements for inclined
walkways.
May require a variance if accessibility
requirements cannot be met.
Bridge height will result in no flood risk to
trail users.
Impact to neighbors is similar for all options.

x

Option 1 – Stress Ribbon or Swinging Bridge

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Relative lower cost
Typical pedestrian structure maintenance.

Increased construction access for construction
of piers in valley.
Structure launch recommended to minimize
use of overhead equipment in the hydro
corridor.

Bridge alignment selected to minimize impact
to hydro infrastructure.

Bridge height will result in no flood risk to trail
users.
Impact to neighbors is similar for all options.

Structure meets and/or exceeds AAA and
AODA for trail design.

Option 2 – Steel I-Girder, Steel Box Girder, Steel
Truss 3-Span Structure
x Structure would be designed to provide user
safety.

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Bridge alignment selected to minimize impact
to hydro infrastructure.
Temporary towers erected during
construction of arch, potential impacts to
overhead hydro lines.
Increased construction access for construction
of piers and arch footings in valley.
Temporary towers required during
construction.
Structure launch recommended to minimize
use of overhead equipment in the hydro
corridor.
Feasibility and complexity of construction is
highly dependent on geotechnical findings.
Relative higher
Typical pedestrian structure maintenance.

Bridge height will result in no flood risk to trail
users.
Impact to neighbors is similar for all options.

Structure meets and/or exceeds AAA and
AODA for trail design.

Structure would be designed to provide user
safety.

Option 3 – Deck Arch Multi-Span Structure
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The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Environmental Assessment (EA) Technical Advisory Committee Meeting #3
Thursday, September 12, 2019
10:00 am – 12:00 pm
Attendees: Justin Bak (City of Toronto), Ruthanne Henry (City of Toronto), Sophie Knowles (City
of Toronto), Ben Morell (City of Toronto), Doris Chee (Hydro One), Agnes Reid (Hydro One),
David Fallows (Ministry of Transportation), Richard Scott (Parks Canada), Kaitlyn Chow (Parks
Canada), Rocio Schweigl (Eglinton Crosstown LRT), Katie Turnbull (TRCA), Corey Wells (TRCA),
Celene Mariano (TRCA), John Stille (TRCA), Cherilyn Silvestri (TRCA), Elizabeth Ignatius
(TRCA), Lisa Turnbull (TRCA), Mark Preston (TRCA), Konain Sajid (TRCA)
MEETING NOTES (DRAFT)
Q: Question
A: Answer
C: Comment
Welcome and Introductions:
Corey Wells welcomed everyone to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting for The
Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment and thanked everyone for attending.
Presentations:
1st Presentation by Corey Wells – Project Overview and Update
2nd Presentation by Karla Kolli – Alternative Design Concepts
Question, Comment and Answer Period:
An open discussion platform was held during the meeting to provide everyone an opportunity to
comment(s) and / or ask a question(s).
TRCA reviewed the key objectives of the meeting and noted that staff are looking to the TAC to
bring their expertise and knowledge when reviewing materials during, as well as after this
meeting.
Information and review packages will be sent (via email) to all TAC members containing the
materials reviewed in this meeting. Comments on the materials are to be sent to TRCA by
Thursday, September 19, 2019 end of day.

Project Overview and Update
x
x
x

Phases 1 and 2 of the Class EA are complete. We are now in Phase 3 and are evaluating
the design concepts for the preferred alignments.
Hydraulic and geofluvial assessments are being used to determine optimal bridge
crossings.
Feedback gathered from TAC, CLC, and the PIC will be used to help select the preferred
design concepts.

Outcome of Alternative Alignment Evaluation
x
x

Generally received positive feedback re: option A (in-corridor option) for all three sections.
We found through the evaluation process that Option A best meets the project objectives.

Section 5 Highland Creek – Alternative Design Concepts
x

City of Toronto Accessibility Design Guidelines were consulted in detail when identifying
alternative design concepts for the eastern slope of Highland Creek (Section 5). While
“meeting or exceeding AODA requirements” is one of our evaluation criteria, O. Reg.
191/11 does provide exceptions to meeting 5% grade in instances where it is not possible
to comply with minimum requirements of the standard.
o Exceptions can be made to the requirements in areas where significant negative
impacts to the environment would occur as a result.

x

We undertook a preliminary field-level assessment of the slope in this area to determine
existing conditions. Much of the slope understory is comprised of dog-strangling vine
(DSV), an invasive species. Stands of native sumac are present but not within the footprint
of the proposed alignment. The unevaluated wetland appears to be a cedar-swamp
discharge feature and is much smaller than indicated on TRCA maps.
o Option A-2 is preferred in part because it avoids native species, has an overall
lower footprint in terms of disturbance, and crosses the narrowest portion of the
unevaluated wetland.
o Option A-2 enables us to achieve 10% grade.

x

Q: Will rest nodes and benches be included along this portion of the trail?
o A: Yes, resting nodes and benches will be considered during detailed design.

x

Q: Did you look at the watercourse in this area as it relates to stability? Is this wetland
being threatened as a result of erosion?
o A: Yes, this is the unevaluated wetland that is being affected by erosion.

x

Q: The proposed trail at 10% grade is steeper than any formal trail system currently under
City jurisdiction. Is it possible to reduce this further?
o A: The two design concepts (5% and 10%) were selected to “frame” non-AODA
versus AODA trails along the slope. We can further refine Option A-2 to see if
reducing its grade to ~8% is possible.
2

o

ACTION ITEM: Dillon to undertake an assessment to see what an 8% trail could
look like. If the difference is minimal as compared to the 10%, Dillon to replace
and move forward with an 8% grade as a design concept.

x

C: Cyclists also have a desire for a variation in grade when on trails.

x

Q: Would the difference in slope and grade affect user experience?
o A: Immersing oneself on this trail, in this section, would include some tradeoffs.
This area is the only location where we have slopes of this magnitude. As part of
detailed design, we would incorporate a wayfinding strategy that would include
information such as resting nodes and bench locations, length of route, and grade
information.
o A: Once we move into the detail design stage, TRCA will meet with AODA
representatives to further discuss AAA and AODA requirements.

x

Q: So far your assessments (e.g., geomorphology and flood hydraulics) have looked at
the impact of potential bridge locations only. Will further assessments be undertaken once
bridge designs are finalized and multi-use trail routes are designed?
o A: A detailed geomorphological and flood hydraulics assessment will be
undertaken in detailed design. A geotechnical investigation is also planned for this
Fall, as well as another look at slope stability. These studies feed into and guide
the trail alignments, as well as detailed design.

Section 6 Chartway Blvd. – Alternative Design Concepts
x

Q: Would the trail connect to the heart of the University of Toronto Scarborough Campus?
o A: Currently, there are no additional north/south connections that TRCA is aware
of. However, there could be opportunities in the future for north/south connections.
The University of Toronto Scarborough Campus has expressed keen interest in
incorporating and involving The Meadoway trail in their master planning process.

x

Q: Typically, when the City is exploring trail routes along ROWs such as Morningside via
an EA process, design concepts need to be explored and evaluated similar to what you’ve
done for Highland Creek or Chartway. Will you be undertaking this work for the small
section of Morningside you have proposed a trail along?
o A: Different design concepts for implementing a multi-use trail along the small
section of Morningside Ave. between the 401 and Pan Am Drive has not as of yet
been explored. However, it is something we can look at moving forward in terms
of locating where infrastructure constraints exist.
o ACTION ITEM: Dillon to undertake an assessment of existing/future capacity for
Morningside. Justin indicated that for ROW they usually require standard sidewalkbike track separation based on the following cross-section dimensions Æ ROAD –
0.6m – SIDEWALK(2.1m) – 0.6m – BIKE TRACK(3m) – 0.6m – FENCE. It was
noted that exceptions could be made (e.g., combining sidewalk with bike track)

3

under special circumstances such as ours, where Morningside can’t be moved and
you cannot cross safely.
Ellesmere Ravine Crossing Concepts
x

Q: What are the weight restrictions of the bridge structures?
o A: Each bridge has a loading limit; however, they can be designed to allow for
emergency vehicles. The possible exception of this is the stress-ribbon/swing
bridge style.

x

Q: What is the life span of each bridge?
o A: Approximate bridge life-spans will be determined for each structure.

x

C: HONI noted that TRCA (via the City of Toronto) would need an easement for the
proposed bridge.

x

Q: Are there any examples of these bridges (i.e., stress-ribbon or swing bridge style) used
regionally for trail purposes?
o A: There aren’t many examples of these bridges used in Canada. There are two
that we know of.

x

Each bridge was evaluated at a highly conceptual level based on aesthetic, environmental
impacts, operations, and constructability. As a result, Option A-2 Span Structure Bridge,
is the preliminary preferred as it would have less impact on the environment due to
constructability (for example, Option A-2 does not require the use of a crane for
construction purposes).

x

C: It was highlighted that, because of the iconic nature of the crossing, a design
competition could be a useful way to obtain some impressive bridge designs.

x

Q: Would Option A-1 Stress Ribbon Bridge be designed to ride your bike directly on it, or
would cyclists have to dismount?
o A: The bridge would be designed to ride bikes directly on it.

x

Q: Regarding the cost of each bridge, is the higher cost of Option A-1 Stress Ribbon a
result of maintenance alone?
o A: Maintenance and constructability of the bridge are the primary drivers of high
costs as compared to Option A-2, for example.
o ACTION ITEM: Dillon to refine the assessment of option A-1 (stress ribbon/swing
bridge) based on a change in load requirements. The idea here being that Option
A-1 and A-2 may be equally preferred if costs are not significantly different.

x

Q: Do the bridge structures need to be designed to allow for emergency vehicles since
the bridge can be accessed from either side?
4

o

Most trail bridge designs allow for light vehicle loading; however, this may not be
a strict requirement at this crossing due to clear ingress/egress on either side of
the ravine.

x

Q: Can the bridge be placed further north of this site to avoid the hydro conductors?
o A: No, the bridge cannot be moved further north as there is a private property that
we cannot access.

x

C: It seems the result of the evaluation between Options A-1 and A-2 are similar.
o A: Option A-2 and A-3 bridge structures have the ability to be built to accommodate
pedestrian nodes; whereas Option A-1 cannot. The cost and constructability of
Option A-1 is also high due to complexity of design, implementation, and
maintenance.

x

Q: How wide would the bridges be?
o A: Currently, each bridge is set at a total width of 4.5 meters from edge to edge.
This is the maximum we can propose due to the presence of the laying.

x

Q: Would the Option A-1 Stress Ribbon Bridge be concrete?
o A: Yes. The current conceptual design is of a concrete segmental deck.

x

C: Any bridge structure would need to be built from material that will not affect the hydro
conductors, i.e., they would need to be grounded.

x

Q: Does TRCA have policies or guidelines concerning carbon footprint of manufacturing
bridge structures and materials?
o A: Construction materials are locally sourced where feasible, but it often depends
on the bridge design. We are often limited to the types of materials we use as a
result of design; however, we can look into options.

Other Water Crossings
x

Q: Regarding Section 3 and Section 5, would you be limiting vehicle access across each
bridge?
o A: No, they would account for emergency access vehicles.

Highland Creek – Conceptual Rendering
x
x

C: There are many opportunities in this area to create educational placemaking and
wayfinding.
C: Consider the requirements and area needed for staging equipment during construction
period.

5

Crossing Over Rail Corridor – GO Stouffville/TTC Line 3
x

As it relates to the rail crossing over the GO Stouffville and TTC Line 3, we did not evaluate
alternative bridge options because we are restricted by bridge allowance and clearance.
The design of the bridge will be driven by technical considerations based on requirements.

Trail Type – Primary and High Capacity Options
x

As a result of the feedback received from the PIC, we are looking into high capacity trail
usage throughout the corridor. We are undertaking an assessment that will be appended
to the Environmental Study Report.

x

Q: Given that the trail will be 3.5 meters wide, will there be enough room for people to
move out of the way for emergency access vehicles?
o A: Yes, there will be plenty of space given Hydro One requirements of buffer zones
on either side of the trail.

x

C: If there’s potential for high capacity areas and wider trails throughout the corridor, it is
best to maximize bridge size at the initial construction stages because it is difficult to
expand/widen the bridge after it is constructed.

x

C: Lane discipline along a trail can be an issue.
o A: The City of Toronto uses dividing lines on trails only on City property.
o A: Part of the wayfinding strategy will provide an overview of trail use/etiquette. At
this time, the wayfinding strategy is out of the EA scope of work but will be looked
at during detailed design.

x

ACTION ITEM: Dillon will prepare representative cross sections of typical trail alignments
for (a) an in-corridor trail; (b) a trail up the highland slope; and (c) Morningside. The goal
will be to develop this well in advance of the public open house.
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Item
Number

Date:

G

G

There are planning concerns with construction access,
staging, and disturbance to natural areas for proposed
bridge(s) with nominal span (presentation slide 18,
Highland Creek - Conceptual Rendering).

Incorporate access requirements for HONI ,
maintenance and EMS, cleared width, turning radius
etc. Note: HONI will likely require 6 m width to access
trail at road intersections.

G

G
Consider future designs for ESC/fencing measures etc.
within Hydro corridor as grounding will be required if
using metal posts etc. as per HONI requirements for
East Don Trail.

Include cross sections during detailed design to confirm Mark Preston
limits of grading impacts, tree removals or requirement
for retaining walls etc. as noted.

G

Elizabeth Ignatius

Mark Preston

Mark Preston

Mark Preston

Potential to include resting nodes, railings in future
design to mitigate grades on east side.

G

Mark Preston

Potential to construct a hybrid of both options for upper Mark Preston
portion on east side of Highland to mitigate grades.
Depending on what additional impacts this may have re:
tree removals etc.

Comments

Consider future construction access (eg: temporary
bridges crossing, staging, stockpile areas) to minimize
tree impacts etc.

G

Pg. # (use "G for
General

Reviewer Name/Organization:
Reviewer Name

(1) Draft Design Concepts for Preferred Alignment; and (2) Draft Evaluation Matrix

Document Title: Comment Form

Submittal:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - TAC#3

Review Comment Summary and Resolution Sheet

Noted.

Noted.

Noted.

Noted. Will include cross sections

Noted. Will be considered in detailed design stage

Noted.

Noted.

Response

TRCA RESPONSE FORM

A = Accept Comment - Correct, Add to, or Clarify plans
D = Disagree/Dismiss
C = Clarify or Discuss and resolve prior to next design phase
R = Resolve comment in next design phase

COMMENT CODE

Item Number

Date:

Incorporate access requirements for HONI , maintenance and
EMS, cleared width, turning radius etc. Note: HONI will likely
require 6 m width to access trail at road intersections.

Mark Preston

Consider obtaining geotech if feasible to help inform selection
criteria for bridges.
Will require grounding of bridge within hydro corridor.
Consider future designs for ESC/fencing measures etc. within
Hydro corridor as grounding will be required if using metail
posts etc. as per HONI requirements for East Don Trail.

Ellesmere Ravine

Noted.

Noted. Option 1 will be reviewed in greater detail in
Phase 3

Perferred option due to ease of construction and less impact.
Doris Chee
Can the decking be of a lighter material and not concrete (i.e.
Section 6 plastic or hybrid or wood planking) with same cabling system
Ellesmere Ravine underneath? Although could increase maintenance overtime
Creek Structure Opt (duribility) but could be less 'heavy' and 'engineered'. However,
1
this suggestion would not support emergency vehicles.
Planning Ecology is supportive of option 1 over options 2 and 3 Elizabeth Ignatius
for the Ellesmere Ravine crossing to avoid impacts to the valley
and aquatic systems. Route options B and C would also be
supported for this area.

Noted.

Noted. Trail design has been revised

Noted.

A geotechnical investigation is planned as part of the EA
phase
Noted.
Noted.

Noted.

Response

TRCA RESPONSE FORM

A = Accept Comment - Correct, Add to, or Clarify plans
D = Disagree/Dismiss
C = Clarify or Discuss and resolve prior to next design phase
R = Resolve comment in next design phase

COMMENT CODE

The above suggestion will have cost implications due to further Doris Chee
Matrix Evaluation for coordination with UTSC and potential increase in construction
Section 6 - Chartway pending 'osticles' on the property.

Doris Chee

Mark Preston

Mark Preston
Mark Preston

Mark Preston

Consider eliminating vehicle access to reduce costs as access
for maintenance & EMS is available from east or west side.

Comments

Agree the Opt A-2 is better alignment however, could this
option travers the UTSC Campus Farm parcel diagonally? (i.e.
Section 6 - Chartway
from southwest corner to northeast corner). Don't know what
Blvd - Alignment
is located on the Farm but is it possible for the trail to go
Design Concept
'through it' instead of along the south and east edges?

G

G

G

G

G

Pg. # (use "G for
General

Reviewer Name/Organization:
Reviewer Name

(1) Draft Design Concepts for Preferred Alignment; and (2) Draft Evaluation Matrix

Document Title: Comment Form

Submittal:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - TAC#3

Ellesmere Ravine

The potential for sustainable timber to be used for a stress
Richard Scott
ribbon crossing of Ellesmere Creek. A paper describing such an
example—the Essing Timber stress ribbon bridge in
Germany—is appended to the e-mail accompanying this
attachment; your engineers may also find it to be of interest
from an analysis point of view. This particular bridge is known
the world over.
Noted.
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Gary Anandasangaree, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Rouge Park
The Honourable Bill Blaire, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Southwest
Nathaniel Erskine-Smith, Member of Parliament – Beaches-East York
The Honourable John McKay, Member of Parliament – Scarborough-Guildwood
Yasmin Ratansi, Member of Parliament – Don Valley East
Salma Zahid, Member of Parliament – Scarborough Centre
Doly Begum, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough Southwest
Rima Berns-McGown, Member of Provincial Parliament – Beaches-East York
Michael Coteau, Member of Provincial Parliament – Don Valley East
Mitzie Hunter, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough-Guildwood
Christina Maria-Mitas, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough Centre
Vijay Thanigasalam, Member of Provincial Parliament – Scarborough-Rouge Park

City of Toronto Councillors
x
x
x
x

Paul Ainslie, Ward 24 – Scarborough-Guildwood
Jennifer McKelvie, Ward 25 – Scarborough-Rouge Park
Denzil Minnan-Wong, Ward 16 – Don Valley East
Michael Thompson, Ward 21 – Scarborough Centre
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October 30th, 2018
Doly Begum
Member of Provincial Parliament
Scarborough Southwest
Attention:

Ms. Doly Begum

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Active Transportation Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment – Notice of Commencement

Dear Ms. Begum,
Please be advised that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has initiated a
Municipal Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for The Meadoway – an
active multi use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro-corridor
(the corridor). Building off of the work that has already been undertaken to date in the corridor,
the Class EA will focus on the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail segments in
order to achieve a full connection between downtown Toronto and Rouge National Urban
Park.
The planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail network will follow the Schedule
C – Class EA framework, which will meet the intent of the Class EA Act by providing for (1) the
identification of problems or opportunities; (2) giving due regard to the need to protect the
environment and minimize effects; and (3) consulting with the public and affected stakeholders
early and throughout the decision making process.
Through the Class EA, a range of potential multi-use trail alignments will be identified and
evaluated in order to determine a preferred main route that will connect the existing trail
sections and provide a complete multi-use trail for the entire Meadoway study area. Important
features such as habitat restoration areas and community access points will also be considered
in the planning process.
A formal Notice of Commencement initiating The Meadoway Class EA appeared in the
Scarborough Mirror and North York Mirror on Thursday, October 25th 2018. A public information
centre will be planned in early Spring of 2019.
The formal notice, as well as a one page project brief, is attached in the accompanying email for
your reference. If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to
contact Corey Wells directly at 416-661-6600 (ext. 5233) or at cwells@trca.on.ca.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca

Sincerely,

Lisa Turnbull, Senior Manager
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5645
E: lturnbull@trca.on.ca

Enclosure

cc:

The Meadoway Class EA Brief
The Meadoway – Notice of Commencement

Corey Wells, Project Manager (TRCA)

March 27th, 2019
Paul Ainslie
Councillor – Ward 24
Scarborough-Guildwood
City of Toronto
Attention:

Councillor Ainslie

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
– Update and Notification of Upcoming Public Information Centre

Dear Mr. Ainslie,
This letter is a follow-up and update to the formal Notice of Commencement sent to your office
on October 31st, 2018, regarding The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment (Class EA). The Meadoway Class EA is an active multi-use trail network and
meadow restoration project within the Gatineau hydro corridor in Scarborough (the corridor).
Building off of the work that has already been undertaken in the corridor, the Class EA is leading
the planning and design for the remaining multi-use trail sections in order to achieve a full trail
connection that will eventually link downtown Toronto to Rouge National Urban Park.
The Meadoway is now moving into Phase 2 of the Class EA process, which involves identifying
and evaluating a range of potential multi-use trail alignments in order to determine a preferred
main route that will connect the existing trail sections and provide a complete multi-use trail for
the corridor. At this major project milestone, the first Public Information Centre (PIC) for The
Meadoway Class EA will be held in order to update and engage the public and stakeholders and
provide an opportunity for meaningful feedback. Event details are included below.
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Public Information Centre #1
Location:
Centennial College Event Centre, Winter/Fall Room (8th Floor)
937 Progress Ave., Scarborough, ON M1G 3T8
Date:
Wednesday April 24th, 2019
Time:
6:15 to 9:00 pm
As The Meadoway falls within the boundaries of Ward 24, there may be of significant interest to
you and your constituents in attending the upcoming PIC to learn more about The Meadoway.
TRCA would value the opportunity to provide an update to your office on the Class EA planning
process in advance of the PIC if that would be of interest to you.

A formal event flyer that can be circulated to your constituents is attached in the accompanying
email. If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to contact me
directly.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca
Yours truly,

Lisa Turnbull
Senior Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5645
E: lturnbull@trca.on.ca
Enclosure
cc:

The Meadoway – Public Event #1 Flyer

Corey Wells, Project Manager (TRCA)

7KH0HDGRZD\8SFRPLQJ3XEOLF,QIRUPDWLRQ&HQWUH
/LVD7XUQEXOO to: councillor_ainslie

2019-03-27 11:17 AM

Hello Councillor Ainslie,
Please see the attached update on The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment. A
flyer for the up coming Public Information Centre is also included which can be circulated to your
constituents.
I would welcome the opportunity to meet with you prior to the Public Information Centre to discuss the
project. Feel free to have your office reach out to me if this is of interest to you.
7KH0HDGRZD\0XOWLXVH7UDLO&ODVV(QYLURQPHQWDO$VVHVVPHQW
3XEOLF,QIRUPDWLRQ&HQWUH
th
Location:
Centennial College Event Centre, Winter/Fall Room (8 Floor)
937 Progress Ave., Scarborough, ON M1G 3T8
th
Date:
Wednesday April 24 , 2019
Time:
6:15 to 9:00 pm

/LVD7XUQEXOO

Senior Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: 416.661.6600 ext. 5645
C: 416.451.8536
E: lturnbull@trca.on.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) | trca.ca

MW_PICNotification_Ainslie_27Mar19.pdf

MW_PIC1_flyer_22Mar19_Final.pdf

June 7, 2019
Jennifer McKelvie
Councillor – Ward 25
Scarborough-Rouge River
City of Toronto
Attention:

Councillor McKelvie

SUBJECT:

The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
– Update and Notification of Upcoming Public Information Centre #2

Dear Ms. McKelvie,
As you may be aware, The Meadoway Class EA is an active multi-use trail network and meadow
restoration project within the Gatineau hydro corridor in Scarborough (the corridor). Building off
the work that has already been undertaken in the corridor, the Class EA is leading the planning
and design for the remaining multi-use trail sections in order to achieve a full trail connection that
will eventually link downtown Toronto to Rouge National Urban Park.
The Meadoway is in Phase 2 of the Class EA process, which involves identifying and evaluating
a range of potential multi-use trail alignments in order to determine a preferred main route that
will connect the existing trail sections and provide a complete multi-use trail for the corridor. At
this major project milestone, the second Public Information Centre (PIC) for The Meadoway Class
EA will be held in order to update and engage the public and stakeholders and provide an
opportunity for meaningful feedback. Event details are included below.
The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Class Environmental Assessment
Public Information Centre #2
Location:
Thomson Memorial Park (adjacent to the Scarborough Museum)
1005 Brimley Road, Scarborough, ON M1G 3E9
Date:
Wednesday June 26th, 2019
Time:
4:30 pm – 7:30 pm
As The Meadoway falls within the boundaries of Ward 25, there may be of significant interest to
you and your constituents in attending the upcoming PIC to learn more about The Meadoway.
TRCA would value the opportunity to provide an update to your office on the Class EA planning
process in advance of the PIC if that would be of interest to you.

An event flyer that can be circulated to your constituents, is attached in the accompanying email.
If you have any questions regarding The Meadoway, please do not hesitate to contact me directly.
Further information on this project is available via www.themeadoway.ca
Yours truly,

Lisa Turnbull
Senior Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5645
E: lturnbull@trca.on.ca
Enclosure
cc:

The Meadoway – Event Flyer

Corey Wells, Project Manager (TRCA)
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/LVD7XUQEXOO
Senior Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5645
C: (416) 451-8536
E: lisa.turnbull@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca
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Lisa Turnbull
Councillor Thompson
The Meadoway Public Information Center: October 23, 2019
Monday, September 30, 2019 10:47:00 AM
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Dear Councillor Thompson,
Please see the attached information for the final Public Information Center for The Meadoway MultiUse Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment being held on October 23, 2019.
If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me.

Lisa Turnbull
Senior Manager, Project Management Services
Project Management Office | Corporate Services
T: (416) 661-6600 ext. 5645
C: (416) 451-8536
E: lisa.turnbull@trca.ca
A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON, L4K 5R6 | trca.ca

Notice of Completion
The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule C
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) has completed The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, Schedule C (Class EA). The study was carried out following the requirements for and in
accordance with Schedule C projects under the Municipal Class EA process.

Project Background
Encompassing over 200 hectares and spanning 16 linear kilometres, The Meadoway will transform the existing hydro
corridor between the Don River ravine and Rouge National Urban Park into a revitalized linear green space with restored
meadow habitat and a multi-use trail network.
A total of 10 kilometres of fragmented multi-use trails are located within the corridor, leaving gaps within the network of
approximately six (6) kilometres. The planning, design, and implementation of the remaining six (6) kilometres of the
multi-use trail and potential bridge crossings is following the Class EA process.
An Environmental Study Report (ESR) has been prepared and is available for a 45-day review period from December
12, 2019 to January 26, 2020. The ESR can be accessed online at www.themeadoway.ca and is available for review in
hard copy during normal business hours at the following
review locations:
Toronto City Clerk’s Office
City Clerk’s Office, Registry Services
City Hall, 1st Floor West
100 Queen Street West
Toronto ON M5H 2N2
416-392-7063
Toronto Public Library – Bendale Branch
1515 Danforth Road
Scarborough ON M1J 1H5
416-396-8910
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (Head Office)
101 Exchange Avenue
Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
416-661-6600
*Please call or check online to confirm hours of operation.
Interested persons may provide written comments to TRCA
Project Manager within the 45-day review period.
Comments should be directed to:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, TRCA
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
If concerns regarding this project remain unresolved after consulting with the Ministry of Environment, Conservation, and
Parks (MECP) a Part II Order can be requested. Part II Order requests must be written and received by the Minister,
with a copy to TRCA Project Manager, at the following address within 45 days following the date of this Notice:
Minister
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
11th Floor
77 Wellesley Street West
Toronto ON M7A 2T5
Minister.mecp@ontario.ca

Director, Environmental Assessment and Permissions Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
135 St. Clair Avenue West, 1st Floor
Toronto ON M4V 1P5
enviropermissions@ontario.ca

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. All comments will
become part of the public record. Unless you request that your personal information remain confidential, all personal information
included in a Part II Order request is available to the general public under the authority of the Environmental Assessment Act and/or
s.37 of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. For more information, please contact the Ministry’s Freedom of
Information and Privacy Coordinator at 416-846-2846.

Issue Date: December 12, 2019

Corey Wells
Subject:
Attachments:

The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Class Environmental Assessment - Notice of Completion
MW_ ESR Notice of Completion_DRAFT.pdf

Dear <INSERT NAME>
This letter is a follow-up and update to the formal Notice of Commencement sent to your office on October 31st,
2018, regarding The Meadoway Multi-use Trail Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA). The
Meadoway Class EA is an active multi-use trail network and meadow restoration project within the Gatineau
hydro corridor in Scarborough.
We are pleased to inform you that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), in partnership with
the City of Toronto, has submitted The Meadoway Class EA Environmental Study Report (ESR) to the Ministry
of Environment, Conservation and Parks. The Final ESR will be available for a 45-day public review and
comment period from December 12, 2019 to January 26, 2020.
The Final ESR can be accessed online at www.themeadoway.ca. Hard copies of the Final ESR are available at
three locations as detailed in the attached Notice of Completion.
Interested persons may provide written comments to TRCA Project Manager within the 45-day review period.
Comments should be directed to:
Corey Wells, Project Manager, TRCA
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: info@themeadoway.ca
Please feel free to share this information amongst your constituents.
Sincerely,
Corey

CoreyWells,MSc
ProjectManager,ProjectManagementServices
ProjectManagementOffice|CorporateServices

C:(437)772Ͳ3054
T:(416)661Ͳ6600ext.5233
E:corey.wells@trca.ca
A:101ExchangeAvenue,Vaughan,ON,L4K5R6|trca.ca
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1.0 Introduction
In 2018 the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) conducted a biological inventory of The
Meadoway (also known as the Gatineau Corridor), which is a large hydro right-of-way corridor extending across
the width of Scarborough between the Don and Rouge Rivers. The work was undertaken to assess the progress
of the prairie restoration work that began here in 2012, as well as to examine the existing natural cover and
other potential areas for restoration. The natural system components assessed were vegetation communities,
vascular plants (flora), birds, and frogs. Incidental observations of other fauna were also recorded. The
information is of value for site management planning and regional biodiversity assessment.
This report summarizes the biological inventory findings to:
x
x
x
x
x

Characterize the terrestrial natural heritage features of The Meadoway
Describe how the natural heritage features of The Meadoway contribute to the regional Terrestrial Natural
Heritage System (TNHS), and support regional biodiversity
Provide a context for the ongoing long-term monitoring plots (LTMP) that were set up in 2016
Examine the prairie communities developed through restoration as well as other current activities or
processes that are beneficial with respect to protecting and/or enhancing the natural system
Identify current risks to the quality of the habitat on the property and recommend actions to reduce or
eliminate them

The primary question that the inventory addresses is:
“How does the area surveyed at The Meadoway Study Area fit within the regional natural heritage system,
and how should its contribution to this system be protected and maximized?”
An important underlying message is that the integrity and health of the natural system are measured at the
regional scale; individual sites must be considered in this larger system context.

1.1 The TRCA Terrestrial Natural Heritage Program
Rapid urban expansion in the TRCA jurisdiction has led to continuous and incremental loss of natural cover and
species. In a landscape that probably supported 95% forest cover prior to European settlement, the most
recent landscape analysis (2013) shows that only 17.8% forest (including successional) and wetland cover
remains. Agricultural and natural lands are increasingly being urbanized while species continue to disappear
from a landscape that is less able to support them. This represents a substantial loss of ecological health and
ecosystem function that will be exacerbated in the future according to current urbanization trends. With the
loss of natural cover, diminishing proportions of various natural vegetation communities and reduced
populations of native species remain. As additional stresses are exerted on the natural system many species
become even rarer until they are lost, or at imminent risk of being lost. Reductions in the natural heritage
system reduce biodiversity and the ecosystem services that sustain human society.
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The important issue is the cumulative loss of natural cover in the TRCA region that has resulted from
innumerable site-specific decisions.
In the late 1990s the TRCA initiated the Terrestrial Natural Heritage Program to address the loss of terrestrial
biodiversity within the jurisdiction’s nine watersheds. This work culminated in the Terrestrial Natural Heritage
System Strategy (TNHSS) (TRCA 2007a), which was approved in 2008, and has been under implementation since
that time. The aim is to protect elements of the natural system (vegetation communities, flora and fauna
species) before they become rare, and to promote greater ecological function of the system as a whole. This
proactive approach is needed; by the time a community or species has become rare, irreversible damage has
already occurred. A healthy natural system capable of supporting regional biodiversity in the long term is the
goal. Targets, both short and long-term (100 years), provide direction for planning at all scales (TRCA 2007a,
TRCA 2007b).
The systems approach applied in TNHSS development incorporated data from a range of scales. Assessments of
the components of biodiversity similarly consider multiple scales, ranging from the region as a whole, through
the watersheds and smaller landscape habitat elements, to site level communities and species.
This report characterizes the natural habitats associated with The Meadoway. As integral components of the
natural heritage system, they support continuity in natural cover from the Don Valley in the central part of
Toronto east to Rouge National Urban Park. Running from southwest to northeast, The Meadoway is
perpendicular to the orientation of most of Toronto’s ravine system and so provides a rare transverse linkage
between the City’s natural areas (Maps 1 and 2a through 2f).

2.0 Study Area Description
The Meadoway consists of 236 hectares of hydro corridor that crosses central Scarborough from Rouge
National Urban Park at Meadowvale Road in the east to the valley of the East Don River (west of Victoria Park
Avenue) in the west. In between the Don to the west and the Rouge to the east, The Meadoway cuts across
several branches of Highland Creek. The site is linear, being about 16 km long and in most places around 170 m
wide, so it is almost 100 times as long as it is wide (Map 1). This continuity is compromised by the presence of
the urban road grid. Arterial roads and Highway 401 cut The Meadoway into 19 separate habitat patches or
blocks, in addition to which there are a few minor roads as well. The entire area was surveyed in 2018.
The physiography of The Meadoway shows it to be a flat to gently rolling (weakly drumlinized) till plain
interrupted by several ravines. Some of the ravines associated with Highland Creek: the Bendale and Milliken
branches, as well as a tributary ravine that enters Morningside Park east of Neilson Road, are very steep. On
the other hand, the westernmost branch of Highland Creek (Dorset Park Branch) and Taylor – Massey Creek,
have very shallow valleys where they cross The Meadoway. To the far west, Wilson Brook cuts a moderately
steep ravine through The Meadoway as it flows toward the East Don River (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. The ravine of Wilson Brook, where it runs along the Meadoway east of Victoria Park Avenue (photo:
TRCA, 2018).

Geologically, most of the site can be characterized as Newmarket Till, with areas of glaciolacustrine sand
deposits, especially eastward toward the Rouge Valley. The soils in the central and western portions of the site
seem to be largely loams (Woburn and Milliken), while sandy loams occur east of roughly Military Trail
extending to the Rouge Valley (Bookton, Fox, Brighton, Tecumseh, and Berrien Sandy Loam). Drainage is fair to
imperfect, with a few swales and ephemeral ponding areas, especially west of Midland Road. The soil
information available for The Meadoway is of low resolution, since the presence of underground utilities
precludes random soil sampling during field work. A good deal of fill and other disturbance would have affected
the soils since urbanization began.
Historically, the lands that now comprise The Meadoway were forested until colonial times, then cleared for
settlement and agriculture. By the mid-19th century very little forest remained. The hydro corridor was first
constructed across the then-agricultural landscape in the 1920s (Leaside Life 2016). Starting in the 1950s at the
west end of The Meadoway, the surrounding agricultural lands were urbanized. The urban envelope reached
Morningside Avenue by the late 1970s. Some of the east end of The Meadoway, particularly near Highway 401
east of Morningside Avenue, is still not developed.
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Several of the streams crossing The Meadoway have been altered. The Dorset Park branch of Highland Creek,
was straightened and partially lined with concrete in the mid-20th century. Taylor – Massey Creek is also
straightened where it crosses The Meadoway. Wilson Brook was culvertized (i.e. entirely buried in a storm
sewer pipe) downstream (southwest) of Eglinton Avenue between 1972 and 1992. It remains above ground
between Craigton Parkette and Eglinton Avenue, as well as in a stub section west of The Meadoway where it
enters the East Don River in the Charles Sauriol Conservation Reserve. The old courses of these streams still
have swales and small wetlands associated with them. The other branches of Highland Creek still exist in their
original channels, but are strongly affected by urban hydrology with flash flooding and erosion.
From the 1950s until 2012, The Meadoway was mostly maintained in manicured condition, with a few small
landscape trees planted for ornamental purposes. In 2012, prairie restoration began in the area east of
McCowan Road (Maps 2c and 2d). The plan is to expand this conversion of the Meadoway into tallgrass prairie
with patches of shrubs (except for a few areas used for community gardens, dog parks, and car parks). Tallgrass
prairie, savannah and woodland would have been historically present in small areas along the Scarborough
waterfront (e.g. East Point Park and the Toronto Hunt Club), but probably not on the lands that are now The
Meadoway. However, the presence of the hydro corridor precludes reforestation of the site; and provides an
opportunity to provide a diverse open meadow and prairie habitat.
The current land use includes various recreational activities. A multi-use paved trail extends along the western
and central Meadoway, although it is discontinuous. Hiking, cycling, and dog-walking are the main uses. There
is also a formal off-leash dog area in The Meadoway at Thomson Park (east of Brimley Road). A few sports fields
impinge on The Meadoway, notably at Wexford Park (between Pharmacy and Warden Avenues), and on the
east side of Bellamy Road. Community garden plots can be found in The Meadoway west of Victoria Park
Avenue, west of Kennedy Road, on the south side of Thomson Park, and west of Markham Road.
At this time, there are no designated Provincially Significant Wetlands (PSW) or provincial Areas of Natural and
Scientific Interest (ANSI) within The Meadoway, although the Rouge River Valley ANSI touches the northeastern
end of the site. The Morningside Park Forest Environmentally Significant Areas (ESA) crosses The Meadoway
along the valley of the Milliken Branch of Highland Creek.

3.0 Inventory Methodology
A biological inventory was conducted at the levels of habitat patch (landscape analysis), vegetation community,
and species (flora and fauna) according to the TRCA methodologies for landscape evaluation (TRCA 2007c) and
field data collection (TRCA 2007d). The scoring and ranking of vegetation communities, flora and fauna to
generate local conservation concern L-ranks (L1 to L5) is a key underlying process that supports this field work
(section 3.2; TRCA 2017).
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3.1 Landscape Analysis
TRCA natural system characterization applies a regional landscape analysis approach that scales from the level
of the individual habitat patch to the natural system region-wide (TRCA 2007c). Key to this is our understanding
that a healthy natural system for the region requires more than a minimum quantity of area: it requires natural
connections across the larger landscape; it requires multiple habitat types; it requires quality of habitat; it also
requires protection from those external influences (matrix influences) that would degrade the habitat.
Base Mapping
The most recent available landscape analysis used 2013 ortho-rectified aerial photography. Regional habitat
patches were digitally mapped and characterized into the broadly-defined patch categories of forest,
successional, wetland, meadow and dynamic (beach, dune, and bluff) using ArcMap GIS software. These broad
classes should not be confused with vegetation communities. The latter incorporate a much finer level of data,
collected in the field during botanical surveys (Section 3.3, 4.3).
Quality of Natural Cover
The quality metric used for each habitat patch essentially assesses the potential for the scored habitat patch to
support components of biodiversity. Three criteria are used: size (ha), shape (edge-to-area ratio), and matrix
influence (measure of the positive and negative impacts from surrounding land use) (TRCA 2007c). A weighted
average of the scores for the criteria provides a total score, and total score ranges are used to assign local ranks
of conservation concern, or L-ranks, as outlined in Table 1. Ranks are from L1 (highest quality) through L5
(poorest quality).
Both avian species richness (Kilgour 2003) and biodiversity quality (McKenzie et al. 2018) have been
demonstrated to correlate with patch total score. Specifically, TRCA regional Species of Conservation Concern
are more likely to be present in habitat patches of higher patch score/rank, as summarized in Table 1.
Table 1.

Habitat patch quality, rank and species response.

Size, Shape and Matrix Influence

Patch Rank

Fauna Species of Conservation Concern

Excellent

L1

Generally found

Good

L2

Generally found

Fair

L3

Generally found

Poor

L4

Generally not found

Very Poor

L5

Generally not found
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Forest Interior
The forest interior metric evaluates the potential for a forest patch to support those species requiring isolation
from human activity/influences. Sufficiently large patches of a sufficiently optimal shape provide interior forest.
Measurements of the distance from any point in the habitat to the closest edge are used to categorize interior
elements, where they exist. The lowest distance from edge category is 100–200m interior forest; increasingly
deeper interior components are measured in additional 100m increments.
Quantity and Distribution
Periodic landscape analysis (every 4-6 years), assesses progress towards the regional quantity target of 30%
natural cover (TRCA 2007a). This target results from modelling the minimum area that could support species of
conservation concern over the long term.

3.2 Vegetation Community, Flora and Fauna Species Scoring and Ranking
Vegetation communities, native vascular plants (flora) and native vertebrate animals (fauna) are scored on a
set of ecological sensitivity, habitat requirement and abundance criteria by TRCA biologists in order to assign
conservation concern status ranks or L-ranks (local ranks of conservation concern). The process of scoring and
ranking is described in detail in TRCA (2017). Applied since 2001, the method also provides for updates of
scores and ranks as additional, or more current, data becomes available for a given community or species.
Vegetation community scores and ranks are based on two criteria: local occurrence and the number of
geophysical requirements or factors on which they depend (Table 2). Flora species are scored using four
criteria: local occurrence, population trend, habitat dependence, and sensitivity to impacts associated with
development (Table 3). Fauna species are scored on seven criteria: local occurrence, local population trend,
continent-wide population trend, habitat dependence, sensitivity to development, area-sensitivity, and patch
isolation sensitivity (Table 4). Species ranked from L1 through L3 are region-wide Species of Conservation
Concern. Those ranked L4 are also of concern in the urban and urbanizing parts of the region. Species with an Lrank of L5 are currently not considered of concern as they are able to persist alongside urbanization. Some
derive benefit from living in close proximity to human society; as a result, they are likely to be more common in
urban than in rural areas.
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Table 2.

L-ranks and total score ranges for vegetation communities

L-rank

Total Score Range

Conservation Concern Status

L1

8.5 - 10

Of high level of concern in TRCA jurisdiction due to rarity, stringent habitat needs,
and/or threat to habitat

L2

6.5 - 8

Of regional concern; typically occurs in less-disturbed natural areas and under
highly specific site conditions; at risk of decline/disappearance from the region

L3

5-6

L4

3 – 4.5

Generally secure in rural matrix; of conservation concern in the urban matrix

L5

1 – 2.5

Generally secure; not of conservation concern unless it contains sensitive species
or other features such as old growth; contributes to natural cover

L+

n/a

Table 3.

Of regional concern; restricted in occurrence and/or requires specific site
conditions; generally occurs in natural rather than cultural areas

Community defined by alien species (e.g. Scots pine plantation, buckthorn
thicket). Contributes to natural cover

L-ranks and total score ranges for flora.

L-rank

Total Score Range

Conservation Concern Status

L1

19 - 20

Unable to withstand disturbance; many criteria are limiting factors; generally occur in
high-quality natural areas in natural matrix; almost certainly rare in the TRCA
jurisdiction; of concern regionally

L2

17 - 18

Unable to withstand disturbance; some criteria are very limiting factors; generally
occur in high-quality natural areas, in natural matrix; probably rare in the TRCA
jurisdiction; of concern regionally

L3

14 - 16

Able to withstand minor disturbance; generally secure in natural matrix; of concern
regionally

L4

11 - 13

Able to withstand some disturbance; generally secure in rural matrix; of concern in
urban matrix

L5

2 - 10

Able to withstand high levels of disturbance; generally secure throughout the
jurisdiction, including the urban matrix; may be of very localized concern in highly
degraded areas

LX

n/a

Extirpated from our region with remote chance of rediscovery (i.e. natural
populations). May be present in plantings. Presumably highly sensitive.

LH

n/a

Hybrid between two native species; not scored; a hybrid that is highly stable and
behaves like a species (e.g. Equisetum x nelsonii) is not given this designation, but is
scored and ranked

L+

n/a

Exotic; not native to the TRCA jurisdiction; includes hybrids between a native species
and an exotic

L+?

n/a

Origin uncertain or disputed, i.e. may or may not be native
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Table 4.

L-ranks and total score ranges for fauna.

L-rank

Total Score Range

Conservation Concern Status

L1

25+

Of high level of concern in TRCA jurisdiction due to rarity, stringent habitat needs,
and/or threat to habitat; greatly at risk of decline/disappearance from the region

L2

20 - 24

Of regional concern; typically occurs in less-disturbed natural areas and specific
habitat(s); at risk of decline/disappearance from the region

L3

15 - 19

Of regional concern; restricted in occurrence and/or requires specific habitat(s);
generally occurs in natural rather than cultural areas

L4

10 - 14

Able to withstand some disturbance; generally secure in rural matrix; of concern
in urban matrix

L5

2-9

Able to withstand disturbance; currently considered secure, including in the
urban matrix

LX

n/a

Extirpated from the region

L+

n/a

Exotic; not native to the TRCA jurisdiction; exotic species are not scored

3.3 Vegetation Communities, Flora and Fauna Species Data Collection
Vegetation community, flora species and fauna species data were collected through field surveys. Surveys were
carried out at the appropriate times of year to assess breeding status in the case of amphibians and birds, and
during the optimal growing period of the various plant species and communities. Vegetation communities and
flora species were surveyed concurrently.
Botanical field-work was conducted in 2018 between the months of May through September (Table 5). This
was the first time the area had received a biological inventory, although some adjacent areas such as the
Charles Sauriol Reserve on the Don River, Morningside Park on Highland Creek, Rouge National Urban Park,
and the Wexford Woodlot did have previously existing data. Locating and identifying ephemeral flora species is
a primary focus in the early spring months before the full closure of forest canopy occurs. The bulk of the
vegetation community work is completed in the summer and fall months when characteristics of community
and non-ephemeral flora species are at their peak. Vegetation community designations were based on the
Ecological Land Classification (ELC) and determined to the level of vegetation type (Lee et al. 1998). Community
boundaries were outlined on printouts of 2017 digital ortho-rectified photographs (ortho-photos) at a scale of
1:2000 and then digitized in ArcView. Manicured areas were also delineated at The Meadoway, since they are
potential restoration areas, and many are being targeted for such work.
Flora Species of Regional Concern (ranked L1 to L3) and Urban Concern (L4) were mapped as point data, and
the approximate population size recorded for each point. A list of all other species observed was documented
for the site. Plant species records available from the Meadow Long-Term Monitoring Plots (LTMP) collected in
2016 and 2018 were added to the species list.
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The 2018 inventory was the first complete fauna inventory of The Meadoway Study Area. Surveys were
conducted on dates in late April, early May, June and early July. The April and May evening visits surveyed for
breeding frog species of regional concern; they also incidentally surveyed for early-spring nocturnal bird species,
including owls and the American woodcock (Scolopax minor). Surveys in June and early July point-mapped
breeding bird territories for L1 - L4 Species of Regional and Urban Concern. Other breeding birds (L5 and exotic)
were listed, but not mapped.
Breeding bird surveys were conducted at least twice during the breeding season (June and early July) to assess
the breeding status of each mapped individual. Categorization of possible, probable or confirmed breeding
status for birds followed the method used for Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas data collection (Cadman et al. 2007).
All initial visits were completed by the end of the third week of June. Bird observations recorded prior to June
16 were validated through a second visit later in the season. A quality assurance process filtered out individuals
likely to be migrants in transit, rather than on-site breeders.
In addition to the 2018 data, a small amount of data from the 2016 meadow bird long term monitoring project
station have been included, as has a single incidental record from 2017 provided by a member of the public.
Ten years is the threshold for inclusion of data as current under the protocol (TRCA 2007d).

4.0 Results and Discussion
The results of the 2013 landscape analysis and the 2018 biological inventory are the focus of this section,
discussed to characterize the natural features of the site and to provide an integrated perspective of the site in
the regional system context. Features on adjacent lands are noted where relevant to the discussion of the 2018
results. Note that species are referred to by common name; the scientific name is noted the first time a species
is mentioned, and Appendices 1 through 3 list the species found by both common and scientific name.
Table 5 summarizes the data collection survey timing and effort for landscape analysis of the 2013 aerial
photography and the flora and fauna inventories of 2018.
Table 5.

Survey dates and effort for the 2013 landscape analysis and the 2018 biological inventories.
Survey Item
Patch / Landscape

Vegetation Communities and Flora
Species
Frogs and Nocturnal Spring Birds
Breeding Songbirds

Survey
Effort

Survey Dates
2013: ortho-photos

21 hours

2018: May 14; June 7, 8; July 6, 20, 23; Aug 1, 13, 23, 30;
Sept. 6, 7, 12

91 hours

2018: April 30; May 2

2.75 hours

2018: June 1, 12-14; July 3-5

42.5 hours
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4.1 Landscape Analysis Regional Context
The 2013 ortho-photography shows that 26% of the land area in the TRCA jurisdiction hosts natural cover,
including 8% meadow. Historically, the region would have consisted of up to 95% forest cover with interspersed
wetlands and very little meadow coverage; currently just 17.8% forest, successional habitat and wetland
remains. Of the 74% non-natural cover 48% is urban and 26% is rural/agricultural.
The regional analysis of habitat patches shows an average patch quality across the TRCA jurisdiction of “fair”
(L3) with an unbalanced distribution; forest and wetland cover is contained largely in the northern half of the
TRCA jurisdiction, especially on the Oak Ridges Moraine (Map 3). The existing natural system stands below the
30% quantity target set for the region (TRCA 2007a). Fauna Species of Concern are also largely restricted to the
northern part of the jurisdiction and generally absent from the urban matrix (Map 4).

4.2 Habitat Patch Findings for The Meadoway
The landscape-scale analysis of The Meadoway's habitat patches, considers it at a coarse level of detail but
includes the context of the watershed and the region (section 3.1).

4.2.1 Quantity of Natural Cover
The Meadoway spans three of the TRCA’s nine watersheds. The majority of The Meadoway lies in the Highland
Creek watershed (about 136 ha), while the western 70 ha is in the Don watershed. A small portion of the
eastern end of The Meadoway (about 30 ha) is in the Rouge Watershed. The whole Study Area is 235.6 ha in
size and contains 93.4 ha of natural habitat (i.e. forests, successional, meadow, wetland and dynamic
communities). Thus, about 40% of The Meadoway is currently natural cover. The remaining 60% (i.e. 142.2 ha)
is heavily managed: mostly manicured, with about 4 ha of community garden plots that are classified as
agricultural. The total natural cover includes of 13.8 ha forest, 22.7 ha successional, 4.1 ha of wetland, 1.5 ha
aquatic, 2.9 ha dynamic and 48.4 ha meadow communities (Table 6). Thus, over half of The Meadoway’s
natural cover is meadow; the site is aptly named.

4.2.2 Quality of Natural Cover
Habitat Patch Size and Shape
Habitat cover at the Meadoway is highly fragmented by 19 major roads as well as several minor roads, trails,
and urban watercourses. In consequence, habitat patches are generally small and score “poor” on the size
metric (Maps 5a to 5f). The largest patches, scoring “fair”, occur east of Kennedy Road, north of Highway 401,
and at the Ellesmere Ravine. The small size of the habitat patches is offset somewhat by higher patch shape
scores; many of the habitat patches have a compact, rectangular shape that minimizes edge-to-area ratio and
reduces edge effects. This is true of many of the meadow patches as well as some adjacent forest patches such
as Wexford Woodlot. However, none of the forest patches directly associated with The Meadoway have forest
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interior (i.e. habitat > 100 m from the edge). (There is forest interior in the major valley lands that connect to
The Meadoway such as Morningside Park and Rouge National Urban Park).
Habitat Patch Matrix Influence
The Meadoway runs through an intensely urban matrix, which results in high levels of stress to the ecosystem
(e.g. urban land use impacts such as heavy recreational use, soil disturbance, and intrusions of invasive plants
and subsidized predators such as cats – see Section 4.5.2.2). Matrix scores are therefore generally “poor” or
“very poor”, though they improve slightly as one goes east along The Meadoway (Maps 6a to 6f and 7a to 7f). A
few patches at the extreme northeast end of the site, north of Highway 401, attain a “fair” score for matrix
influence. This is due to the expansive natural areas of Rouge National Urban Park, which exert a beneficial
influence on nearby habitat patches.
Habitat Patch Total Score
The combination of size, shape and matrix influence yields a total score that provides an objective assessment
of patch ecological potential: in particular, the potential to support species of regional conservation concern.
Most of The Meadoway’s habitat receives a “poor” total score (L4) (Maps 8a to 8f). A few patches, mostly
eastward, attain a “fair” total score (L3). The highest scores are found adjacent to Rouge National Urban Park
and less-developed area near Highway 401; as well as associated with the Ellesmere Ravine and a couple of
large restored meadow patches (approximately 8 ha) between McCowan Road and Ellesmere Avenue.
High scoring patches present the best potential for protecting/enhancing regional biodiversity. Site level
decisions will determine the extent to which this potential is achieved. The ongoing Meadoway restoration
projects that are converting manicured areas to meadow natural cover will increase the number, size (and
score) of habitat patches. The Meadoway restoration provides an excellent example of the sort of major
conservation investment, in terms of both finances and time, that will lead towards biodiversity enhancement.

4.3 Vegetation Community Findings for The Meadoway
Examination of habitat at the finer level of detail provided by vegetation communities gives greater insight into
current habitat patch value. High scoring habitat patches that are made up of native vegetation communities
and vegetation communities of concern have the highest potential to support regional biodiversity and species
of conservation concern.

4.3.1 Vegetation Community Representation
The Meadoway has 74 different vegetation communities, 3 of which are found solely as an inclusion or complex
within a larger community (Maps 9a to 9f, Appendix 1). Of the vegetation communities, forests, closely
followed by successional are the most diverse (25 and 22 types, respectively). However, they cover a relatively
small proportion of the natural cover (together 39%). Meadow communities including the planted areas, take
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up 48.4 ha, 52%, of the total natural cover. Wetland, aquatic, and dynamic (bluff, barren, bar) communities are
relatively diverse but cover a tiny area (Table 6).
Table 6.

Summary of vegetation communities in The Meadoway, 2018.

Class

Number
of
Types

Total Area (hectares)

% of Natural
Cover

Average Total
Score (1 – 10
scale)

Average L-rank

Forest

25

13.8

15

2.9

L5

Successional

22

22.7

24

2.9

L5

Wetland

11

4.1

4

3.6

L4

Aquatic

2

1.5

2

2.8

L5

Dynamic

10

2.9

3

5.1

L3

Meadow*

4

48.4

52

1.8

L5

74
93.4
Total
100
3.3
L4
*N.B. Tallgrass prairie plantings at this site are considered under meadow instead of dynamic (see below)

Forest
Within The Meadoway, there are 12 natural forest vegetation types and 13 plantations that together occupy
13.8 ha and account for 15% of the total natural cover.
Natural forest stands are very restricted at The Meadoway because tall trees are not permitted to grow under
the hydro lines. They are found along some of the ravine corridors and in a couple of places where the
boundary of the surveyed area includes patches of land immediately adjacent to the hydro lines but not under
them (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Forest stands on the Meadoway are largely restricted to ravine corridors such as the Milliken Branch
(photo: TRCA, 2018).

The only mature forest patches within The Meadoway are a Dry-Fresh Oak – Hardwood Deciduous Forest
(FOD2-4) totaling 0.5 ha and a Dry-Fresh Sugar Maple – Norway Maple Deciduous Forest (FOD5-b) totaling 0.7
ha. The oak forest is in a small area of parkland on the north side of the hydro lines between Morningside
Avenue and Military Trail. The maple forest is in a ravine leading to Morningside Park east of Neilson Road.
However, there are extensive areas of mature forest in the ravine areas that are outside The Meadoway but
connected to it, particularly in Morningside Park and along the Milliken Branch of Highland Creek. Wexford
Woods, which lies north of the hydro lines between Pharmacy and Warden Avenues, is a tableland woodlot
with old-growth characteristics, even though it is heavily disturbed by trails. Similarly, Lord Roberts Woods
(never surveyed) lies a short distance south of The Meadoway, connected to it by the transportation right-ofway that includes the Scarborough RT line.
Some of the younger to mid-aged forests include Fresh-Moist White Cedar Coniferous Forest (FOC4-1), DryFresh Poplar Deciduous Forest (FOD3-1), Fresh-Moist Poplar Deciduous Forest (FOD8-1), Fresh-Moist Willow
Lowland Deciduous Forest (FOD7-3), and Fresh-Moist Manitoba Maple Lowland Deciduous Forest (FOD7-a).
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These are characterized by species that are fast-growing and come back quickly after cutting (e.g. aspen,
Populus grandidentata and P. tremuloides) and/or tend to attain relatively modest heights that don’t interfere
with the hydro lines (e.g. white cedar, Thuja occidentalis). Overall, 1.8 ha is coniferous forest (all cedar), 0.2 ha
is mixed forest, and 4.7 ha is deciduous forest. The cedar forests occupy northeast-facing slopes and a few
bottomland areas along the Bendale and Milliken branches of Highland Creek. Deciduous forests occur on
southwest-facing slopes, riparian areas, and a few tableland locations.
The forest understorey varies according to age, topography, soil moisture, canopy composition and degree of
disturbance. Most of the forest patches in The Meadoway are highly fragmented and the understorey is either
sparse or has a high component of invasive species such as dog-strangling vine (Cynanchum rossicum). However,
the small patches of upland forest west of Morningside Avenue have native sedges, wildflowers and shrubs.
This is particularly true of the oak forest patch mentioned above.
Plantations constitute 52% (7.2 ha) of The Meadoway's 13.8 ha of forest cover. They are distributed in small
fragments across the landscape and functionally would barely qualify as forest. Plantations include two broad
groups: older (but still mid-aged or young) stands and the recent restoration plantings. The first group would
mostly have been planted between the 1960s and 1990s and had a largely aesthetic purpose. Ornamental and
exotic tree species are prevalent, such as Austrian pine (Pinus nigra), Norway maple (Acer platanoides), black
locust (Robinia pseudo-acacia) and ornamental crabapples (derived largely from Malus toringo). Some
examples include Austrian Pine Coniferous Plantation (CUP3-b), Norway Maple – Conifer Mixed Plantation
(CUP2-c), and Black locust – Conifer Mixed Plantation (CUP 2-b). The understorey of these established planted
areas tends to be intensely weedy, with dog-strangling vine and buckthorn (Rhamnus cathartica). Norway
maple is also regenerating quite abundantly. In some places, restoration activities have targeted the invasive
regeneration in these ornamental plantations, and the understorey has been cut and/or treated with herbicide.
The more recent plantations, generally assigned a “pioneer” age class, have been planted since 2012. They are
nodes of generally native species planted to diversify the restored meadow areas. Those planting beds that
were shrub-dominated are treated as thicket (CUT1) under successional habitat, while those that include trees
are generally Restoration Deciduous Plantation (CUP1-A) and Restoration Mixed Plantation (CUP2-A).
Representative tree species include basswood (Tilia americana), silver maple (Acer saccharinum), and white
pine (Pinus strobus). No plantation type at The Meadoway occupies more than 1.8 ha.
The average total score of forest community occurrences across the site was 2.9 on a 1-10 scale, corresponding
to an L-rank of L5 (Table 6). This average is in part due to the large proportion of the forest that is plantation.
The highest score of 4.5 belongs to the Dry-Fresh Red Oak – Hardwood Deciduous Forest (FOD2-4) and FreshMoist White Cedar – Sugar Maple Mixed Forest (FOM7-1).
Successional
Successional communities are classified into 22 types and provide approximately 24% (23 ha) of the total
natural cover within The Meadoway. Communities of this class form as dense thickets or as semi-open
woodland and savannah areas. Thicket (11.6) ha) occupies more than half of the successional community cover
and is largely composed of planted shrub beds, though some are natural regeneration along stream corridors
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and the edges of the hydro corridor. A blend of shrubs was usually planted, though Sumac Deciduous Thicket
(CUT1-1) occupies the largest share at 5.3 ha. Other thickets include Red Osier Dogwood Deciduous Thicket
(CUT1-E), Ninebark Deciduous Thicket (CUT1-H), and Raspberry Deciduous Thicket (CUT1-5). In some cases,
unusual shrubs not native to TRCA were planted inadvertently, such as smooth sumac (Rhus glabra) in addition
to staghorn sumac (R. typhina); or domestic raspberry (Rubus idaeus ssp. idaeus) in addition to wild red
raspberry (R. idaeus ssp. strigosus). Exotic Deciduous Thicket (CUT1-c) consisting of exotic shrubs particularly
buckthorn, shrub honeysuckle (Lonicera x bella), and common lilac (Syringa vulgaris) totals an area of 1.7 ha.
Semi-open or partially treed communities (i.e. woodland, savannah and treed hedgerow) accounted for 11.1 ha
and are mostly associated with stream corridors. Exotic Successional Savannah (CUS1-b) (3.7 ha), Native
Deciduous Successional Woodland (CUW1-A3) (2.8 ha) and Exotic Successional Woodland (CUS1-b) (1.7 ha)
have the largest share. White mulberry (Morus alba), buckthorn, Russian-olive (Elaeagnus angustifolia), crack
willow (Salix x fragilis), Norway maple, and Siberian elm (Ulmus pumila) are frequently occurring exotic
successional species, while white elm (U. americana), ash (Fraxinus spp.) and black walnut (Juglans nigra) are
among the natives. The prevalence of exotic successional vegetation types (outside of shrub plantings) along
with the weak native presence in the understorey of forest and successional communities generally, shows how
altered and disturbed The Meadoway’s habitats are. There is little seed source for native species to
spontaneously regenerate and regeneration is poor.
The average total score of successional community occurrences was 2.9, corresponding to an L-rank of L5
(Table 6). The score would be even lower if it were not for the presence of shrub bed plantings that correspond
to thicket types that are rare in the TRCA jurisdiction (for example Serviceberry Deciduous Thicket, CUT1-2; and
Ninebark Deciduous Thicket, CUT1-H).
Wetland and Aquatic Communities
The Meadoway has 11 wetland communities covering just 4.1 ha. These occur in two topographic situations:
wetlands resulting from surface runoff in swales in low-lying poorly-drained areas; and seepage zones along the
two main branches of Highland Creek (Bendale and Milliken branches). All wetland areas are very small. Cattail
marsh occupies 2 ha (most of it being Hybrid Cattail Mineral Shallow Marsh, MAS2-1b). The distribution of
cattail marsh corresponds to the placement of wetlands in general across the site. It can be found along a swale
that originally drained into Wilson Brook near the west end of The Meadoway; a few pockets near the Dorset
Park branch of Highland Creek between Midland Avenue and Kennedy Road; in an inaccessible area southeast
of the Highway 401 / Morningside Avenue interchange, and at the outlet of a couple of seeps along the
Bendale and Milliken branches of Highland Creek. The invasive exotic Common Reed Mineral Meadow Marsh
(MAM2-a) occurs near Wilson Brook at the west end of The Meadoway and in the Highway 401 / Morningside
Avenue interchange area to the east.
A patch of thicket swamp occurs just west of the Scarborough RT line, east of Kennedy Road and is one of the
larger wetland patches in The Meadoway. It includes Willow Mineral Thicket Swamp (SWT2-2) and Red-osier
Mineral Thicket Swamp (SWT2-5). The main shrub species are red osier dogwood (Cornus stolonifera), sandbar
willow (Salix interior), and narrow heart-leaved willow (Salix eriocephala). Just east of the RT tracks at Arsandco
Park can be found a wetland with Willow Mineral Deciduous Swamp (SWD4-1), Reed Canary Grass Mineral
Meadow Marsh (MAM2-2), Broad-leaved Cattail Mineral Shallow Marsh (MAS2-1A), and the Duckweed
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Floating-leaved Shallow Aquatic community (SAF1-3). This wetland patch seems to correspond to the old
course of the Dorset Park Branch of Highland Creek that existed before the creek was straightened sometime in
the early to mid-20th century. It also supports beaver and chimney crayfish (see Section 4.5 on fauna).
Seepage along the main valley corridors of Highland Creek supports White Cedar Mineral Coniferous Swamp
(SWC1-1) and White Cedar – Hardwood Mineral Mixed Swamp (SWM1-1). The cedar swamps that specifically
lie within The Meadoway are tiny (0.2 ha) but extend beyond the boundary of the survey along the valley
corridors. Seepage areas support trees such as white cedar (Thuja occidentalis) and balsam poplar (Populus
balsamifera), along with ground covers such as sensitive fern (Onoclea sensibilis), Joe Pye weed (Eutrochium
maculatum) and skunk cabbage (Symplocarpos foetidus). They support several flora species of conservation
concern.
Aside from the small area of duckweed community, aquatic communities are all Turbid Open Aquatic (OAO1-T),
demarcating the streams that cross The Meadoway, as well as a storm water pond at Arsandco Park. They add
up to 1.5 ha.
The average total score of wetland community occurrences was 3.6, corresponding to an L-rank of L4 (Table 6).
Wetland communities in the jurisdiction score higher on average than do forests, with the various native
wetland types ranging from 3.5 to 10.
Dynamic
Ten dynamic communities, with a combined area of 2.9 ha, represents 3% of natural cover in The Meadoway.
These communities are maintained through natural disturbances such as erosion and fire and are largely open
in character. The Forb Sand Barren (SBO1-D), occupying 2.0 ha, is a temporary community on sites undergoing
preparation for prairie plantings near Sheppard Avenue, so perhaps doesn’t really factor as a natural heritage
feature. The other dynamic communities are associated with streambanks and ravine slopes, for example,
various bluffs and riparian bars. Willow Shrub Riparian Bar (BBS1-2B) and Open Riparian Sand / Gravel Bar
(BBO1-A) each occupy 0.2 ha; while bluffs: Mineral Open Bluff (BLO1), Sumac – Willow Shrub Bluff (BLS1-A),
and Deciduous Treed Bluff (BLT1-B) cover 0.2 ha. Similarly, small areas of Open Clay Barren (CBO1) and Shrub
Clay Barren (CBS1) can be found on exposed slopes where topsoil is missing.
Tallgrass prairies are usually also included as dynamic communities, because original tallgrass communities
such as those at High Park are maintained by burns (either random or prescribed). However, the prairie
communities at The Meadoway are planted, maintained by mowing and herbicide treatment of invasive
species; and structurally and functionally they are more like diverse meadows than prairies. Therefore, they are
discussed as meadows.
The mean total score of dynamic community occurrences was 5.1, corresponding to an L-rank of L3 (Table 6).
Dynamic communities are rare regionally and score between 4.0 and 10.0.
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Meadow
Four types of meadows are found in The Meadoway. Fresh-Moist Tallgrass Prairie Plantings (TPO2-A) function
as high-quality meadows and are the centrepiece of The Meadoway project (Figure 3). So far, 36.0 ha of
formerly manicured land has been converted, all of which lies east of Brimley Road. Smaller areas are more
conventional meadows that arise spontaneously in unmowed areas. These occupy 12. 4 ha, with Exotic Forb
Meadow (CUM1-c) having the largest share (8.1 ha).

Figure 3. Fresh-Moist Tallgrass Prairie Plantings (TPO2-A) form the centerpiece of The Meadoway. (photo: TRCA,
2018).

Prominent among the planted meadow species are tall sunflower (Helianthus giganteus), ox-eye (Heliopsis
helianthoides), tall coreopsis (Coreopsis tripteris), cup-plant (Silphium perfoliatum), big bluestem grass
(Andropogon gerardii), Indian grass (Sorghastrum nutans), and switch grass (Panicum virgatum). Numerous
other species, some of which are not native to Toronto (but are native to the south and west), were included in
the planting. The seed source is mostly from far southwestern Ontario (Rural Lambton Stewardship 2018).
Please refer to Section 4.4.3 (Planted Flora Species) for further discussion of the planted species composition.
Forb species that are naturally-present in the meadow areas, especially those that arose spontaneously, include
the native tall and Canada goldenrods (Solidago altissima and S. canadensis), with only small populations of
asters (New England aster – Symphyotrichum novae-angliae, heath aster – S. ericoides, and panicled aster – S.
lanceolatum). Exotic species are more prominent. Dog-strangling vine is abundant, as is creeping thistle
(Cirsium arvense), dandelion (Taraxacum officinale) and various clovers (Trifolium spp.) Common European
cool-season grasses are abundant in the meadows that have not been converted to plantings; for example,
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Kentucky blue grass (Poa pratensis), timothy (Phleum pratensis), meadow fescue (Lolium pratense) and quack
grass (Elymus repens). Many of these species, such as Kentucky blue grass, dandelion, and the clovers, are
indicative of manicured lawn areas. On the other hand, some of the manicured areas have low-growing native
meadow species in them such as wild strawberry (Fragaria virginiana) and blue-eyed grass (Sisyrinchium
montanum).
The mean score of meadow community occurrences was 1.8 corresponding to an L-rank of L5 (Table 6).
Regionally, meadow community types are low scoring, between 1.0 and 1.5. The average score for The
Meadoway was increased slightly by the presence of the prairie plantings, which are not common in the TRCA
jurisdiction.

4.3.2 Vegetation Communities of Concern
The Meadoway is situated within the urban zone; as such, vegetation communities ranked L4 are considered in
addition to those ranked L1 to L3. However, community ranks alone do not necessarily indicate the intactness
or quality of individual examples of communities. A common vegetation community may be of conservation
concern because of its age, intact native ground layer, or other considerations aside from rank. For example, an
old-growth sugar maple forest is ranked L5 as this vegetation community is commonly encountered on the
landscape. However, old growth forest is rare and ecologically valuable. Where it remains, it should be
considered of high conservation concern, regardless of L-rank.
Within The Meadoway there are 9 communities of regional conservation concern (two L2s and seven L3s).
Another 23 are of concern in urban environments (ranked L4) (Maps 9a to 9f). A complete list of all vegetation
communities with their associated ranks are provided in Appendix 1.
The two highest-ranked communities: Forb Sand Barren (SBO1-D) and Serviceberry Deciduous Thicket (CUT1-2)
have a rank of L2 but are artificial. The Forb Sand Barren is a temporary feature where turf grass on sandy soil
was recently treated in preparation for planting as prairie. The forbs are mostly weedy species that appeared
after treatment such as ragweed (Ambrosia artemiisifolia), although the rare burnweed (Erechtites
hieraciifolius) (L2) was also observed here. The Serviceberry Deciduous Thicket is a planted shrub bed of roundleaved serviceberry (Amelanchier sanguinea), very dense and very small in area. The high rank of these
communities therefore overestimates their significance.
The L3 communities, on the other hand, are natural features. Most of these are of a dynamic, open character,
with three bluff communities along watercourses and two clay barrens located nearby (Figure 4). The largest
bluff, a Mineral Open Bluff (BLO1) is on the eastern Milliken Branch of Highland Creek where it crosses The
Meadoway. A Red Cedar Successional Woodland (CUW1-1), which is partly the result of old plantings of red
cedar (Juniperus virginiana), occurs west of Dean Park Road. Finally, a Rush Meadow Marsh (MAM2-C) occupies
a small depression in a manicured part of The Meadoway east of Midland Avenue.
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Figure 4. The Meadoway has small areas of clay barren (rank L3) in places where topsoil has eroded in the past.
(photo: TRCA, 2018).

The 23 L4 vegetation communities include 7 forests, 6 successional stands (largely shrub plantings), 7 wetlands,
1 aquatic, 1 riparian bar and 1 sand barren. The small areas of native forest and swamp in The Meadoway are
not only features that should be protected, but also represent a source of native flora that can seed into other
parts of the site.
In addition, the Fresh-Moist Tallgrass Prairie Planting (TPO2-A), ranked L5 because it was planted, provides
relatively high-quality habitat that can be further enhanced as restoration continues.
Pests and disease are also causing concern for some treed communities. Emerald Ash Borer (EAB, Agrilus
planipennis) is an exotic wood-boring beetle that parasitizes trees of the ash family (USDA 2015). Originating
from East Asia, it is amongst the latest in a surge of rapidly advancing pests and diseases afflicting forest
communities across the Greater Toronto Area (GTA). Since its discovery in Michigan in 2002, and subsequent
detection in Ontario, later the same year, it has spread widely within the TRCA jurisdiction. Without natural
defenses in place, EAB has gone relatively unchecked causing the mortality of hundreds of thousands of ash
trees throughout Southern Ontario (OMNR, 2016). The species of ash recorded within the Study Area are white
ash (Fraxinus americana) and red ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica). Upland areas have strong composition of white
ash while red ash is commonly in lowland communities. Ash are one of the few native trees naturally
regenerating in the riparian corridors and edges of The Meadoway, and so their loss will confer a greater
competitive advantage on invasive tree species such as white mulberry and Norway maple.
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4.4 Flora Findings for The Meadoway
4.4.1 Flora Species Representation
Floristic surveys conducted by TRCA in 2017 identified 579 species of vascular plants (Table 7; Appendix 2a).
The Meadoway includes many planted species. There were 500 (86%) naturally-occurring species and 79 (14%)
that occurred only through plantings. (Some of the naturally-occurring species were also planted in places). If
one looks at number of species alone, there appears to be high species richness, comparable to high-quality
areas such as Albion Hills Conservation Area, which had 583 species (TRCA 2018). However, this apparently high
species richness is the result of many horticultural escapes from adjacent backyards and other exotic species.
Exotics account for 48% of the total species at Meadoway and just 24% at Albion Hills (Figure 5). If one excludes
the planted species, exotics are the majority: 219 are native (44%) and 281 are exotic (56%). The long history of
disturbance at The Meadoway, including decades under lawn turf, explains the majority rule of exotic species.

Figure 5. Proportions of flora species at Meadoway and Albion Hills by planted status and L-rank, showing
differences between urban and rural sites with similar species richness.

The greatest densities of species are associated with high quality habitats (as represented by a high proportion
of L1-L4 species and native species richness). These are the small areas of forest, wetland, and barren that occur
along the various stream corridors. The ravine of the Milliken Branch of Highland Creek in particular, has 6 of
the 14 naturally-occurring L1-L3 species found at The Meadoway. In general, native species richness increases
eastwards as The Meadoway approaches Morningside Park and Rouge National Urban Park. Forest patches in
the eastern half of The Meadoway support native woodland sedges, spring ephemerals, ferns and shrubs.
Wetlands, moist meadows, and even some of the damper manicured areas support sedges and native forbs.

Tor ont o a nd Re gio n Co nser vat io n Au thor it y

|

24

The Meadoway – Terrestrial Biological Inventory

Table 7.

Summary of flora species, The Meadoway, 2018.
Summary Category

Count

Percentage

Total number of species

579

100

Naturally-occurring species

500

86

Planted Species

79

14

Native (naturally-occurring) species

219

44

Number of L1 to L3 species (excludes planted)

14

3

Number of L4 species (excludes planted)

57

11

Exotic species (established)

281

56

The average of the total scores for naturally-occurring native flora species found in 2018 was 8.8,
corresponding to an L5 rank. Maximizing the score over time would require protecting and enhancing overall
habitat quality and protecting known occurrences of Species of Concern. Invasive plants are a serious threat to
some of the latter (Section 4.4.2), and the invasives have long been favoured by the land use history of the site.

4.4.2 Flora Species of Concern
There are 14 naturally occurring vascular plant species of regional conservation concern (rank L2 to L3) and 57
of urban conservation concern (L4) in The Meadoway (Figure 5; Maps 10a to 10f; Appendix 2a). Three of these
plants are regionally rare (found in 6 or fewer of the forty-four 10x10 km UTM grid squares that cover the TRCA
jurisdiction). Burnweed was found in a barren area being prepared for prairie planting (Figure 5). This plant
grows in recently disturbed areas and occasionally shows up widely dispersed in the jurisdiction. It was
observed in Albion Hills Conservation Area in 2001 (TRCA 2018) and again in Rouge National Urban Park in
2014. Great Lakes panicled aster (Symphyotrichum lanceolatum var. hirsuticaule) is a rare variety of a very
common species distinguished by its hairiness. It is characteristic of areas close to the lower Great Lakes and
has been found in the Lower Don (in 1994 and 2017) and Black Creek (in 2015). Hairy aster (S. pilosum var.
pilosum) was also tentatively identified near the eastern end of The Meadoway.

Tor ont o a nd Re gio n Co nser vat io n Au thor it y

|

25

The Meadoway – Terrestrial Biological Inventory

Figure 6. Burnweed, a regionally-rare plant of disturbed open places found in an area undergoing site preparation
(photo: TRCA, 2018).

One species, butternut (Juglans cinerea) is a provincial and federal Species At Risk (SAR) and is considered
Provincially Rare (S3). It has been designated as Threatened due to butternut canker (Sirococcus clavigignentijuglandacearum) which has caused a rapid loss of this species. Butternut was found in the ravines of the
Bendale and Milliken Branches of Highland Creek; however, identification was based on visible characters (not
genetics), so the possibility of back-crossing with Japanese walnut (J. ailantifolia) cannot be completely ruled
out.
Rarity and population trend are just two of four criteria used to derive L-rank. The other criteria are sensitivity
to human disturbance associated with development; and habitat dependence (TRCA 2017). Specific
development impacts on flora species include: changes in hydrology and surficial conditions; trampling, with its
associated plant tissue damage and soil compaction; competition from invasive exotic species that readily
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move into disturbed or fragmented habitats from gardens or trails; picking and collection; herbivory and
pollution (i.e. soil, water and/or air). These factors are all included in the TRCA’s scoring for sensitivity to
development for flora species (Section 3.2).
Those most sensitive are wetland species which depend on specific hydrological conditions to persist, any
change in wetland hydrology would be reflected by a shift in species composition. Examples of hydrologically
sensitive species observed include: marsh fern (Thelypteris palustris var. pubescens), great blue lobelia (Lobelia
siphilitica) and marsh pennywort (Hydrocotyle americana). These and other species thrive in the wetlands
where groundwater seepage is present. Other species, such as eastern hemlock (Tsuga canadensis) which is not
an obligate wetland species, still require a moist sheltered environment, and is threatened by increased drying,
especially from canopy tree removal and the associated increases in exposure to wind and sunlight. The few
trees remaining within the Study Area are in poor health. Interference with ground water through drainage or
diversion would have serious impacts on all these species.
Many forest ground layer species have delicate stems and root systems and are not able to withstand trampling
and soil compaction. These include species such as Christmas fern (Polystichum acrostichoides), Canada Mayflower (Maianthemum canadensis), and white trillium (Trillium grandiflorum). Trillium, found in one wooded
area, is also vulnerable to picking and collecting.
Pollution and other forms of chemical alteration of habitat may affect certain plants. While air pollution tends
to be a regional rather than a site-specific issue, alterations to soil and ground-water are a frequent local threat
arising from development. For example, runoff from agricultural fields, lawns and streets is often laden with silt,
nutrients, and pesticides. This runoff enters nearby wetlands and other natural habitats. The disturbed soils at
The Meadoway tend to discourage native species. Some of the remaining original native species, particularly
trees such as white pine (Pinus strobus) are subject to stress from air or soil pollution.

4.4.3 Planted Flora
Planted species are prominent at The Meadoway, and extensive further plantings are planned. Planted species of
regional conservation concern (L1 to L3 and LX) outnumber original natural species of concern by 24 to 13. Hence
any assessment of the site must include a thorough discussion of the plantings (as shown on Maps 10a to 10f).

Earlier Ornamental Plantings
Numerous plantings have been undertaken in The Meadoway since the surrounding land began to be
developed starting in the 1950s. For most of the intervening decades, plantings were restricted to ornamental
trees placed near roads to provide aesthetic value to the hydro corridor. Trees were selected to be not too tall
(or at least slow-growing) and manageable in order to avoid interference with the hydro lines. They were also
easily obtained and tolerant of urban conditions. The main species of ornamental tree were exotic, such as
Austrian pine, Norway maple, crabapples and honey locust (Gleditsia triacanthos). There were a few natives,
such as white spruce (Picea glauca), white cedar, and serviceberry (Amelanchier spp.)
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Plantings from backyards that extend into The Meadoway also fall under the ornamental category; these
include some of the same species, as well as some invasive ground covers that are spreading in, such as
periwinkle (Vinca minor).
Tallgrass Restoration Plantings
The current period of intensive planting began in 2012, when site preparation was done on The Meadoway
section between Bellamy and Markham Roads. Seeding followed shortly thereafter. Additional sections have
been seeded subsequently, all of which so far are east of Brimley Road. The area north of Highway 401 toward
Rouge National Urban Park was seeded most recently, in 2016-2017. Seed consisted of tallgrass prairie species
native to Ontario and was obtained from Ontario NativeScape, a service provided by the Rural Lambton
Stewardship Network (Rural Lambton Stewardship Network 2018). There were at least 39 species (either
specified in the original plan or observed in the field) included in the seed mix (Appendix 2b): 6 species of
grasses and 33 forbs. The ratio of grasses to forbs by seed volume was 50:50. In 2018, forbs appeared to
dominate the cover in most places. Grasses are by no means absent, however, and may be gaining ground with
time. The oldest plantings (i.e. the area between Bellamy and Markham Roads) appear to be most successful,
while more recent ones, especially those done in 2016 (a drought year) have struggled more.
The species composition was based on tallgrass prairies in Lambton County, which lies in southwestern Ontario
about 200 km southwest of the TRCA jurisdiction, with seed presumably being sourced from this area. (N.B.
Lambton County is not to be confused with Lambton Park, which is a naturally-occurring tallgrass savannah in
Toronto, on the Humber River (TRCA 2016)). Therefore, some of the species are not native to TRCA. For
example, the provincially-rare Riddell’s goldenrod (Solidago riddellii) occurs in damp prairies and meadow
marshes near western Lake Erie and the south end of Lake Huron. It was included in the seed mix and observed
flowering in The Meadoway. Additionally, a few species were apparently in the seed mix that were not
originally specified; they may have been substituted or inadvertently added. For example, wild senna (Senna
hebecarpa) and large-flowered tickseed (Coreopsis grandiflora) are clearly established in the prairie plantings.
Large-flowered tickseed is not native to Ontario and may have been substituted for the similar lance-leaved
coreopsis (C. lanceolata).
There were also six species in the original seed mix specifications that were neither found in the biological
inventory nor the long-term monitoring plots. This could have been either due to their not having been
available when the seed was delivered; or to failure of establishment. For example, bottle gentian (Gentiana
andrewsii) and nodding wild onion (Allium cernuum) were not observed. Both of these species are finicky with
respect to habitat (nodding wild onion is an alvar species restricted in Ontario to Pelee Island). So it is possible
that they were in the seed mix but could not compete in the more generalist, competitive environment of the
hydro corridor.
Of the species that were or probably were seeded, 26 of the 39 are native (or historically native) to TRCA. The 5
historically-native species are considered extirpated in the wild in TRCA (rank LX): catnip giant hyssop
(Agastache nepetoides), tall sunflower (Helianthus giganteus), stiff goldenrod (Solidago rigida), butterfly
milkweed (Asclepias tuberosa) and smooth milkweed (A. sullivantii) (Figure 6). Tall sunflower is currently one of
the dominant species in The Meadoway plantings. The last natural record for TRCA was in the Snelgrove area
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(Brampton) in 1907. Butterfly milkweed was present in the Humber Plains until the 1920s, while smooth
milkweed is known from one record on the waterfront (the vicinity of what is now Cherry Beach) in 1927. The
exact details on the historic stiff goldenrod are unknown, but it was before 1925. Catnip giant hyssop had been
observed in the lower Humber valley (date unknown).

Figure 7. Smooth milkweed, a species that had been historically lost in the TRCA but reintroduced in the tallgrass
plantings in The Meadoway (photo: TRCA, 2018).

There were nine L2-L3 species that were observed in the prairie plantings (a few others had been specified in
the seed mix but not observed). In most cases, the planted populations of these species in TRCA now
outnumber the originals. Indian grass, for example, has been widely planted across the jurisdiction in recent
years; its original populations are restricted to the Humber Plains (Lambton Park and High Park).
The observed plantings include ten tallgrass prairie species that are not native to TRCA jurisdiction. All of these
are native to southwestern Ontario (Lambton – Essex – Kent counties) with the exception of large-flowered
tickseed. Tall coreopsis (Coreopsis tripteris) and grey-headed coneflower (Ratibida pinnata) are southwestern
species that are now abundant in parts of The Meadoway.
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One planted prairie patch west of Markham Road is a more diverse planting that includes additional species
beyond the standard seed mix observed at the majority of the site. Some of the species were only observed
here: for example, spike blazing-star (Liatris spicata), hairy beard-tongue (Penstemon hirsutus) and pearly
everlasting (Anaphalis margaritacea).
Shrub Restoration Plantings
The Meadoway restoration work includes scattered shrub beds planted concurrently with the tallgrass prairie
plants. The shrub beds were included to provide nodes of habitat diversity and aesthetic interest. Most of them
are common species such as red-osier and grey dogwoods (Cornus sericea and C. racemosa), staghorn sumach
(Rhus typhina), common elderberry (Sambucus canadensis) and wild red raspberry (Rubus idaeus ssp. strigosus).
Ninebark (Physocarpus opulifolius) is a commonly-planted shrub that is very rare as native populations (rank L3).
The shrub plantings also include some substitutions and varieties that are not native to TRCA jurisdiction. For
example, the raspberries include the garden subspecies (Rubus idaeus ssp. idaeus) as well as the wild; and the
sumachs include smooth sumach (Rhus glabra) as well as staghorn sumach. Virginia wild rose (Rosa virginiana)
is also planted abundantly.

4.4.4 Invasive Flora Species
The Meadoway has 321 non-native species (including 281 spontaneous, naturally-occurring species; 24
planted-and-regenerating, and 16 planted species). They make up more than half the total species at the site.
Depending on the habitat, the majority of exotic species exhibit only mild to moderate degrees of
aggressiveness. However, a select few are highly invasive in nature, possessing the ability to displace their
native counterparts if conditions prove favourable.
Dog-strangling vine presents the most serious challenge. It is present across the entire Meadoway, being found
in all 19 road-grid blocks of the site (Appendix 2a). Dog-strangling vine dominates much of the non-treated
parts of The Meadoway, particularly the successional habitats. It is constantly trying to move into the planted
tallgrass meadows; the copious wind-dispersed seeds of this plant have an extremely high germination rate.
Patches of dog-strangling vine are being promptly treated with herbicide as part of site maintenance in the
planted areas. It will continue to be an ongoing challenge and expense for the foreseeable future.
Creeping thistle is also a threat to planted areas, but is more of a short-term problem. In recently-disturbed
soils, especially those with a heavier texture and poorer drainage, it can cause plantings to fail. However, in the
longer term, the native grasses and forbs are more competitive. Thistle patches are also treated in the planted
areas.
Garlic mustard (Allaria petiolata) is an aggressive ground-flora species that is found in shaded areas: woodlots,
hedgerows and ravines. It competes directly with native spring ephemerals including trout lily (Erythronium
americanum) and broad-leaved toothwort (Cardamine diphylla). It presents less of a problem for open meadow
areas.
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The wetlands at The Meadoway have been affected by nutrient laden storm water to a greater or lesser degree.
In such conditions, common reed (Phragmites australis) can take over very quickly. So far, it is restricted to a
few locations with the largest population being just south of Highway 401 in an inaccessible area. At this stage,
it should be possible to eradicate it from The Meadoway. Reed canary grass (Phalaris arundinacea) also tends
to dominate meadow marshes and should be prevented from moving into meadow marsh and damp tallgrass
restoration areas. The cattail marshes have both the native broad-leaved and the exotic narrow-leaved cattail
(Typha latifolia and T. angustifolia) as well as their hybrid (T. x glauca).
Invasive ground covers that escaped from adjacent gardens, such as periwinkle, lily-of-the-valley (Convallaria
majalis), and goutweed (Aegopodium podagraria) occur locally.
A few invasive trees and shrubs are prevalent in The Meadoway, where they can dominate forest fragments
and interfere with meadow areas. Norway maple has been extensively planted both in The Meadoway itself
and in adjacent residential areas. It is now a co-dominant tree in many of the ravine forest patches along the
Highland Creek branches as well as Wilson Brook. Similarly, white mulberry, buckthorn, shrub honeysuckle and
Siberian elm are very abundant in The Meadoway. These invasive trees and shrubs are dispersed by birds or
wind.
The prairie plants at Meadoway that are not native to the TRCA jurisdiction, such as grey-headed coneflower,
do not show truly invasive characteristics, but also do not represent the particular character of Toronto
meadows. They may interfere mildly with existing native habitats if they are planted in or adjacent to them.
Varga (2008) recommends that these species be excluded from high-quality natural areas such as High Park and
presumably, the Rouge Valley.

4.5 Fauna Species Findings for The Meadoway
This section reports on the fauna species observed within the Study Area between 2009 and 2018 (Section 3.3),
with added discussion of relevant historical records. Observations from the 2018 breeding frog and breeding
bird surveys as well as incidental observations of herpetofauna and mammals are discussed in the species
representation section. Additional detail is provided in subsequent sections on Species of Regional and Urban
Concern (those ranked L1 to L4 during part or all of the period of interest), and on historical Species of Regional
and Urban Concern records.

4.5.1 Fauna Species Representation
Table 8 summarizes the fauna species counts for the 2009 to 2018 period. Appendix 3 lists the species observed,
along with scientific names and L-ranks. Fauna species richness (number of species) at The Meadoway Study
Area stands at 61 species for the entire 236 ha site. Species richness per unit area in natural cover generally
increases with increasing patch size, habitat quality, and increasing habitat diversity (e.g. of vegetation
communities and of physical structure) (Arrhenius 1921; Rybicki & Hanski 2013).
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Table 8.
Fauna species and Species of Regional and Urban Concern (SOC) counts for The Meadoway Study
Area, 2009 - 2018
Group

Species Count 2018
Survey

SOC Count 2018
Survey

Species Count 2009-2018

SOC Count 2009-2018

Birds

46

22

46

22

Frogs

1

1

1

1

Other
Herpetofauna*

1

1

2

2

Mammals*

11

5

11

5

chimney*
crayfish

1

1

1

1

Total

60

30

61

31

*observations of other herpetofauna and mammals are incidental to the protocols
The average of the total scores for native fauna species observed in 2018 was 10.1, corresponding to an
average L-rank of L4 (Table 4). The size of the habitat, and ongoing restoration of meadow habitat within the
Study Area offers the potential for this average to increase over time, particularly if human disturbances are
limited. If human activities are located so as to leave refuge areas for sensitive species, and if activities are
managed to minimize interference with natural processes.

4.5.2 Fauna Species of Regional Concern
The 2018 fauna surveys recorded 22 bird species, 2 herpetofauna species and 5 mammal Species of Regional
and Urban Concern for a total of 29 (Table 8; Maps 11a to 11f). Chimney crayfish (Fallicambarus fodiens) - the
only invertebrate fauna species included in the terrestrial inventories – was also recorded on site in 2018. Only
one species can be added from recent years (Dekay’s snake, Storeria dekayi, from 2017); this species, plus the
crayfish, bring the total to 31 species for the 10-year period (Table 8).
4.5.2.1 Regionally Rare Species
Regionally rare species are those reported as probable or confirmed breeders in fewer than 10 of the forty-four
10x10 km UTM grid squares in the TRCA jurisdiction (TRCA 2017). The 2018 surveys did not document any
regionally rare fauna at The Meadoway site; the total is unchanged when the entire current 10-year period is
considered. Chimney crayfish, recorded on The Meadoway in 2018, scores the highest local occurrence score
for any species at the site scoring 2 points.
4.5.2.2 Fauna Sensitive to Development
The scoring of species for sensitivity to development (Section 3.2; TRCA 2017) considers the large number of
impacts related to local land use, both urban and agricultural, that affect the local fauna. Two categories are of
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importance. The first involves changes that affect the breeding habitat of the species in question. An example
would be alteration of the composition and structure of a vegetation community, for example through the
removal of dead wood and clearing of shrub understory. The second category relates to changes that directly
affect individuals of the species. Examples include:
x

x
x
x
x

Increased predation from an increase in the local population of predators that thrive alongside human
developments (e.g. blue jays (Cyanocitta cristata), American crows (Corvus brachyrhynchos), squirrels
(Sciuridae), raccoons (Procyon lotor), and house cats (Felis catus).
Parasitism (facilitation of access for the brown-headed cowbird (Motlthrus ater), a brood parasite, which
prefers open, edge-type habitat).
Competition (for nest-cavities with bird species such as house sparrows, Passer domesticus; and European
starlings, Sturnus vulgaris).
Flushing (causing disturbance and abandonment of the nest).
Sensitivity to pesticides (bio-accumulation).

All 5 of the L1-L3 ranked species found at the Study Area (Appendix 3) score highly on sensitivity to
development, as do 15 of the 26 L4 ranked fauna species (Maps 7a to 7f).
The surrounding landscape is entirely urban. But even in rural landscapes many of the negative influences
associated with urbanization can be transferred deep within an otherwise intact natural matrix by trail
networks used by large numbers of people originating from distant urban and suburban centres. From the
perspective of wildlife, humans within their habitat are competitors and/or predators, and to be avoided. A
study that tested the effect of people walking through a forest during the period that birds were establishing
territories prior to nesting determined that two or three people walking through an area while talking to each
other, repeated twice a day, resulted in some birds avoiding that area for territory establishment. The number
of territories was reduced by 15% and the species richness was also reduced 15% (Bosch et al. 2017). Other
research demonstrates that many bird species respond to human presence during nesting by decreased nestattentiveness or nest-abandonment, leading to reduced reproduction and survival. Where trail-use is low
during territory establishment (e.g. April, May), but increases later (e.g. June, July), birds may establish nests
but later abandon them when disturbance becomes too high. Abundance was 48% lower for the hermit thrush
(a ground-nesting/foraging species) in human-intruded sites than in the control sites (Gutzwiller and Anderson
1999). In another study, dog-walking in natural habitats caused a 35% reduction in bird diversity and a 41%
reduction in abundance, with even higher impacts on ground-nesting species (Banks and Bryant 2007). Similarly,
clearing of forest understory to accommodate trails, and the introduction of invasive species from trails both
displace sensitive low-nesting species.
Of the 13 development sensitive bird species recorded in the Study Area, 5 are ground- or low-nesting species
with 3 of those being meadow-associated species (eastern meadowlark, Sturnella magna; savannah sparrow,
Passerculus sandwichensis; and spotted sandpiper, Actitis macularius), and two forest-edge/successional
habitat associates (brown thrasher, Toxostoma rufum, and indigo bunting, Passerina cyanea).
Of the meadow associates, the savannah sparrow (Figure 7) was represented by 38 territories in 2018, but
meanwhile only one eastern meadowlark territory was recorded in the same season (an additional territory
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was located in 2016). Although very few archival records exist for the area, a survey that included a small
portion of The Meadoway just to the west of Birchmount Road in 2001 reported 4 eastern meadowlark
territories. Similarly, a survey in 2000 that included a small eastern section of The Meadoway – the stretch just
to the north of Morningside Park – recorded 2 eastern meadowlark territories. Recreational trails reduce the
density of ground-dwelling birds in protected areas. Both patch size and area of trail-free habitat is positively
associated with ground-nesting bird density (Thompson 2015).

Figure 8. Savannah sparrow – a sensitive ground-nesting species - held 38 territories at The Meadoway in 2018
(photo: TRCA, 2015).

Ground-nesting bird species associated with open meadow habitats are particularly susceptible to groundborne disturbances. Several are showing considerable continental declines, including eastern meadowlark
which is listed as a Species at Risk (SAR), with a Threatened status (NHIC 2018). Meadow habitat in the region is
declining and is therefore valuable as a component of conservation lands. The eastern meadowlark requires
over 5 ha of undisturbed meadow. Healthy undisturbed meadow habitat of a size greater than 5 ha may
support multiple territories of this species, in addition to other species.
All herpetofauna are sensitive to development, and all but the hardiest species have disappeared from the
more urbanized landscapes, such as the City of Toronto. This is certainly apparent from the fauna inventory
conducted at The Meadoway in 2018 when only very small numbers of American toad (Anaxyrus americanus)
and eastern gartersnake (Thamnophis sirtalis) were encountered. Amphibians are vulnerable both to
development related impacts on their wetland breeding habitat and those affecting the upland habitat in which
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they forage and overwinter (compaction and drying of soils; predation by urban subsidized populations of
predators such as raccoon, domestic/feral cats, and unleashed dogs; mortality associated with increased
bicycle traffic on trails, both formal and informal).
Development related impacts include the fragmentation of habitat and roads. These effects are discussed
under the more specific criterion of patch isolation (Section 4.5.2.4).
4.5.2.3 Area Sensitive Fauna

&ĂƵŶĂƐƉĞĐŝĞƐĚĞĞŵĞĚĂƌĞĂƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞшϱŚĂŽĨĐŽŶƚŝŐƵŽƵƐŚĂďŝƚĂƚ͖ƚŚŽƐĞƐĐŽƌŝŶŐĂƚƚŚĞŚŝŐŚĞŶĚĨŽƌƚŚŝƐ
criterion require >100 ha (TRCA 2017). Some species of forest birds that require large total habitat area are able
to utilize multiple patches across the landscape to meet this need; for this group the overall proportion of
forest cover within the larger landscape is the important limiting factor (Rosenburg et al. 1999). Area sensitivity
for various species relates to a variety of underlying factors. The need for isolation within a habitat block during
sensitive periods such as nesting and foraging requirements for sparsely distributed food items are examples.
The current fauna inventory for The Meadoway lists five area sensitive species all of which are Species of
ZĞŐŝŽŶĂůĂŶĚhƌďĂŶŽŶĐĞƌŶ͘tŚŝůĞĨŽƵƌŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƐƉĞĐŝĞƐĨĂůůŝŶƚŽƚŚĞшϱŚĂĐĂƚĞŐŽƌǇ͕ŽŶĞƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ– pileated
woodpecker (Dryocopus pileatus) – is indicated as requiring at least 20 ha of continuous habitat. The individual
of this species observed on site in 2018 was located at the more forested section of the site where the Milliken
branch of the Highland Creek flows south-east across the hydro corridor. It is possible that this individual is
nesting within the riparian forest in the vicinity, but it should be noted that pairs of pileated woodpeckers were
recorded in surveys of Morningside Park in 2015 and 2017, approximately 1 km downstream.
dŚĞĂƌĞĂƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞŵĞĂĚŽǁĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚ^Z͕ĞĂƐƚĞƌŶŵĞĂĚŽǁůĂƌŬ͕ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐшϱŚĂŽĨŚĂďŝƚĂƚ͘dŚŝƐƐƉĞĐŝĞƐŝƐ
experiencing continental and regional population declines, primarily due to the loss of breeding habitat, either
through reforestation of meadows or by the planting of unsuitable nesting crops, such as alfalfa (Medicago
sativa ssp. sativa). The mowing of intensely managed meadows during the breeding season also contributes to
the population declines. As a result, the recovery strategy for this species includes increasing the amount of
suitable grassland habitat across the province (McCracken et al. 2013) together with appropriate mowing
regimes.
4.5.2.4 Fauna Sensitive to Patch Isolation

Sensitivity to patch isolation considers the overall response of fauna species to fragmentation and isolation of
habitat patches from one another. One underlying consideration is the physical ability, or the predisposition, of
a species to move about within the landscape and how this ability is affected by the connectivity of habitat. A
second is the potential impact that roads and other habitat breaks have on fauna species that need to be
mobile. Bird species generally score lower than herpetofauna for the latter consideration (although they do
forage and move along connecting corridors). Most herpetofauna score very highly because their life cycles
require them to move between different habitat types; their mobility exposes them to impacts, most often
road-kill. At the population level, birds too will be affected if the need for adult birds to forage for food during
the nestling and fledgling stage of the breeding season is not provided for. By maintaining and improving the
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connectivity of natural cover within the landscape (e.g. by reforestation of intervening lands) we are able to
positively influence the populations of such species, improving their foraging and dispersal potential.
Both of the herpetofauna species of concern and four of the five mammal species of concern score highly for
patch isolation sensitivity (Maps 5a to 5f). American toads and eastern gartersnakes undergo annual migrations
to and from either breeding wetlands (for the toads) or communal hibernacula (for the snakes) (Figure 8). As
long as traffic on trails within the site is not too high, these species are likely to persist. However, increasing
visitation to the area increases the threat of “road-kill” on the trail system. Trails with bike traffic can result in
herpetofauna and small mammal fatalities.

Figure 9. Eastern gartersnakes move across the landscape to and from communal hibernacula every spring and fall
(photo: TRCA, 2012).

Most of the mobility restricted fauna species at the Study Area are relatively small-bodied animals; their life
cycle requirements may be satisfied within the confines of The Meadoway. However, for the beaver and other
larger mammals, home ranges may not be contained within the Study Area boundaries, and young mammals
also need to disperse from natal areas. As individuals move back and forth across the landscape they have to
contend with the roads surrounding and intersecting the site. In any such urban landscape the habitat within
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the natural spaces becomes more critical to regional biodiversity. If connectivity between such natural spaces
can be maintained or improved the potential for persistence of these species will be enhanced.
4.5.2.5 Fauna Habitat Specialists

Fauna species that score highly under the habitat dependence criterion (TRCA 2017) are considered habitat
specialists. These species exhibit a combination of very specific habitat requirements that range from the
microhabitat (e.g. decaying logs, aquatic vegetation) and requirements for particular moisture conditions,
vegetation structure or spatial landscape structures, to preferences for certain vegetation community series
and macro-habitat types. There were four fauna species of concern – all bird species - that are considered
habitat specialists. Two of these species score high for this criterion entirely due to their very specific nest
location requirements: bank swallow (Riparia riparia) requires a bluff or cliff-face with a substrate conducive to
nest-cavity excavation; and northern rough-winged swallow (Stelgidopteryx serripennis) requires existing
cavities, often duct and pipe openings on man-made structures.
Of the remaining two species, pileated woodpecker has a fairly specific requirement for large mature trees in
reasonably extensive forest habitat. Such opportunities exist at only one location along the 16 km long
Meadoway – the point at which the Highland Creek riparian corridor crosses The Meadoway. Although it is
possible that this large woodpecker has managed to locate an appropriately large mature tree within The
Meadoway, it is much more likely that the observation in 2018 refers to an individual whose territory extends
further south towards Morningside Park. The one remaining habitat dependent species is common raven
(Corvus corax); again, this is a species with very specific nest location requirements, and these requirements
could readily be met by the hydro towers, where this iconic species could place their large stick nest structures.
Common ravens have become a relatively conspicuous feature throughout much of the region since the first
nesting in recent memory in 2012 in the extreme NE corner of the region.
A healthy functioning system will accommodate a whole suite of species that are adapted to the habitat types
at the site and will allow those species to thrive and breed successfully. As the quality of the habitat improves,
so will the representation of flora and fauna species associated with it. In this way, representation by sizable
populations of diverse species over the long term is an excellent measure of the health of a natural system.

5.0

Summary and Recommendations

The 236 ha Meadoway is located entirely within the urban landscape and consists of a 16 km long hydrocorridor that averages about 170 m wide, running along a SW-NE axis between the Don and Rouge rivers.
Natural cover at this site is dominated by recently restored meadow habitat and as such it is a valuable
contributor to the meadow habitat cover in the region. The site has the potential to maintain healthy
populations of many flora and fauna Species of Regional and Urban Concern, and overall regional biodiversity.
The extent to which this potential is realized is dependent upon the strategies used to manage public use,
protect the integrity of the habitats that exist, and restore degraded or invaded habitats.

Tor ont o a nd Re gio n Co nser vat io n Au thor it y

|

37

The Meadoway – Terrestrial Biological Inventory

5.1 Site Summary
1. Although The Meadoway does not rank highly within a regional context in terms of patch score,
total size and shape and matrix influence, it does stand out from the perspective of a large linear
natural (urban) corridor. Furthermore, it runs perpendicular to most of the existing ravine corridors,
forming one of the largest cross-links in the TRCA jurisdiction south of the Oak Ridges Moraine.
2. The configuration of The Meadoway, as described above, lends considerable potential significance
to the site for migrating and dispersing fauna, both vertebrate (migrant songbirds) and invertebrate
(monarch butterflies and many other important native pollinators). Again, the east-west
orientation of this corridor is potentially extremely important for these same migrants as they
move through what is otherwise the rather unfavourable urban landscape.
3. A total of 74 vegetation types were observed, ranging from small forest and plantation patches,
through successional areas, extensive meadows, to marsh and bluff communities. The site includes
25 forest, 22 successional, 11 wetland, 2 aquatic, 10 dynamic and 4 meadow vegetation community
types. This is a moderate community diversity given the size of the site (236 ha) and reflects
historical and current land-use practices of the site and surrounding area (specifically the hydro
corridor).
4. Vegetation communities of conservation concern were concentrated in the ravine areas, with
seepage wetland, bluff, and barren communities represented.
5. Forest communities are restricted to the ravine areas and a couple of small tableland woodlots on
the edge of the site. A couple of larger areas of mature or even old-growth forest (i.e. Wexford
Woodlot and Morningside Park) lie immediately adjacent to the site but were surveyed in earlier
years.
6. A total of 499 naturally occurring flora species were observed. Among them were 13 Species of
Regional Concern (ranked L1-L3) and 57 species of urban concern (ranked L4). Species of Concern
were associated with all habitat types but the highest concentrations were in forest and wetland
patches in the ravines associated with Highland Creek that cross The Meadoway. However, even
the manicured areas had some native species, such as the L4 species blue-eyed grass. Total native
species richness is low because of the urban character of the site and its long history of clearing and
other disturbance.
7. Extensive planting has compensated for the low diversity of the site, particularly the tallgrass
plantings between Brimley Road and Ellesmere Avenue. The plantings include 24 species of
regional concern (L1 to L3 and LX) and 10 species of urban conservation concern (L4). Among these
are 5 species which had been historically extirpated from the TRCA jurisdiction.
8. Invasive species are prominent at The Meadoway. Dog-strangling vine is the worst threat, while
creeping thistle is a problem for planted areas for the first several years. The Meadoway will need
to be managed indefinitely to control dog-strangling vine as well as woody invasive species that
could interfere with the hydro corridor.
9. The fauna survey in 2018 reported 22 bird species, 2 herpetofauna, and 5 mammal species of
regional and urban concern, plus the token invertebrate (chimney crayfish) for a total of 30 Species of
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Regional and Urban Concern. The addition of Dekay’s snake from a 2017 observation brings the 10
year total to 31 Species of Regional and Urban Concern.
10. There were no regionally rare fauna species recorded for the site.
11. Eastern meadowlark, a threatened Species at Risk, was recorded as holding one territory in 2018.
This is a significant decline from the six territories that were recorded in 2000/2001.
12. The habitat on site is extremely fragmented, with arterial roads alone breaking it into 19
interrupted patches. In addition, there are minor roads, trails and public use areas such as
community garden plots, with the human footprint distributed throughout all parts of the site.
13. The increasing intensity of more active types of recreational activities present a risk to the quality
of the habitat in The Meadoway. Trail expansion will bring more users into less-accessible parts of
the site. High participation rates increase the negative effects on habitats and species.

5.1 Site Recommendations
The recommendations address the objective of protecting regional biodiversity in the TRCA jurisdiction. In
order to at least maintain, and preferably enhance, the current level of biodiversity at The Meadoway, the
overall integrity of the natural heritage system that includes this important east-west connection must be
protected. Therefore, at the landscape scale, in keeping with the TNHSS, connections to other natural habitat
patches in the landscape need to be enhanced and maintained. Furthermore, the recommendations highlight
the issues that occur with increasing public use of the site. Managing public use, strategic placement of
interpretive signage, allowing healthy dynamic natural processes to proceed, and controlling invasive species
will all aid in addressing the negative matrix influences that are occurring on the property.
The following recommendations address the above natural heritage concerns, with an emphasis upon
bolstering the existing natural features on site. Thus, we recommend overall that 1) existing habitats and
features be protected and enhanced; 2) that public use be managed; and 3) that invasive species be controlled.
1. Protect and Enhance Existing Features
The first priority could be to focus on maintaining conditions that allow existing communities or
species of conservation concern to thrive.
Ensure that habitat requirements for sensitive flora are maintained and enhanced as much as possible.
This will include ensuring that the surface and groundwater conditions are not altered.
a. Restored meadows have the potential to provide breeding habitat for several currently
declining species of birds, including the Bobolink and Eastern meadowlark, both species at risk
in Ontario. They also provide foraging opportunities for migrating monarch butterflies (Danaus
plexippus) and migrant songbirds in the fall.
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b. Ongoing management of the restored meadows will help to ensure that invasive plants do not
invade, and that native species flourish. Efforts should include interplanting with resilient
Toronto-area species. Common milkweed (Asclepias syriaca) is a good choice to add to
meadows for the monarch butterflies, and asters (Symphyotrichum spp.) provide abundant
nectar and colour.
c. Nearby natural areas that provide an analogue to The Meadoway’s habitat can provide an
inspiration for future restoration directions, as well as a source of seed. For example, East Point
Park along the Scarborough Shoreline provides a good analogue for The Meadoway: it is an
area of tableland on moderately fine soils that includes tallgrass and shrub thicket habitats
(TRCA 2012). The Meadoway may provide an opportunity to propagate and plant out
populations of some rare plants from East Point Park, such as pasture thistle (Cirsium discolor).
d. Areas selected for restoration should have soil and moisture assessments conducted in order to
help determine suitable lists of species for planting. If soil conditions are suitable, consideration
should be given to enhancing wetland features.
e. In the longer term, efforts should be made to improve habitat connectivity across The
Meadoway, and between The Meadoway and other natural areas. The most obvious linkage is
in the vicinity of Highway 401, where the highway itself presents a formidable barrier but also
where sizeable patches of natural habitat remain both north and south of the highway,
providing a potential natural corridor between Rouge National Urban Park and Morningside
Park. There is natural cover remaining in the vicinity of the University of Toronto Scarborough
College, for example. In addition, opportunities for improved connectivity between the
Meadoway and other natural areas such as Ellesmere Ravine, Lord Roberts Woods, and the
Charles Sauriol Conservation Reserve, could be pursued. The potential daylighting of some of
the buried sections of Wilson Brook should be investigated.
2. Manage Public Use
The Meadoway is nestled in a highly urbanized landscape and is therefore extremely influenced by
urban matrix influences. Such influences negatively impact natural systems and as such it seems
unlikely that sensitive meadow bird and mammal species will be able to thrive at the site. However, it is
important to also consider the significance of The Meadoway as a corridor for dispersal and migration.
Such urban meadow habitats – especially those as extensive as The Meadoway – feed and shelter
significant numbers of migrating songbirds in both spring and fall, even though only very few of these
birds stay to attempt nesting. At the Study Area, visitor pressure is currently high and is expected to
increase. Strategies for managing human-use are needed if ecological health is to be maintained, or
enhanced.
a. Some areas should be left as refuges for flora and fauna with minimal access, especially Species
of Concern; they are generally sensitive to human presence. Key habitats needing protection
include the bluff that supports an active bank swallow colony, and the L3 to L4 vegetation
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communities such as clay barrens, marshes and swamps; these habitats support the more
sensitive flora and fauna species. The careful placement of trails to allow for refuge areas does
not need to affect public enjoyment, and will in fact help to preserve the recreational
attractiveness of the site as a corridor.
b. Hikers and dog-walkers are not currently intensive users, aside from the existing off-leash dog
compound at Thomson Park. However, this provides a good opportunity to provide pro-active
plans to accommodate and manage dogs. Additional off-leash areas can be provided in areas of
low sensitivity that will take pressure off higher-quality natural areas. At the same time, leash
laws can be enforced outside designated areas. Where off-leash dog use occurs (regardless of
whether it is officially permitted or is not), there is a considerable risk of disturbance to low and
ground-nesting birds and herpetofauna such as American toad and gartersnake in upland
foraging habitats. Such disturbance would result in reduced abundance and possibly eventual
extirpation of these species.
c. Involving the local community in any restoration efforts at The Meadoway will enhance a sense
of good stewardship, which in turn will result in more ecologically positive behaviour, e.g.
responsible gardening practices including proper disposal of yard waste; planting of native
species adjacent to the site; removal of encroachments, and responsible dog-ownership.
3. Control Invasive Species
Several invasive plant species are threats to the native biodiversity in the Albion Hills Study Area. It is
essential that well-planned and realistic measures be undertaken to control invasive species.
Management for invasive species will need to be tailored to the individual species in question,
depending on how wide-spread and established they are.
a. Take a proactive management approach to invasive species control. Pre-assess areas targeted
for restoration plantings or trail installation and remove existing exotic populations. This would
include local removal of dog-strangling vine, creeping thistle, Norway maple, common reed,
and other species that are found throughout the site.
b. The fragmentation of the site by roads can be used to advantage here. Isolated habitat patches
once treated may have a slower rate of recolonization of invasives from adjacent patches.
c. Dog-strangling vine populations have a high potential for spread and should be considered for
the implementation of immediate control measures. Newly-planted areas will be particularly
vulnerable to dog-strangling vine (and at least for the first few years, creeping thistle). An
aggressive management plant will need to be implemented to prevent any planted areas from
succumbing. Existing and proposed planting beds, and their periphery, should be top priorities
for removal.
d. Any wetland features created or restored should be monitored for common reed and reed
canary grass. Consider removing these and replant area with native wetland plants effective at
out-competing their exotic counterparts such as Joe Pye weed (Eutrochium maculatum),
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Canada bluejoint (Calamagrostis canadensis), soft-stemmed bulrush (Schoenoplectus
tabernaemontani), sedges (Carex spp) and soft rush (Juncus effusus).
e. In addition to removal efforts, encourage public to adopt simple practices that would help limit
further spread of invasive species. For example, encouraging adjacent landowners to substitute
native or at least non-invasive ground covers in their back yards can prevent the spread of
exotic species (e.g. periwinkle) while expanding the habitat of the Meadoway, particularly for
pollinators.
The value of the site as a nature-based, passive, recreational resource also depends highly on its natural
quality; users who participate in nature-based recreation at The Meadoway do so because its natural quality is
improved over its earlier status as strictly a utility corridor; protecting the site for this purpose thus supports
both regional biodiversity and recreation goals.
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1. Introduction
GeoProcess Research Associates (GRA) was retained by Dillon Consulting Limited (Dillon) to
complete fluvial geomorphic assessments for The Meadoway multi-use trail Class EA and
detailed design project. The assessments were undertaken at potential watercourse crossings
along section 3, 5 and 6 of the proposed multi-use trail along The Meadoway.
The purpose of the study was to characterize the existing geomorphological conditions and processes acting
within the channel and to identify opportunities and constraints for the placement of the watercourse
crossings. These constraints are generally related to locations of channel instability associated with excess
erosion and deposition. Crossing locations have also been identified, to the benefit of long-term channel
stability and safety of the crossings themselves.

2. Background
2.1. The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail
The Meadoway multi-use trail is a multiuse path that follows the Gatineau Hydro corridor through
Scarborough. The project plans to provide a green, active, east-west link between Rouge National Urban
Park and downtown Toronto. The Meadoway will transform 16 km of underused greenspace into a more
cohesive and revitalized transportation network and community hub. Building off existing infrastructure and
lessons learned from previous revitalization projects, such as the hugely successful Scarborough Centre
Butterfly Trail, The Meadoway will function as a “stitch” that connects greenspaces across Scarborough and
beyond, enhancing Toronto’s cycling network while providing high functioning meadow habitat on a scale
never seen before in Ontario.
Previous studies have broken The Meadoway into seven (7) sections divided by major roads and existing
trails. Several sections of trail have already been built and this EA focuses on the planning and development
of the remaining sections and the associated watercourse crossings (summarized in Table 1).
Table 1: Sections of The Meadoway included within this study and the associated limits and watercourses.
The Meadoway
Section

Section Limits

Associated Watercourse

3

Kennedy Road to Gatineau Hydro
Corridor trail in Thomson Memorial Park

Southwest Highland Creek Tributary

5

Scarborough Golf Club Road to Neilson
Road

Highland Creek

6

Neilson Road to Conlins Road

Ellesmere Ravine Creek
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Note that the Class EA originally included Section 7, which crossed the Rouge River. Per direction from TRCA,
Section 7 will now be considered as one of the complete sections of The Meadoway corridor through
adopting an existing multi-use trail between Conlins Road and Meadowvale Road as part of the corridor, as
well as an existing cycle route to the Toronto Zoo and the Rouge National Urban Park.

2.2. Fluvial Geomorphic Context
Geomorphic resiliency, or stability, refers to a watercourse’s ability to absorb changes to inputting watershed
conditions that influence geomorphic processes, such as changes to hydrology or sediment supply, while
remaining functional. A common misconception is that erosion is always an indicator of instability within a
watercourse. Rivers are inherently dynamic systems and a stable river may not have zero erosion. Rather, it
will achieve a balance between erosion and sedimentation while conveying the water and sediment inputted
to the system. This is referred to as a state of quasi-equilibrium. Therefore, while erosion can be an indicator
of channel instability, it is also a natural process within the system and needs to be taken in context with the
rest of the system variables. This is a major consideration for The Meadoway study.
Many factors can influence a river’s resiliency including, but not limited to; slope, surficial geology, bed and
bank material composition, interaction with the floodplain, valley form (confined vs. unconfined), watershed
land-use characteristics and proximal or on-line infrastructure (e.g. dams, bridge piers, weirs). The river’s
existing stability may also influence its continuing ability to absorb change. For example, if a river is already
adjusting to a past disturbance it may be more susceptible to future disturbances (changes). A river in quasiequilibrium may also have a low resiliency, depending on natural factors such as geology. For example, a
stable river having sand bed and banks will be less resilient than a bedrock channel. The balance between
formative river processes and channel stability is classically illustrated in Lane’s diagram, shown in the Figure
1 schematic.

Figure 1: Lane’s (1955) balance scale schematic (taken from Rosgen, 1996).
When introducing a new change to the watercourse such as a bridge or culvert, it is important to take into
consideration the resiliency and inherent dynamic nature of the system. Understanding the existing channel
migration and erosion rates helps provide insight into the placement and span of these structures, which in
turn can help reduce the risk of erosion to the structures and to watercourse destabilization. This study
identifies key factors related to channel stability, identifies opportunities and constraints and offers
mitigation solutions (where applicable) for avoiding negative impacts to the trail crossings from erosion. This
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will help avoid scour, increase the design lifespan of the structures and will reduce harmful impacts to the
creeks.

3. Existing Conditions
3.1. Section 3 – Southwest Highland Creek Tributary
Section 3 of The Meadoway corridor is crosses the Southwest Highland Creek Tributary (herein referred to
as SW-HC Tributary) within Arsandco Park. The study area for Section 3 is shown in Figure 6.
The SW-HC Tributary drains and area of approximately 7 km2 between Warden Avenue and Brimley Road,
extending to Highway 401. The watershed is almost completely developed, with approximately 93% of the
drainage area consisting of impervious services.
Through Arsandco Park the watercourse is completely channelized, maintaining a uniform trapezoidal shape,
with concrete sections assumed to be for grade control and buried utility protection (Photos 2 and 3). There
was significant evidence of bank slumping, toe erosion and concrete deterioration through the study reach
(Photo 4). Fine sediment deposition was also observed at several locations along the channel. Furthermore,
there is no riparian corridor along the watercourse and manicured grass extends to the top of bank (Photo
1). Some small trees and shrubs have started to grow in short sections of the channel. The channel is
completely disconnected from the floodplain, except for a large concrete drainage swale, which connects
the table lands to a concrete section of the channel (Photo 5). The conditions described above have created
poor riverine health for this section of the SW-HC Tributary.

Photo 1: View of SW-HC Tributary and corridor
within Section 3 of The Meadoway (looking east).
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Photo 3: Example of concrete feature with scrubby
vegetation (looking downstream).

Photo 4: Bank slumping and toe erosion along
watercourse (looking downstream).

Photo 5: Concrete drainage swale (looking east).

Photo 6: Drainage feature within the study area
(looking upstream).

Photo 7: Access road crossing drainage feature with
0.5 m CSP (looking west).

Photo 8: Manhole adjacent to east top of bank
(looking west).
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A channelized drainage feature confluences with the SW-HC Tributary within the hydro corridor (Photo 6).
The drainage swale is also a uniform trapezoidal channel. There is a small access road with a 0.5 m culvert
that crosses the drainage feature (Photo 7). Backwatering was observed upstream of the access road.
Manholes were observed within 5 m of the eastern top of the bank (Photo 8) and it is likely that a sanitary
sewer runs adjacent to or beneath the channel for much of the study area. This, however, was not confirmed
at the time of this report. Save for the access road, there are no established trails running through Arsandco
Park within the study area.

3.2. Section 5 – Highland Creek
Section 5 of The Meadoway crosses Highland Creek upstream of Ellesmere Road. The study area for Section
5 is shown in Figure 7. Highland Creek is a major watercourse in the Scarborough area; the catchment area
upstream of Ellesmere Road is approximately 39 km2, of which 92% is impervious. The remaining watershed
area is composed of rural lands and tree cover that is primarily within the valley corridor.
At this location, the valley is confined on the east bank by the valley slope and there is an unconfined meadow
on the west bank (Photo 9). The east valley slope is very steep, has exposed soil, and shows evidence of
slumping and erosion. Here, the channel forms a series of short riffles and pools (Photo 10) and flows
coincident with the east valley wall. The west bank connects to a meadow and floodplain within the valley.
The bed material is coarse (composed of cobbles, boulders and gravels). There is evidence of bank erosion
and of frequent sediment mobility throughout the study area (Photo 11).

Photo 9: View of Highland Creek valley within
Section 5 of The Meadoway (looking east).
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Photo 12: Reinforced section of Highland Creek
extending through the Ellesmere Road bridge and
upstream approximately 50 m (looking up
upstream).

Highland Creek has been highly modified by urbanization over the past 50 years, development which mostly
predates modern stormwater control practices. There have been several channel remediation projects in the
area, including emergency works, initiated due to exposed and broken utilities caused by channel erosion
and migration. Most relevant to this project is the channel remediation that was completed immediately
downstream of Ellesmere Road, in Morningside Park, circa 2012. These works were undertaken following a
large storm which resulted in damage to a sanitary sewer breaking in the channel. The channel was restored
to follow the present-day meander pattern and sinuosity, but hardened and reinforced channel and bank
treatments were introduced. These works extend under the Ellesemere Road bridge and upstream for
another 50 m (approximately) (Photo 12). This reach of Highland Creek provides stable, reinforced banks that
are well suited for placement and the long-term protection of pedestrian bridge infrastructure.
The Pan Am Path is an 87 km multi-use trail that is owned by the City of Toronto and which links diverse
neighbourhoods across 13 wards in the Greater Toronto Area (GTA), from Brampton to Scarborough (Friends
of the Pan Am Path, 2018). The trail was originally developed as a Host City Showcase Program for the 2015
Pan Am Games and has continued to grow since then. A section of the proposed trail follows the Highland
Creek valley through Morningside Park and passes under and reconnecting to Ellesmere Road. The
Meadoway multi-use trail at this location provides an opportunity to link these two trails and increase
connectivity of the network.

3.3. Section 6 – Ellesmere Ravine Creek
Section 6 of The Meadoway crosses the Ellesmere Ravine upstream of Military Trail. The study area for this
section of the trail is shown in Figure 8.
The creek within the Ellesmere Ravine (herein referred to at the Ellesmere Ravine Creek) is a tributary of
Highland Creek. It originates at a storm sewer outlet within the ravine, south of Military Trail and flows in a
general southern direction to the confluence with Highland Creek (upstream of Morningside Avenue). The
estimated watershed area for the Ellesmere Ravine Creek (upstream of the study area) is approximately 1
km2, however the sewer’s drainage area is unknown (it typically differs from the surface drainage) and likely
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to be larger than the surface catchment area. Approximately 73% of the catchment area is impervious and
the remainder is composed of rural lands and tree cover that is mostly within the valley corridor.
The Ellesmere Ravine within the study reach is a steep, forested valley (Photo 13), having a narrow terrace at
the potential crossing location (Photo 14). There is evidence of slumping and erosion along the valley wall
(Photo 15), and several trees have fallen into the valley. There is an informal (walking) path along the western
bank of the valley that provides access to the storm sewer outlet from the park adjacent to Nelson Road.

Photo 13: View of Ellesmere Ravine within Section 6
of The Meadoway (looking east).

Photo 14: Narrow terrace within study reach
(looking upstream).

Photo 15: Example of eorsion and slumping along
valley (looking at west bank).

Photo 16: Storm sewer outlet structure and
upstream limits of Ellesmere Ravine Creek (looking
upstream).
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Photo 18: View of the channel at potential crossing
location (looking upstream).

Through the ravine the Ellesemere Ravine Creek has been highly altered. At its upstream limits a gabion
channel has been constructed to connect to the storm sewer outlet structure (Photo 16). The gabions are
deteriorating, resulting in the introduction of riprap into the channel. Further downstream there is a series
of sheet metal weirs that have failed, which has resulted in channel and bank erosion (Photo 17). The channel
between the weirs is also eroding, showing signs of widening and downcutting. There is extensive channel
erosion throughout the study reach and large amounts of woody debris, resulting from slumping of the
valley wall (Photo 18). Two intermittent tributaries were identified within the study area, likely collecting
runoff from Military Trail and other surrounding lands. The channel does not have a consistent morphology
due to the extensive erosion and channel infrastructure and shows clear indicators of instability. Degradation
(incision) of the channel bed and widening of the banks are the most common manifestations of instability.

4. Preliminary Geomorphic Assessment
4.1. Channel Planform Characteristics
In order to gain an understanding of the planform characteristics of each watercourse, a desktop analysis of
the planform was undertaken using GIS data and aerial imagery. Planform characteristics can provide insight
into channel mobility and help to predict future patterns of migration. Representative reaches were identified
for each watercourse and its corresponding crossing location. Reaches were identified using contour data
and aerial imagery. The limits of each were established at significant planform changes, such as changes in
valley width or at constructed channels. Below is a summary of the planimetric characteristics for each
representative reach.
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Table 2: Summary of reach and valley length and associated sinuosity.
The
Meadoway
Section
3

Watercourse

Reach Length
(m)

Valley Length
(m)

Sinuosity
(-)

SW-HC Tributary

370

370

1.00

Average
Slope1
(%)
0.02

5

Highland Creek
3290
2350
1.40
1.7
Ellesmere Ravine
6
440
380
1.16
3.4
Creek
NOTES: (1) Slope for Section 3 taken from survey data, all other average slopes taken from contour data.

Table 3: Summary of planform parameters for each reach within the study area.
The
Meadoway
Section

Watercourse

Channel
Morphology

Channel Width
(m)
MIN AVG

MAX

Radius of
Curvature (m)
MIN

AVG

MAX

Meander Belt
Width1 (m)
MIN

AVG

SW-HC
NA
5.1
6.0
6.8
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
Tributary
Highland
5
Riffle-pool
12.1 18.9 27.5 5.1 43.0 102.8 62.3 136.9
Creek
Ellesmere
6
NA
5.0 10.0 15.0 0.5
5.4
14.1 12.3 14.2
Ravine Creek
NOTES: (1) This is a preliminary width and should not be used for erosion hazard delineation.
3

MAX
NA
218.7
17.5

4.2. Valley Characterization
Valley form plays an important role in the maintenance of river form. The degree of valley confinement and
its shape (e.g. U-shape versus V-shape) can limit the potential for lateral migration (i.e., meander belt) by the
river. Similarly, the presence or absence of a floodplain on the valley floor affects the amount of energy
dissipation available to the river and, subsequently, the erosion potential. Also, the soils, vegetation
communities and infrastructure (if present) within the valley can influence the channel’s bank stability and
rates of erosion.
The valley setting for each representative reach was assessed to better ascertain the channel processes, and
related opportunities and constraints for crossings at these locations. The general valley geometry was
extracted from the 0.25 m contours provided by the TRCA. The approximate valley widths, slopes and depths
for the representative reaches were determined and are summarized in Table 4. Representative cross sections
were also extracted from the topographic data for each of the study reaches. These cross sections provide a
general idea of the channel and valley geometry at these locations. The cross sections are provided in Figures
9 and 10.
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Table 4: Summary of planform parameters for each reach within the study area.
The
Meadoway
Section
3
5
6

Watercourse

SW-HC
Tributary
Highland
Creek
Ellesmere
Ravine Creek

Valley Top Width
(m)

Valley Bottom
Width (m)

MIN

AVG

MAX

MIN

AVG

MAX

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

191

286

387

117

167

69

86

115

3

13

Average
Valley
Depth
(m)

Valley Wall Slope
(%)
MIN

AVG

MAX

NA

NA

NA

NA

252

29

21

45

73

34

16

46

58

82

A preliminary assessment of the degree of valley confinement was also undertaken. Three general categories
for valley confinement, as defined in the TRCA Belt Width Delineation Procedures (2001), were used for the
classification; confined, unconfined and incised. Confined valleys have defined valley walls, and (in general)
flood waters are maintained to the valley. Furthermore, channel migration is maintained to the valley limits.
Unconfined valleys do not have defined valley walls and are characteristic of plains and flat lands. For these
systems, flood flows and channel migration are not restricted by obvious topographic features. Instead, river
dynamics, land cover and soil type play a more important role in controlling channel migration. Incised
channels result from excessive vertical erosion or constructed channels that are oversized for the existing
flow regime. For these channels, flood waters are generally not able to reach the valley lands, and the channel
banks act like valley walls. For most constructed channels, the channel banks also limit migration in many
cases. Incised channels are inherently unstable.
Valley confinement was determined from site observations, which were cross-referenced with 0.25 m
contours provided by the TRCA. A summary of the valley classification for each of the reaches is provided in
Table 5. Three reaches were identified as confined, with the remaining reach being incised.
Table 5: Summary of valley classifications.
The Meadoway
Section
3
5
6

Watercourse

Dominant Land-use

SW-HC Tributary

Impervious

Valley
Classification
Incised

Highland Creek
Ellesmere Ravine
Creek

Impervious

Confined

Impervious

Confined

Combining the data collected to characterize the channel planform and valley, an estimated floodplain width
was calculated for the confined systems. This provides and overview of the space available for the channel
to migrate. A summary of the floodplain width is provided in Table 6.
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Table 6: Summary of floodplain widths.
The
Meadoway
Section

Watercourse

5
6

Floodplain Width (m)
MIN

AVG

MAX

Highland Creek

105

148

225

Ellesmere Ravine Creek

2

7

20

4.3. Channel Stability Assessment
A high-level assessment of the channel stability was undertaken to guide the opportunities, constraints and
recommendations for watercourse crossings. As previously discussed, existing channel resiliency (stability)
contributes to the ability to absorb future impacts, such as those potentially imposed due to bridge crossings.
Furthermore, a highly unstable channel may increase future erosion risk for crossing infrastructure. Several
different channel characterization and assessment tools were used to assess the channel and valley stability.

Observed Evidence of Channel Instability
Evidence of active channel erosion was noted on site. Of chief concern was erosion of sufficient magnitude
to change the pattern or shape of the channel, as this would have the most significant impact on the
placement of watercourse crossings. Below is a brief summary of the findings.

Section 3 - SW-HC Tributary
Toe erosion and bank slumping: Bank erosion was observed throughout the entire study area between
Prudential Drive and Midland Avenue. The erosion at the toe of the bank is resulting in slumping of large
sections of grassy earth into the channel (Photo 19).
Deposition of fine sediment: Fine sediment deposition was observed through the reach, primarily in areas
of backwater (Photo 20).
Channel infrastructure deterioration: There is erosion at the concrete sections of the channel primarily
consisting of localized erosion at the upstream extent, and cracks and vegetation growth throughout these
sections (Photos 21 and 22).
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Photo 19: SW-HC Tributary - toe erosion and bank
slumping.

Photo 20: SW-HC Tributary - fine sediment
deposition.

Photo 21: SW-HC Tributary - scour at upstream
extent of concrete feature.

Photo 22: SW-HC Tributary - fractures and
vegetation growth in concrete channel.

Section 5 – Highland Creek
Fracture lines and exposed channel banks: Exposed banks and soil fractures were observed at several
locations within the study reach, showing evidence of channel widening or lateral channel migration (Photo
23).
Exposed valley walls: Large sections of the valley wall are in contact with the channel. The valley is steep
and completely exposed (no soil stabilizing vegetation). The exposed soils appeared to be sandy in nature,
but this was not confirmed with a soils test (Photo 24).
Formation of islands and chutes: Deposition of in-channel coarse granular material (i.e., bedload) has
formed small islands and chutes within the channel, adjustment in response to widening or lateral migration
(Photo 23).
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Photo 23: Highland Creek - fracture lines and
exposed channel banks and formation of bedload
islands.

MAY 2019

Photo 24: Highland Creek - exposed valley wall.

Historic evidence of erosion and migration: There have been several channel remediation projects
undertaken on Highland Creek over the past several decades, mostly for reasons of infrastructure protection
from erosion. Channel migration is evident in aerial imagery from the past 10 years (Figures 2 to 5).

Figure 2: Highland Creek at Ellesmere Road in 2005
(green lines showing approximate banks).

KNOWLEDGE

Figure 3: Highland Creek at Ellesmere Road in 2007
(green lines showing approximate 2005 banks).
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Figure 4: Highland Creek at Ellesmere Road in 2009
(green lines showing approximate 2005 banks).
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Figure 5: Highland Creek at Ellesmere Road in 2018
(green lines showing approximate 2005 banks).
NOTE: Above imagery from Google Earth

Section 6 – Ellesmere Ravine Creek
Fracture lines and exposed channel banks: Exposed banks and soil fractures were observed throughout
the study reach, showing evidence of channel widening or lateral channel migration (Photo 25).
Channel infrastructure deterioration: Sections of gabions were undermined and deteriorated, resulting in
slumping banks. Two sheet metal weirs throughout the study reach have failed, resulting in channel widening
and downcutting due to significant bed and bank erosion (Photos 26 to 28).
Exposed valley walls: Large sections of the valley wall (flowing coincident with the channel), are steep and
exposed (no vegetation). There appeared to be sections of the valley composed of sands, but this was not
confirmed with soils tests (Photo 29). Regionally, sand is the most erodible type of alluvium or soil.
Fallen and leaning trees: Several large (i.e., diameters >20cm) trees have fallen into the channel from the
valley slopes. Several other leaning trees were observed along the valley walls. This is an indication of channel
widening or lateral migration (Photo 30).
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Photo 25: Ellesmere Ravine - fracture lines and
exposed vertical channel banks.

Photo 26: Ellesmere Ravine - failing gabions.

Photo 27: Ellesmere Ravine - example of failing
sheet metal weir.

Photo 28: Ellesmere Ravine - example of failing
sheet metal weir.

Photo 29: Ellesmere Ravine - exposed valley walls.

Photo 30: Ellesmere Ravine - falling and leaning
trees.
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Planform Indicators
Planform indicators can provide an indication of the system’s potential to migrate laterally. Empirical
relationships have been established correlating planform characteristics to mobility and erosion rates and
can be used as a reference and preliminary assessment tool (Julien, 2002). Two river form metrics commonly
used to assess lateral mobility include sinuosity and the ratio of the radius of curvature to the channel width.
Table 7 summarizes these metrics for the representative reaches and provides an associated lateral mobility
rate, based on empirical data.
Table 7: Summary of potential lateral mobility metrics.

3

SW-HC Tributary

1.00

Average Ratio of
Radius of
Curvature to
Width
NA

5

Highland Creek

1.40

2.28

High

6

Ellesmere Ravine Creek

1.16

0.54

Moderate

The
Meadoway
Section

Watercourse

Average Reach
Sinuosity

Associated Rate
of Lateral
Mobility1
Low

NOTES: 1. Associated with empirical relationships in Julien (2002), page 185.
Lateral migration is not the same as channel widening. Stable channels may migrate across the floodplain
while maintaining a consistent width. Widening is associated with channel instability (excess erosion). Risk to
infrastructure must consider both these processes. Table 7 speaks to migration only. Channel widening as a
function of channel stability is discussed in subsequent sections.

Rapid Geomorphic Assessment
A Rapid Geomorphic Assessment (RGA) (MOE, 2002) was conducted for each watercourse within Sections 3,
5, 6 and 7 of The Meadoway. The RGA protocol provides a semi-quantitative means of assessing the stability
of a channel and uses known visual indicators of instability. The RGA protocol takes into consideration visual
indicators as surrogates for governing channel processes that define a river system’s state, as one of the
following:
1. Aggradation - sediment deposition and accumulation;
2. Degradation - erosion of the channel bed;
3. Widening - erosion of the channel banks; and
4. Planimetric adjustment - changes in the shape and pattern of the channel within the planform
Using the visual indicators, a stability score is calculated for each process above which, in turn, is related to
a class of stability. The stability scores and classes are provided in Table 8.
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Table 8: RGA scoring summary.
Stability Score

Stability Class

Description

0 - 0.25

In Regime

Stream morphology is within the expected range of variance for
stable channels of similar type. Channels are in good condition with
minor adjustments that do not impact function of the watercourse.

0.25 - 0.40

Transitional

There is evidence of stress within the channel morphology.
Significant channel adjustments have occurred.

0.40 - 1.0

Adjusting

Metrics are outside of the expected range of variance for channels
of similar type. Significant channel adjustments have occurred and
are expected to continue.

As with all semi-quantitative and subjective assessment tools, the RGA protocol has limitations. The tool was
not originally developed to assess constructed channels, and therefore some of the indicators are not
appropriate for these types of channels. Further, as the visual indicators are not quantitative there is
subjectivity associated with the assessor. However, the RGA protocol is useful in identifying general instability
in many systems and, taking these limitations into consideration, the results are noted to have some degree
of subjectivity. A summary of the RGA results for each of the watercourses is provided in Table 9.
Table 9: Summary of RGA results for the representative reaches.
The
Meadoway
Section

Watercourse

Score

State

Dominant Process

3

SW-HC Tributary

0.36

Transitional

Aggradation/ Widening

5

Highland Creek

0.35

Transitional

Planimetric Adjustment

6

Ellesmere Ravine Creek

0.49

Adjusting

Widening/ Degradation
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4.4. Summary
A summary of the preliminary geomorphic assessment for each of the study reaches is provided in Table 10.
Table 10: Summary of geomorphic assessment for each river crossing
The
Meadoway
Section

3

5

6

River

SW-HC
Tributary

Planform Characteristics

Trapezoidal, channelized

Highland
Creek

Sinuous, riffle-pool
channel. Constructed
channel at Ellesmere
Road.

Ellesmere
Ravine Creek

Steep system, with limited
defined morphology.
Failed treatments and
woody debris have a large
impact on the channel
form.

Valley Characteristics

Channel Stability

Incised, no floodplain
access.

Some deposition and
bank erosion. Limited
channel migration due
to concrete
reinforcement.

Confined valley.
Channel makes
localized contact valley
walls. Good access to
wide floodplain within
valley.
Confined, steep valley,
with excessive active
erosion. Channel makes
frequent contact with
valley walls. Limited
floodplain.

High lateral mobility
anticipated. Channel
currently in a state of
planform adjustment
Channel is in a state of
adjustment and
resulting in active
erosion; both widening
and degradation
(incision).

5. Summary of Constraints, Opportunities and Recommendations
Based on the preliminary geomorphic assessment, opportunities and constraints were identified for the
watercourse crossings. Accordingly, recommendations regarding the merits of different crossing locations
have been provided.

5.1. Section 3 – Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek
Constraints and Opportunities
While there was some bank slumping and sedimentation observed within the SW-CH Tributary, there was
little evidence channel widening, mostly because of the effect of concrete lining here and the channel is
completely constrained at the concrete sections. Therefore, there would be limited erosional risk to a bridge
structure that spans the channel. A summary of the constraints and opportunities for the watercourse
crossing within Section 3 of The Meadoway are summarized in Table 11.
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Table 11: Summary of constraints and opportunities for the crossing within Section 3.
Constraints
1

Opportunities

A crossing structure may be required to cross
the drainage feature and the SW-HC Tributary.
Therefore, two crossings might be needed for
the multi-use trail through Section 3 of The
Meadoway.

If the trail was to be aligned south of the
drainage feature confluence only one
watercourse crossing structure would be
required. This would require the bridge to cross
at a concrete section of the watercourse.
Alternatively, if the trail was aligned to follow
the existing access path, the existing drainage
feature crossing could be rehabilitated, and a
new crossing structure would only be required
for the SW-HC Tributary. This could reduce
potential erosional impact to the channel and
construction efforts and costs.

2

It is unclear if a crossing structure can be
integrated into the existing concrete channel
infrastructure. Given the condition of the
concrete, this might not possible. The
concrete might have to be rehabilitated or
removed to accommodate a bridge. It is
recommended that a structural engineer
assess the concrete and provide
recommendations regarding the integration of
the bridge (if required).

3

The exact position of the buried sanitary sewer
should be confirmed, lest it; a) be impacted by
future channel bed degradation or b) restrict
the placement of the bridge footings.

The concrete lining here offers an opportunity
to improve the watercourse by rehabilitation. A
reach-scale channel rehabilitation could address
some of the erosion and a revegetation plan
could help to establish a small riparian corridor
for the channel. A larger scale restoration
program would be required to introduce
natural channel elements and replace the failing
concrete with a naturalized channel. This
approach would reduce erosion risk, for longterm protection of the bridge.

NA

Recommendations
The following are prioritized, recommended crossing options and should be considered as part of the EA
evaluation for the placement of the watercourse crossing within Section 3 of The Meadoway;
1. Single span bridge for the SW-HC Tributary, downstream of the confluence with the drainage ditch,
and;
2. Align the multi-use trail with the existing access path, improve the crossing at the drainage ditch to
increase conveyance and construct a single span bridge for the SW-HC Tributary, upstream of the
confluence with the drainage ditch.
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Watercourse rehabilitation in the form of natural channel design should also be considered in conjunction
with either option. This would improve the quality of the aquatic and riparian habitats, address bank slumping
and improve the aesthetics of the SW-HC Tributary for trail users. The channel rehabilitation should consider
in-channel morphology and riparian vegetation enhancements. The locations of these recommendations are
illustrated in Figure 11.

5.2. Section 5 – Highland Creek upstream of Ellesmere Road
Constraints and Opportunities
The constraints and opportunities for the watercourse crossing within Section 5 of The Meadoway are
summarized in Table 12.
Table 12: Summary of constraints and opportunities for the crossing within Section 5.
Constraints

Opportunities

1

This natural section of Highland
Creek upstream of Ellesmere Road
is highly unstable. Therefore,
positioning a crossing in an
unarmoured section of watercourse
here would increase risk to
infrastructure.

An armoured section of Highland Creek extends for
approximately 50 m upstream of Ellesmere Road and is a
suitable location for placement of a new crossing. The
channel here has been previously stabilized and the
armourstone bank provide a good location for a future
crossing.

2

Upstream of the armoured section,
the exposed valley walls are actively
eroding and provide further
evidence for not selecting this area
for a watercourse crossing.

The valley beside the armoured channel is vegetated and
stable, subject to confirmation by the geotechnical
engineering team. This offers a gentler transition out (east)
of the watercourse crossing and into a forest valley
(compared to the upstream steeper, eroding valley wall).

3

NA

The Pan Am trail is planned for construction through the
Highland Creek valley, downstream of Ellesmere Road.
Currently, there is a temporary trail crossing under the
Ellesmere Road bridge and this connection offers an
opportunity to link the two trails. Further, positioning the
bridge closer to Ellesmere Road will make that connection
more accessible for users of both trails. There is also an
aesthetic value for motorists or pedestrians if a prominent
crossing is visible from Ellesmere Road.
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Recommendations
A single crossing location has been recommended for Section 5 of The Meadoway corridor;
1. A single span bridge for Highland Creek within the armoured channel immediately upstream of
Ellesmere Road.
If this location is not selected for the crossing, it is also recommended that the crossing avoid locations
upstream of the armoured channel or where Highland Creek flows coincident with the valley wall as these
areas are very unstable and would pose a risk to the crossing structure. The locations of the
recommendations are on Figure 12.

5.3. Section 6 – Ellesmere Ravine
Constraints and Opportunities
The constraints and opportunities for the watercourse crossing within Section 6 of The Meadoway corridor
are summarized in Table 13.

Recommendations
We recommend the following prioritized options be considered for the evaluation of the crossing options
within Section 6 of The Meadoway;
1. A bridge to fully span the Ellesmere Ravine to avoid placement of infrastructure within the unstable
valley and channel.
2. A single span bridge within the valley at the small terrace, maximizing the span to remove all interacts
with the channel and bridge infrastructure. As identified above, further fluvial geomorphology and
geotechnical investigations would be required to confirm that this is a viable option.
It is also recommended that watercourse rehabilitation be undertaken in conjunction with either option. This
may include removal of some (or all) of the failed weirs and would improve the quality of the habitat, address
some of the bank and valley erosion and improve the aesthetics of the valley. The locations associated with
these recommendations are shown on Figure 13.
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Table 13: Summary of constraints and opportunities for the crossing within Section 6.
Constraints

Opportunities

1

Channel erosion: Due to the extensive and
active channel and valley erosion at this
location, infrastructure placed within the valley
will be at very high risk of failure due to
persistent degradation of the channel.

There is an opportunity to provide localized
improvements to the watercourse and valley
health; localized channel rehabilitation and
restoration could address some of the erosion
and help stabilize the valley.

2

Valley slope instability: It is recommended that
a detailed geotechnical assessment be
undertaken if a crossing within the valley is to
be considered.

There is a small terraced section of valley set
approximately 15 m below the tablelands. This
could provide a staging point for the west
crossing abutment, subject to a geotechnical
investigation. Active erosion in the channel
below would remain a concern and a detailed
fluvial geomorphic assessment would be
recommended to complement the
geotechnical investigation.

Any engineered solution in this regard would
require major earthworks, mechanical
stabilization of the slope and armouring of the
watercourse (see #1, above). The deep, steep
valley makes this approach improbable.

KNOWLEDGE

RESEARCH

The Ellesmere Ravine is an aesthetically
pleasing, forested valley and could be an ideal
section of The Meadoway multi-use trail. There
is an opportunity to take advantage of this and
incorporate a trail structure that spans the
entire valley. This would remove the risks
associated with the channel valley erosion and
would eliminate concerns regarding access
into the steep valley. Passive rehabilitation
(trash removal, etc.) of the channel below
would still be recommended if a full valley
span is the preferred solution.
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6. Conclusions and Next Steps
GRA undertook fluvial geomorphic assessment of the potential watercourse crossing along the
proposed multi-use trail for Sections 3, 5 and 6 of The Meadoway. The objective was to inform
the ongoing Class EA study and detailed design.
The assessment characterized the existing geomorphological conditions and processes acting within the
channel and identified opportunities and constraints for the placement of the watercourse crossings.
Recommendations with regards to crossing locations were put forward.
This information will be combined with other assessments and recommendations as input to selection of the
preferred trail alignment and of watercourse crossing locations. Once these locations have been identified,
detailed geomorphic assessments will be undertaken (where necessary). This will include identifying the
1:50yr and 1:100yr erosion limits. The results of the geomorphic assessments will be used to determine
design recommendations for bridges (e.g. span width, abutment placement, setback distance) and,
potentially, for channel rehabilitation designs.
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The exact position of the buried
sanitary sewer should be confirmed,
lest it a) be impacted by future channel
bed degradation or b) restrict the
placement of the bridge footings.
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It is unclear if a crossing structure can
be integrated into the existing concrete
channel infrastructure. Given the
condition of the concrete, this might
not possible. The concrete might have
to be rehabilitated or removed to
accommodate a bridge. It is
recommended that a structural
engineer assess the concrete and
provide recommendations regarding
the integration of the bridge (if
required).
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Constraints
A crossing structure may be required
to cross the drainage feature and the
SW-HC Tributary. Therefore, two
crossing structures might be required
for the multi-use trail through Section 3
of The Meadoway.
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Figure No.

MEADOWAY SECTION 3 AND SW-HC TRIBUTARY
GEOMORPHIC CONSTRAINTS, OPPORTUNITIES
AND CROSSING RECOMMENDATIONS

The concrete lining here offers an
opportunity to improve the
watercourse by rehabilitation. A
reach-scale channel rehabilitation
could address some of the erosion and
a revegetation plan could help to
establish a small riparian corridor for
the channel. A larger scale restoration
program would be required to
introduce natural channel elements
and replace the failing concrete with a
naturalized channel. This could be
made to be resistive to erosion, for
long-term protection of the bridge.

(b) Alternatively, if the trail was aligned
to follow the existing access path, the
existing drainage feature crossing
could be rehabilitated, and a new
crossing structure would only be
required for the SW-HC Tributary. This
could reduce potential erosional
impact to the channel and construction
efforts and costs.

Scale: 1:1500
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TRCA CONTOURS
RECEIVED 2018-11-09
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(a) If the trail was to be aligned south
of the drainage feature confluence
only one watercourse crossing
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would require the bridge to cross at a
concrete section of the watercourse.
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The valley beside the armoured
channel is vegetated and stable,
subject to confirmation by the
geotechnical engineering team.
This offers a gentler transition out
(east) of the watercourse crossing
and into a forest valley (compared
to the upstream steeper, eroding
valley wall).

The PanAm trail is planned for
construction through the Highland
Creek valley, downstream of
Ellesmere Road. Currently, there
is a temporary trail crossing under
the Ellesmere Road bridge and
this connection offers an
opportunity to link the two trails.
Further, positioning the bridge
closer to Ellesmere Road will
make that connection more
accessible for users of both trails.
There is also an aesthetic value
for motorist, if a prominent
crossing is visible from Ellesmere
Road.

1
1

2
2
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Opportunities

Upstream of the armoured section,
the exposed valley walls are
actively eroding and provide
further evidence for not selecting
this area for a watercourse
crossing.

An armoured section of Highland
Creek extends for approximately
50 m upstream of Ellesmere Road
and is a good candidate for
placement of a new crossing. The
channel here has been previously
stabilized and the armourstone
bank provide a good location for a
future crossing.
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Constraints
This natural section of Highland
Creek upstream of Elsmere Road
is highly unstable. Therefore,
positioning a crossing in an
unarmoured section of
watercourse here would be risky.
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Figure No.

MEADOWAY SECTION 5 AND HIGHLAND CREEK
GEOMORPHIC CONSTRAINTS, OPPORTUNITIES
AND CROSSING RECOMMENDATIONS
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The Ellesmere Ravine is a beautiful, forested
valley and could be an iconic section of The
Meadoway. There is an opportunity to take
advantage of this and incorporate a trail
structure that spans the entire valley. This
would remove the risks associated with the
channel valley erosion and would eliminate
concerns regarding access into the steep
valley. Passive rehabilitation (trash removal,
etc.) of the channel below would still be
recommended if a full valley span is the
preferred solution.

There is a small terraced section of valley set
approximately 15 m below the tablelands. This
could provide a staging point for the west
crossing abutment, subject to a geotechnical
investigation. Active erosion in the channel
below would remain a concern and a detailed
fluvial geomorphic assessment would be
recommended to complement the geotechnical
investigation.

There is an opportunity to provide localized
improvements to the watercourse and valley
health; localized channel rehabilitation could
address some of the erosion and a
revegetation plan could help stabilize the
valley.

Opportunities

Any engineered solution in this regard would
require major earthworks, mechanical
stabilization of the slope and armouring of the
watercourse (see #1, above). The deep, steep
valley make this approach improbable.

Valley Slope stability: It is recommended that a
detailed geotechnical assessment be
undertaken if crossing within the valley is to be
considered.

Constraints
Channel erosion: Due to the extensive and
active channel and valley erosion here,
infrastructure placed within the valley will be at
very high risk of failure due to persistent
degradation of the channel.
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Figure No.

MEADOWAY SECTION 6 AND ELLESMERE RAVINE
GEOMORPHIC CONSTRAINTS, OPPORTUNITIES
AND CROSSING RECOMMENDATIONS
Scale: 1:1500
AERIAL IMAGERY:
BING MAPS, 2018 Date Issued: 2019/01/15
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1.0

Introduction
Led by Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) in partnership with the Living City Foundation,
City of Toronto, Hydro One, and The W. Garfield Weston Foundation, The Meadoway will transform 16
kilometres of hydro corridor in Scarborough into one of the largest urban linear greenspaces in Canada.
The Meadoway builds on the success of the Gatineau Hydro Corridor Revitalization Project (GHCR),
which has resulted in the creation of 40 hectares of native meadow habitat by TRCA to date, as well as
the construction of approximately 10 km of multi-use trail. Eventually encompassing over 200 hectares
and spanning 16 linear kilometers, The Meadoway will incorporate all of the work completed as part of
GHCR and establish a full multi-use trail connection between the East Don Trail gateway and the Rouge
National Urban Park.
The planning, design, and implementation of the multi-use trail network will follow the Municipal
Engineers Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Schedule C process. The Class EA process meets
the intent of the EA Act by providing for: (1) the identification of problems or opportunities; (2) giving
due regard to the need to protect the environment and minimize effects; and (3) consulting with the
public and affected stakeholders early and throughout the decision making process.
Through the Class EA, a range of potential multi-use trail alignments will be identified and evaluated in
order to determine a preferred main route that will connect the existing trail sections and provide a
complete multi-use trail for the entire Meadoway study area. Related elements, such as habitat
restoration areas and community access points, will also be considered in the planning process.
This Alternative Crossing Locations and Hydraulic Design Criteria report is completed in support of the
Class EA and will be included with the project record.
The Class EA addresses only the incomplete sections
of The Meadoway:
x
x
x

‘Section 3’ which crosses the Southwest
Tributary of Highland Creek;
‘Section 5’ which crosses Highland Creek; and
‘Section 6’ which crosses Ellesmere Ravine.

THIS REPORT PROVIDES INPUT TO
ALTERNATIVE TRAIL ALIGNMENTS AND
WATERCOURSE CROSSING LOCATIONS
BEING CONSIDERED.

Toronto Region Conservation Authority
Alternative Watercourse Crossing Locations and Hydraulic Design Criteria (Final)
- The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail
June 27, 2019 – 18-8533

2
The locations of the new watercourse crossings within The Meadoway and in relation to each other are
outlined in Figure 1.
Note that the Class EA originally included Section 7, which crossed the Rouge River. Per direction from
TRCA, Section 7 will now be considered as one of the complete sections of The Meadoway corridor
through adopting an existing multi-use trail between Conlins Road and Meadowvale Road as part of the
corridor, as well as an existing cycle route to the Toronto Zoo and the Rouge National Urban Park.
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PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT
This report documents relevant existing conditions and
design considerations from a water resources
perspective for the three potential new watercourse
crossings on the Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek
(Section 3), Highland Creek (Section 5), and Ellesmere
Ravine (Section 6).
The introduction of trails and structures around a
watercourse creates the potential for new obstructions
or ‘footprints’ that can alter not only flow paths of a
watercourse but also what areas may be affected by
flooding during storm events. As identified by TRCA’s
Crossing Guidelines (2015), the purpose of hydraulic
performance input to trail and structure design at early
planning stages is to understand flooding risks and to
identify design criteria to be used during engineering
design of the crossings to minimize potential risks.

FUTURE ANALYSIS, ENGINEERING
DESIGN
TO UNDERSTAND OR MITIGATE POTENTIAL
HYDRAULIC (E.G. FLOODING) IMPACT OF
NEW WATERCOURSE CROSSINGS, REVISIONS
TO THE EXISTING TRCA HYDRAULIC MODELS
WILL BE MADE.
IN HEC-RAS, CROSS SECTIONS ARE REQUIRED
UPSTREAM AND DOWNSTREAM OF A
WATERCOURSE CROSSING TO DEFINE A
STRUCTURE’S FOOTPRINT AND GEOMETRY.
DURING DETAIL DESIGN, NEW CROSSSECTION LOCATIONS WILL BE FINALIZED
REFLECTING THE CROSSING LOCATIONS
BEING IDENTIFIED AT THIS CURRENT STAGE.
THIS REVISED BASELINE ‘EXISTING
CONDITIONS’ MODEL WILL BE CONFIRMED
PRIOR TO ENCODING AND ASSESSING A
PROPOSED STRUCTURE.

Providing an overview of relevant existing conditions
and design considerations related to hydraulic
conditions in the vicinity of each of the three potential new watercourse crossings, this report presents
information that will be considered by the project team in the siting of watercourse crossings. Based on
the understanding of existing conditions, draft design criteria are proposed for use in the design of the
potential new watercourse crossings.
Flooding hazard assessment (the combination of hydrologic and hydraulic assessments) is also to be
understood in coordination with the geomorphic assessment of risk of scour, erosion, and long term
watercourse bed movement. The preliminary geomorphic assessment for this project has been
completed by GeoProcess Research Associates (GRA). The geomorphological context of each crossing is
summarized in the existing conditions, with the full geomorphic existing conditions report provided in
Appendix A.
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2.0

Hydrologic and Hydraulic Models
The proposed watercourse crossings for The Meadoway Trail System are on tributaries of Highland
Creek. The Highland Creek watershed covers 102 km2, and is one of the most urbanized river systems in
Toronto (TRCA, Watershed Report Card, 2018). The large amount of paved, impermeable surfaces in the
watershed means that during large rain storms there is a higher risk for a high volume of water,
potentially at high speed, to cause flooding and erosion damage.
As shown in Figure 2, the TRCA divides the Highland Creek into four subwatersheds – West Highland,
East Highland, Main Highland, and Centennial Creek. Section 3, Section 5, and Section 6 of The
Meadoway project include tributaries within the West Highland and East Highland subwatersheds of
Highland Creek.

Figure 2: Subwatersheds of Highland Creek
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A hydrologic study was not completed under this project; data for the Highland Creek system was
provided by TRCA and is summarized in Table 1. Flows in the Highland Creek were provided by TRCA for
2-year through 100-year events, as well as the Regional Event. The flows were developed following
standard conservative assumptions for future land uses and no regulation from stormwater
infrastructure. However, it is noted that the hydrologic modeling does not account for climate change
(personal correspondence, TRCA January 2019).
TRCA also provided the existing Hydrologic Engineering Centers River Analysis System (HEC-RAS)
modelling of Highland Creek for review. Understanding the existing hydraulics within the potential new
watercourse crossing corridors on Highland Creek reaches of the Meadoway project assists in the
development of decision-making criteria for the placement of the proposed structure within the
available area and design criteria for the future crossings. The stream reaches and cross-sections that
bound each Trail Section are presented in Table 1. Typical Hec-RAS cross sections for the project are
presented in Appendix B.
Table 1: Hec-RAS Model Information
SecƟon 3
SecƟon 6
SecƟon 5
Dorset Park Ellesmere RavineHighland Creek
Tributary to Highland Creek
Tributary to Highland Creek

Parameter
River (model ID)

Dorset Park

East - Markham

Ellesmere Ravine

Reach (model ID)

1

4

1

Upstream bounding watercourse
cross-secƟon (model ID)

103.04

605.20

604.48

Downstream bounding watercourse
cross-secƟon (model ID)

103.02

605.19

604.45

65.3

435.8

15.9

Regional Flows (m3/s)
3

100 Year Flows (m /s)

53.0

294.9

9.49

3

46.5

258.9

7.69

3

40.9

223.0

6.67

3

50 Year Flows (m /s)
25 Year Flows (m /s)
10 Year Flows (m /s)

33.4

179.3

5.44

3

27.6

145.3

4.61

3

19.7

99.0

3.79

5 Year Flows (m /s)
2 Year Flows (m /s)
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3.0

Existing Conditions
Existing floodplain, provided by TRCA, was reviewed to develop a high-level inventory of risk
considerations based on the proximity of essential services (e.g. hospitals, fire and police) to the
floodplain. Consideration is given to services which could be at risk due to flooding, and also to
understand their existing relationship to the floodplain.
This section of the report presents the existing hydraulic and geomorphic conditions at the potential
new watercourse crossings for The Meadoway. Overall general watercourse behavior and
geomorphology are discussed. Water elevations, velocities and flows at locations within the sections of
interest are presented from the TRCA’s existing model of Highland Creek.

3.1

Section 3 – Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek
Table 2: Section 3 Existing Conditions

ExisƟng CondiƟons within SecƟon 3
Approximate Maximum
Water Surface Elevation
(mASL)
Approximate width of
floodplain (m)

100-year

156.5

Regional

156.7

100-year

134.0

Regional

160.5

The Section 3 Crossing of The Meadoway trail system is
located within the West Highland subwatershed of the
Highland Creek watershed area, between Kennedy Road
and Midland Avenue, as shown in Figure 3A. The TRCA
HEC-RAS model identifies the watercourse in Section 3
of The Meadoway as the Dorset Park reach.

Visually, the channel is separated from the wide
floodplain (Figure 3B). Manicured grass comes to the
Regional
2.0
top of slope for the channel. Upstream and downstream
See representaƟve hydraulic cross secƟon in
of the Meadoway corridor, the Highland Creek Tributary
Appendix B.
is completely channelized and maintains a uniform
trapezoidal shape. Concrete sections observed are assumed to be for grade control, access, and/or
buried utility-pipe protection.
Approximate velocity of
water (m/s)

100-year

1.5

There was significant evidence of bank slumping, toe erosion and concrete channelization deterioration
through the study reach. This is consistent with review of the HEC RAS model, and floodplain mapping
which show a relatively wide inundation area. Further, the Midland Avenue culvert downstream from
the Meadoway Trial corridor does not convey design event storms with a return period greater than 10
years. For an arterial road, such a low conveyance suggests regular flooding of the area.
Surrounding schools and fire stations are located inside the regulatory floodplain approximately 300 m
upstream and downstream of the Meadoway corridor. Residential areas are in the immediate vicinity of
the proposed crossing of the Highland Creek Tributary is shown in Figure 3B. Hydraulic cross section for
the corridor is shown in Appendix B. Details of vulnerable infrastructure are found in Appendix C.
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Section 5 –Highland Creek Crossing
Table 3: Section 5 Existing Conditions

ExisƟng CondiƟons within SecƟon 5, Local
Study Area
Approximate Maximum
Water Surface Elevation
(mASL)

100-year

124.0

Regional

125.0

Approximate width of
floodplain (m)

100-year

127.5

Regional

165.0

Section 5 of The Meadoway Trail is located between
Scarborough Golf Club Road and Neilson Road. The
proposed watercourse crossing would occur across a
wide ravine (see Figure 4A). The HEC RAS model
identifies this watercourse as the East-Markham
reach of Highland Creek.

The corridor in this section is bounded by two road
crossings: the Military Trail at the upstream and
100-year
3.19
Approximate velocity of
water (m/s)
Ellesemere Road at the downstream. Significant
Regional
3.24
See representaƟve hydraulic cross secƟon in Appendix channel stabilization works are present
approximately 50 m upstream and continue
B.
downstream of the Ellesmere Road bridge crossing
of Highland Creek. Installed in 2012, these works were undertaken following a sanitary sewer break in
the channel. The channel was restored to follow present-day meander pattern but hardened and
reinforced treatments were constructed. Figure 4B provides a closer view of the location with
infrastructure labeled.
The full ravine is approximately 400 m wide, however, the Regional Flood plain width is 165 m; therefore
the floodplain is fully contained within the ravine and does not encroach on the toe of the ravine slopes.
Within the Meadoway corridor channel velocities are high, as noted in Table 3, and there is evidence of
bank erosion and of sediment mobility. On the east bank, there is a defined steep valley slope. In the
north east quadrant the eastern slope has clearly exposed soil and evidence of slumping and erosion.
The western bank overall has an unconfined meadow and floodplain before the valley slope. Particular
consideration of erosion will be required in this area. For more information, refer to Appendix A.
Vulnerable Infrastructure in the vicinity is shown in Figure 4B and also shown in hydraulic cross section
in Appendix C.
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Section 6 –Ellesmere Ravine Crossing
Table 4: Section 6 Existing Conditions

ExisƟng CondiƟons within SecƟon 5, Local
Study Area
Approximate Maximum
Water Surface Elevation
(mASL)

100-year

132.3

Regional

132.5

Approximate width of
floodplain (m)

100-year

9.0

Regional

10.0

Approximate velocity of
water (m/s)

100-year

2.6

Regional

3.0

Section 6 of The Meadoway Trail System runs from
Neilson Road to Conlins Road. The TRCA HEC RAS
model identifies this watercourse as the Ellesmere
reach.
The head of the Ellesmere Ravine is immediately south
of Military trail, originating at a storm sewer outlet.
The Meadoway Trail corridor crosses the ravine
approximately 100 m south of the head of the ravine
(Figure 5A).

As is common in upper reaches of ravine systems,
slumping and erosion are easily observed and several
trees have fallen into the valley. The active erosion increases risk of damage to any future trail
infrastructure (e.g. pathways and bridges) placed within the floodplain.

See representaƟve hydraulic cross secƟon in
Appendix B.

Due to the highly incised nature of the ravine, and relatively low flows, storm events are contained
within this valley reach and there are no critical infrastructure within the regulatory floodplain, as shown
in Figure 5B and also shown in hydraulic cross section in Appendix C. As would be expected at the
headwaters, flows are relatively limited and the floodplain itself is narrow. However the ravine itself is
approximately 150 m wide at the top.
Evidence of a history of extensive erosion and a system that is currently showing indicators of instability
are present. At multiple locations along the ravine previous channel stability measures (gabions, sheet
metal weirs) have failed, increasing localized areas of erosion and channel degradation.
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4.0

Design Considerations

4.1

Section 3: Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek
In the upstream half of this corridor there are two channels: a drainage pond outlet and the tributary of
Highland Creek (see Figure 3A). To avoid crossing two channels, construcƟng the Meadoway in this
secƟon is recommended to occur downstream of their conŇuence.
The Ňoodplain in this corridor is over 100 m wide. Comparing the 1:50 and 1:100 year Ňood levels does
not translate to a signiĮcant change in water elevaƟon (0.1 m). The Midland Avenue culvert on the
Tributary to Highland Creek is understood to be an exisƟng hydraulically limited structure. The exisƟng
area of the Meadoway is regularly inundated under the 1:25 year and greater events. The 1:100 year is
recommended as the design event to avoid backwater eīects.
A structure spanning the concrete channel infrastructure may result in minimal impact to the exisƟng
hydraulics compared to other crossing locaƟon possibiliƟes if the exisƟng channel infrastructure can be
maintained. A clear span structure outside the Ňoodplain may not be pracƟcal given the width of the
Regional Floodplain.
SecƟons of the Tributary to Highland Creek south of the conŇuence are lined with concrete. There is
opportunity for general channel rehabilitaƟon in this area.

4.2

Section 5: Highland Creek
Some road structures on this watercourse upstream of The Meadoway are predicted to overtop at the
regional event. There is no criƟcal infrastructure in the immediate Ňoodplain. However, hydraulically it is
recommended to design using a 1:100 year storm event for the soĸt clearance to avoid backwater
eīects.
The Highland Creek is characterized as being highly unstable and there are signiĮcant erosion risks in
this corridor. It is easily observed on aerial photography the evidence of acƟve migraƟon and slumping
on the east slope in the northern quadrant of the corridor.
The reach of Highland Creek in proximity to the Ellesemere Road provides stable, reinforced banks from
recent previous bank stabilizaƟon works creaƟng an area well suited for placement and the long-term
protecƟon of trail bridge infrastructure.
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4.3

Section 6: Ellesemere Ravine
No constraint is anƟcipated with establishing a structure with suĸcient clearance or span from a
hydraulic perspecƟve. The Regional event has a maximum Ňow width of approximately 10 m within The
Meadoway Corridor. VelociƟes present are within a range such that standard engineering measures
would be able to address protecƟon of a structure. Rather, the larger geotechnical and
geomorphological stability of the ravine will be the focus of review for determining the crossing locaƟon.
There is extensive and ongoing channel erosion and instability within the Ellesmere Ravine which would
pose constructability constraints to a bridge crossing within the ravine in this secƟon. A bridge to fully
span the ravine is recommended.
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5.0

Design Criteria
TRCA has established general design criteria for valley and stream crossings, TRCA Crossings Guidelines
(2015). Additionally, the City of Toronto Trail Guidelines, the Ministry of Transportation Ontario’s
Drainage Design Standards, and the Canadian Highway Bridge Design Code (CHBDC) were also
considered in establishing design criteria for The Meadoway watercourse crossing structures. The
recommended design criteria are summarized in Table 5.
Backwater Effect
In the Crossings Guideline for Valley and Stream Corridors (2015), TRCA requires a proposed crossing be
sized to convey the appropriate peak flow rate without increasing flood elevations for all standard
return events (the 2 to 100 and Regional storm) in the vicinity of the crossing. This approach is
consistent with other provincial and national guidelines for conveyance.
Design Flow
CHBDC will be utilized by the structural engineers in the design of the trail bridges. Separate from the
hydraulic performance of the structure, the CHBDC also requires design flow input to assess forces acted
on the structures. Flows from the TRCA’s models will be provided to the structural engineers for their
design work.
The three proposed crossing areas are quite varied in nature, from level crossings with established
channelization works at Section 3, to a valley bounded meadow at Section 5, to a deeply incised ravine
at Section 6. For each crossing, it is recommended that the structure span and soffit elevation
correspond to at least the 100-year return period water surface elevation and top width. This approach
promotes the protection of the existing channel and minimizes impacts to existing flow patterns
associated with the crossing. Where piers are likely to be required they should be oriented to the
direction of flow and be placed outside the main channel; width of piers should be minimized to the
extent possible.
Predicting water levels under ice or debris jam, or the elevation of ice flow is difficult without historical
record of water levels under those conditions. It is common therefore to use an extreme storm event
(such as the 1:100 year event) to set the soffit elevation of the structure so that ice or debris under
typical conditions are likely to be able to be conveyed by the structure.
Check Flow
In addition to flood risk to surroundings, design criteria looks at potential for impact to the physical
structure itself. In this case, the trail crossings do not need to provide a high level of service during flood
conditions; they are not part of emergency access, for example. However, trail structures, if placed
within a given storm event’s floodplain, will have a corresponding risk of damage. These structures in
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comparison to a typical vehicular bridge are often smaller and lighter and may be more prone to
damage from any hydraulic force. The Check Flow is used for structural integrity and scour design
assessment and protection. Therefore the application of the CHBDC standard of twice the design flood is
recommended.
Vertical Clearance
The clearance between the soffit of the crossing and the design water level will protect the structure
from damage from debris, etc., as well as mitigating the risk of pressurized flow which could also
damage the structure. Standard design approach for clearance is 0.3 m and will be recommended.
Geomorphological ‘Erosion Limit’
In the case of new crossings, TRCA’s Guidelines recommend that for large watercourses (drainage areas
greater than 25 km2) or rapidly eroding watercourses that abutments be placed outside the 1:100 year
erosion limit. Future assessment will determine if any of the crossings are rapidly eroding. Based on the
current overview provided by GeoProcess Research Associates (Appendix A), such targeted assessment
is recommended for Highland Creek and Ellesmere Ravine. Detailed erosion protection and bank
stabilization design may be completed to facilitate minimizing the length of the crossing, if deemed
appropriate.
Table 5: Water Resources Design Criteria for Watercourse Crossings on The Meadoway
Parameter
Design ConsideraƟons
Recommended Criteria
Backwater Eīects

No impact to regulatory Ňoodplain 1
No signiĮcant impact to the Ňoodplain of all standard
return events.1,2

Design Flow

Minimum return of 50 year for the design event unless 1:100 Year
otherwise speciĮed by TRCA. 3
ConĮrm on a site by site basis. 1,2,3

Check Flow

Crossings shall be designed to withstand a check Ňood 2 x Design Flow.
without endangering the integrity of the structure and
without approach embankment failure. 1,3
ConsideraƟon will be given to the
Regulatory event if area is high risk
The check Ňood shall have a return period of at least for erosion.
twice the design Ňood unless otherwise speciĮed by
the Regulatory Authority. 3

VerƟcal Clearance

Bed Movement
And Erosion
(Geomorphology)

Clearance between the soĸt of the structure and
design high water level will be suĸcient to prevent
damage to the structure by the acƟon of water, ice
Ňoes, or debris. 1,2,3

Consider Ňooding extents and
inundaƟon depth for all return
events.

Soĸt will be 0.3 m above Design
Flow.
Review records to conĮrm if area is
prone to ice and therefore requires
further protecƟon.

Bridge abutment placements should be outside the 50- Targeted assessment will be
year erosion limit, with a minimum standard of the 25 provided for crossings on the
year erosion limit. In high risk unstable watercourses Highland Creek and Ellesmere
the 100 year erosion limit shall be used. 1
Ravine.
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Parameter

Design ConsideraƟons

Recommended Criteria

DeterminaƟon shall be made based on stability,
drainage area, and service life of the structure. Hard
bank stabilizaƟon measures may also be used to
construct abutments in closer proximity to top of bank.
1

TRCA Crossings Guidelines (2015)

2

MTO Drainage Design Standards (2008)

3

CHBDC
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Figure B1 – Section 3 Corridor Typical Cross Section (Cross Section 103.03)
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Figure B2: Section 5 Corridor Typical Cross Section (Cross Section 605.20)
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FigureB3: Section 6 Corridor Typical Cross Section (Cross Section 604.47)
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Close Proximity Vulnerable Infrastructure
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Figure C1: Section 3 - Highland Creek, Dorset Park Reach Profile - Vulnerable Infrastructure near Section 3 Corridor
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Figure C2: Section 5 – Highland Creek, East Markham Reach Profile – Vulnerable Infrastructure near Section 5
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Figure C3: Section 6 – Highland Creek, Ellesmere Ravine Reach Profile – Vulnerable Infrastructure near Section 6
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STAGE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT: THE MEADOWAY

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
A Stage 1 archaeological assessment has been undertaken per internal Toronto and Region
Conservation Authority (TRCA) policy outlined in the Archaeology Resource Management
Services Guidelines and Procedures in support of a proposed multi-use (paved) trail
connection from downtown Toronto to Rouge Park. This linear, 16-kilometre active
transportation link will connect numerous greenspaces and neighborhoods while enhancing
meadow habitats within the City of Toronto to create a new urban park called The Meadoway.
The project area is situated within a hydro corridor primarily on Hydro One land, with access
entrances from several parks along the corridor length.
Permission for this assessment was granted to TRCA Archaeology and Cultural Heritage by
the TRCA. No property inspection was completed during this assessment. As a result, no
permission to enter was required from regional, municipal, or private land owners.
The review of geographic and cultural features, with careful consideration of available aerial
photography, has indicated that the Meadoway project area has the potential for buried
cultural resources.
In light of these results, the following recommendations are made:
x

A Stage 2 archaeological assessment is required in all of the areas identified as
holding potential prior to any ground disturbing activities within the boundaries of the
Meadoway project area. Areas determined to hold potential must be subject to
archaeological test pit survey at five metre intervals prior to any ground disturbing
activities, in accordance with the 2011 Standards and Guidelines, published by MTCS.

x

Portions classified as having low or no archaeological potential due to deep and
extensive disturbance or physical features (e.g., permanently wet areas, steep slope)
must be subjected to an on-site visual survey to confirm and document their nature
and extent. Only then can these areas be exempt from Stage 2 test pit survey.

x

Future areas determined for construction that are not covered by this Stage 1
archaeological assessment such as staging areas, temporary access roads, etc.,
should also be subject to a Stage 1 archaeological assessment, and if recommended,
a Stage 2 archaeological assessment.
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1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT
1.1

Development Context

A Stage 1 archaeological assessment has been undertaken per internal Toronto and Region
Conservation Authority (TRCA) policy outlined in the Archaeology Resource Management
Services Guidelines and Procedures in support of a proposed multi-use (paved) trail
connection from downtown Toronto to Rouge Park. This linear, 16-kilometre active
transportation link will connect numerous greenspaces and neighborhoods while enhancing
meadow habitats within the City of Toronto to create a new urban park called The Meadoway.
The project area is situated within a hydro corridor primarily on Hydro One land, with access
entrances from several parks along the corridor length (Maps 1 and 2).
The project area is situated within:
x
x

x

Lot 1, Concession 4 East of Yonge Street (E) and Lot 5, Concession 3 From the Bay
(FTB), in the Geographic Township of York, historic County of York
Lots 25 to 35, Concession D, Lots 15 to 25, Concession 1, Lots 6 to 16, Concession
2, and Lots 1 to 6, Concession 3, in the Geographic Township of Scarborough,
historic County of York; and,
Lots 34 to 35, Concession I, in the Geographic Township of Pickering, historic County
of Ontario;

For ease of discussion and visual presentation, the Meadoway project area was subdivided
into western, centre and eastern sections. Generally, the Western Section includes the
western limit of the project area to approximately McCowan Road, the Central Section
continues from McCowan Road to Morningside Avenue, and the Eastern Section includes
Morningside Avenue to the eastern limit of the project area.
Permission for this assessment was granted to TRCA Archaeology and Cultural Heritage by
the TRCA. No property inspection was completed during this assessment and no permission
to enter was required from regional, municipal, or private land owners. Stage 2 archaeological
assessments will be determined on the results of the Stage 1 assessment.

1.2

Traditional Territories and Treaties

The TRCA’s jurisdiction encompasses the overlapping Traditional territories and Treaty areas
relating to the Anishinaabe, Haudenosaunee, Huron-Wendat, and Métis nations. TRCA lands
contain hundreds of known ancestral archaeological sites, as well as the high potential to
discover more.
The treaty making process began during the 1700s in Ontario and continued through to the
twentieth century. The treaties most relevant to the Greater Toronto Area (GTA) include the
Treaties of 1701, the Toronto Purchase (1805), the Head of the Lake Treaty (1806), the
Ajetance Treaty (1818), and the Williams Treaties (1923), which are briefly discussed below.

TRCA ARCHAEOLOGY AND CULTURAL HERITAGE

1|P a g e

STAGE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT: THE MEADOWAY

During the late seventeenth century, Britain and France were locked in a struggle to establish
trade dominance in the Great Lakes Region. The French had allied with the Huron-Wendat
and Anishinaabe, while the British were aided by the Haudenosaunee or Five Nations Iroquois
(Mohawk, Oneida, Onondaga, Cayuga and Seneca Nations). Both the Huron and Iroquois
claimed the lands north of Lake Ontario as part of their traditional hunting territory.
The 1701 Albany deed, also known as the Nanfan Treaty of 1701, between the Five Nations
Iroquois and the British Crown identified beaver hunting grounds in the environs of Lakes
Ontario, Erie, Huron and Michigan and included southwestern Ontario. The map
accompanying the ceded area was made by Samuel Clowes, protracted by John Nanfan who
was the Lieutenant Governor of New York at the time. Clowes Map of 1701 is currently
accepted by the courts as the geographic extent of the Nanfan Treaty. However, the Iroquois
had been pushed out of these territories before the end of the seventeenth century, and a
large portion of the beaver hunting grounds described in the deed were also claimed and in
use by the French and their First Nation allies, the Huron-Wendat and Anishinaabe Nations, at
the time of this surrender.
Following the Seven Years’ War, Britain became the dominant colonial power in North
America. By the late eighteenth century, it was the Anishinaabeg Mississauga who resided
along the north shore of Lake Ontario and in the Trent River valley, and the Chippewas
resided around Lake Simcoe, the Bruce Peninsula, and the Thames River valley. The Five
Nations Iroquois at the time were not residing within the region. A number of land surrenders
(the Upper Canada Land Surrenders of 1763-1830) occurred between the Crown and the
Chippewas, the Mississauga, and the now Six Nations of the Iroquois Confederacy, that
potentially affect lands within the GTA.
The Johnson-Butler Purchase was arranged in 1787 with the Mississauga and involved the
surrender of a large tract of land along the north shore of Lake Ontario between the Trent
River to the east and the Etobicoke River to the west, north to Lake Simcoe. However, due to
irregularities in the document, particularly the lack of a detailed description of the land
surrendered, the Crown determined the treaty to be invalid but did not rectify the issue until
1805, where the land was formally purchased from the Mississauga under the Toronto
Purchase in 1805. Under the new agreement, the Mississauga reserved exclusive fishing
rights on Etobicoke Creek. A day after, the Crown sought to purchase the lands immediately
west of the Toronto Purchase Treaty (Treaty 13). In return for the lands, the Mississaugas
received £1000 and the sole right to fish at the Credit River, as well as a one-mile strip of land
on each of its banks. These terms were signed in 1806 under the Head of Lake Treaty (Treaty
14).
Following the Chippewas cession of land to the Crown in 1818 under the Lake SimcoeNottawasaga Treaty, the Crown wished to purchase adjacent lands from the Mississauga.
This area includes part of the present day cities of Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon. The
Ajetance Treaty (Treaty 19) was negotiated in 1818, where 648,000 acres of lands were
exchanged for an annual amount of goods.
The Williams Treaties negotiated the surrender of a large tract of land in central and southern
Ontario, which involved the Rama, Beausoleil, Georgina Island, Scugog Island, Alderville,
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Hiawatha, and Curve Lake First Nations and the Crown in 1923. These treaties were to
account for the absence of documentation tied to the Gunshot Treaty of 1788, the northern
boundary of which was to be established as far back as one could hear a gun shot from Lake
Ontario. Part of the lands included in the Williams Treaties encompasses the southern part of
the Rouge River Valley and in territory claimed by The Mississaugas of the Credit. Given that
the Mississaugas were not a signatory of the Williams Treaty and did not surrender their
interest in the lands, they claim unextinguished aboriginal title to the Rouge River Valley tract.
Differing interpretations of these historic treaties have been the subject of several land claims
brought to federal and provincial courts over Aboriginal rights, rights to land, and traditional
uses of that land. Descendants of Indigenous peoples who occupied Ontario prior to European
settlement are actively involved in consultations with the provincial and federal governments
relating to ancestral sites (particularly burial grounds and other sacred spaces) and proposed
projects that have the potential to impact ancestral territories and Indigenous rights under the
Canadian constitution. These descendant communities reside on reserve lands and in urban
areas throughout Ontario, in the Province of Quebec, and in the States of Kansas and New
York.
The TRCA has formulated Engagement Guidelines to provide guidance on stewardship and
management decisions within the archaeological assessment process and other TRCA land
management processes. These guidelines outline our commitment to growing our
relationships with Anishinaabe, Huron-Wendat, Haudenosaunee and Métis communities,
whether that be relatively informal partnerships in various initiatives or in formal engagement
for large-scale projects.
We acknowledge that the archaeological assessment reported here was undertaken within
Traditional Territories and Treaty Lands, in particular those of the Mississaugas of the Credit
First Nation, as well as the Huron-Wendat, the Anishinaabeg of the Williams Treaty First
Nations, and the Haudenosaunee. We recognize the Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation
as stewards of the lands, waters and resources of their territory, including archaeological
resources and cultural heritage values. As stewards of land and water resources within the
greater Toronto region the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority appreciates and
respects the history and diversity of the land, recognizes our shared values and interests, and
is grateful to have the opportunity to work in this territory.
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2.0 Background
Following the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists set by the
Ministry of Tourism, Culture, and Sport (MTCS), this background study includes the following
research information and sources:
x

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

the most current list of archaeological sites from the Ontario Archaeological Sites
Database (OASD) and TRCA records for the presence of sites in and within onekilometre of the project area;
previous archaeological field work within a radius of 50 metres around the project
area;
topographic maps at 1:10,000 (recent and historical) or the most detailed scale
available;
historic settlement maps and atlases;
known archaeological management plans or other archaeological potential mapping;
aerial photography (both recent and historical);
title deeds and other land registry documents;
historical land use and ownership records including assessment rolls, census records
and commercial directories;
organizations with oral or written information about the land use of the project area and
area;
secondary historical document sources such as local and regional histories and
academic research; and,
known built heritage resources within one-kilometre of the project area.

The background investigation for the project area encompasses the historical and cultural
contexts of the people who lived both within and adjacent to the project area boundaries.
Archival research of historic and modern heritage documents was conducted using available
resources through the Ontario Archives, Collections Canada and various internet genealogical
resources to provide a detailed synopsis of Euro-Canadian/Settlement period families on
these properties. Relevant heritage documents accessed for this study included nineteenthcentury surveyor’s maps and land abstracts for each property. Secondary sources that
document the settlement of York, Scarborough, and Pickering Townships, villages, and the
surrounding areas were also reviewed.
In addition to archival research, a review of documented nineteenth- and twentieth-century
property alterations within the project area provides the means to evaluate the potential for
cultural heritage resources and landscapes to remain intact within undisturbed pockets of
these properties. Despite the level of archaeological potential evaluated through the modelling
process, the potential for encountering intact resources is often mitigated by the degree of
modern development and construction activities, largely in urban and near urban settings.
Detailed archival research into historic and modern heritage documents was conducted as a
component of this study and is presented in Section 2.1.
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2.1

Local Historic Environmental Context

Archival research into historic and modern heritage documents was conducted as a
component of this study. A brief historical overview of the historic environment is provided
below, following which an in depth review of the local area historical context is detailed.
2.1.1

Prehistoric Environment

10,000 years ago, Early Lake Ontario was considerably smaller than the earlier Lake Iroquois.
This low water phase began around 11,400 BP when the St. Lawrence River outlet became
established. Climatic changes during the Holocene were the result of “interplay of movements
of continental cyclonic weather systems, fluctuating Great Lakes levels and associated
climatic influences, and site-specific microclimate regimes" (Karrow and Warner 1990:35).
Changes in forest composition reflect these climatic changes. During the Early Holocene
ameliorating winters and warm, dry summers that were longer and warmer than present
resulted in changes in the landscape in southern Ontario from treeless tundra to spruce forest
by ca. 10,000 BP (Karrow and Warner 1990:33-35).
After 10,000 BP a gradual increase in atmospheric humidity in conjunction with warm
summers led to the replacement of spruce forests by jack pine which were dominant between
9800 and 8500 BP but were replaced by white pine by 8000 BP, suggesting a gradual
increase in humidity and a continuation of hot summers. These forests would have been
similar to, although not directly analogous with a modern boreal forest, insofar as a variety of
hardwood and mast trees such as oak were present. In this relatively open boreal forest,
subsistence resources were probably woodland caribou and/or elk, moose, beaver, hare and
fish (Dibb 2004:126; Lennox 2002:8). With the exception of a mid-Holocene warm/dry period
between 6,000 and 3,000 years ago (Yu and McAndrews 1994:151), after ca. 7,500 years ago
the southern Ontario climate shifted from deglacial to postglacial (Yu 2003:387), and
experienced an essentially modern but slightly drier climate. Mixed coniferous-deciduous
forest dominated the region. Subsistence resources at this time likely included a wide variety
of aquatic animals, as well as waterfowl attracted to the riverine and marsh environment. Deer,
fish, beaver, hare, duck and turtle as well as seasonal plants such as berries, sedges and nut
trees were all possible food items established at this time (Ellis et al. 1990:111-114; Jamieson
2002:31; Ritchie 1994:34). Sand plains were rich in nut bearing trees such as oak, hickory,
chestnut, walnut and beech. The well drained soils in this area were highly suited for growing
Native horticultural crops and along with the rich food sources in the environment would have
provided an ideal locale for more sedentary agriculturalists that populated southern Ontario
after A.D. 900 (Karrow and Warner 1990:14).
2.1.2

Historic Environment

The western end of the project area lies within the Don River watershed, which covers an area
measuring 360 square kilometres in size. The river itself measures 38 kilometres in length and
is comprised of two main branches, the East Don River and the West Don River. A number of
tributaries branch off from each arm of the Don River, providing a network of watercourses
throughout the watershed. The two main branches of the Don River converge at what has
become known as the Forks of the Don, located approximately eight kilometers north of Lake
Ontario. At the time of European arrival to the Toronto area, there existed a path connecting
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the Don River to the Humber River. This path linked the Don River to the Toronto Carrying
Place Trail , a travel and trade route utilized by First Nations that connected the Toronto area
north to the Holland River and beyond to the upper lakes. As a result, the Don River was
utilized by First Nations as both a major corridor for travel and as an excellent resource for
food.
The river was originally known by various Indigenous names including Necheng Qua Kekonk
and Wonscoteonoch. The latter may be interpreted as “black burnt lands” which may refer to
fire damage. The river received its English name in 1793 when Simcoe realized the similarities
between the Ontario River and the River Don in Yorkshire. During the nineteenth century, a
number of industries sprang up along the Lower Don and pollution soon contaminated the
mouth of the river. During the late nineteenth century, the river was straightened with a
channel to create harbor space and divert pollution. The river became increasingly polluted
during the twentieth century as over 30 sewage treatment facilities were constructed and
industrial refuse was dumped along the river. By the 1960s the river was polluted nearly
beyond repair. However, in recent years, successful efforts have been made to restore the
Don.
The Don River valley lands were known for its steep, picturesque banks overlooking lush flood
plains and marsh land made of dark, nutrient-rich soil. The valley lands were filled with a wide
variety of trees and fruit-bearing bushes, a diverse collection of wildlife, and a river teeming
with many species of fish. As a result, the Don River Valley was well-known for its hunting and
fishing, was a perfect location for agricultural and manufacturing purposes, and was a
preferred camping and picnicking locale. It is not surprising that First Nations, as well as the
Europeans who immigrated to Upper Canada, regarded the Don River Valley as a place of
great beauty and natural wealth.
European settlement along the Don did not begin to grow with any regularity until the 1820's
and even then remained sparse, with large areas of rural forest interspersed with homesteads
until the 1900's. This was due in part to the lands west of the Don River being held as a
government reserve (for military purposes, and then for a hospital endowment), while lands
east of the Don were separated from the urban center of York by the river itself. The lands
west of the Don remained as government reserves from the late eighteenth century until the
late 1820’s when the land was surveyed and offered for sale to prospective buyers.
The ecology of the Don Valley prior to the 1820's is described as dense forests thick with
numerous species of trees and shrubs. The earliest account of a population estimate for
European settlers in the Don is from 1797 when 35 men and 34 women were accounted for.
Clearing the forest along the Don was a slow process that was still ongoing well into the
1900’s. During the mid-1800’s, sufficient land had been cleared to pasture cattle in some parts
of the valley. The numerous mills meant that mill races and mill ponds were a constant along
the Don River from the 1790’s onward. The multitude and variety of trees throughout the Don
River valley offered ample material for homesteads, barns and cottages for those earliest
settlers, and supplied sufficient lumber for the large industrial mill complex that became
synonymous with the Don.
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The Don River was known to have regular flooding episodes. Large areas of land surrounding
the river were prone to seasonal flooding, varying in severity from only a few acres to large
swaths of land equaling hundreds of acres. This was witnessed in the floods of 1850, 1878,
and most recently in 1954 with Hurricane Hazel, which cost 81 people in Ontario their lives.
Broad marshland extended out from the mouth of the Don where it empties into Lake Ontario.
These flooding events caused the course of the Don River and its tributaries to change. Slight
errors are not unusual for the nineteenth century maps, but it is reasonable to expect that the
course of the river has changed due to the effects of nineteenth century milling activities along
the Don, storm events and erosion during the past 300 years, and urban development during
the last 75 years.
Moving eastward, the majority of the project area falls within the Highland Creek watershed
near Kennedy Road. The Highland Creek forms the historical heart of Scarborough, a former
municipality within the amalgamated City of Toronto. Although smaller in watershed area and
length than the nearby Rouge River, it nevertheless contributed to the development of the
township.
For more than 10,000 years this area witnessed a rich pageant of human history: Indigenous
hunters and farmers, European explorers, traders, soldiers, surveyors, farmers and finally,
suburbanites. They all came to use the creek in some way; to make it their home and to earn a
living. Today, the creek has been surrounded by urban development and its watershed bears
little resemblance to the more natural beauty of its past. Only the majestic Scarborough
Highlands or Bluffs, from which the creek derives its name, look much the same as they
always have; frowning down forbiddingly upon sailors on the lake.
A major landmark on the north shore of Lake Ontario, the Scarborough Highlands lent their
name to the creek immediately below them from the beginning. Its Mississauga name,
recorded in 1796, “Yat.qui.I.be.no.nick,” and all subsequent names reflect its geographical
position as the first creek below the high land. Travelers going westward on the lake would
often camp at the mouth of the Highland Creek rather than attempt a passage along the base
of the Bluffs in darkness or bad weather.
The story of the Highland Creek begins with the Indigenous peoples who walked this land
10,000 years ago in search of game and later planted the rich loamy soil with their crops of
maize, beans and squash. The French explorers and fur traders undoubtedly knew about the
Highland Creek and probably explored it and camped along its banks. However, it was always
overshadowed by the Rouge River to the east. The presence of the established east branch of
the ‘Toronto Carrying Place Trail’ along the Rouge reaching all the way to the Holland River
and the route to the upper lakes, meant that the Highland Creek did not figure as prominently
in the history of Ontario compared to the nearby Rouge River. However, a minor Indigenous
trail along the east bank of the Creek became, for a short time, an official road.
The arrival of Lieutenant-Governor John Graves Simcoe in 1796 began the formal period of
land grants and settlement of Scarborough including the lands of the Highland Creek
watershed. The lands that became Scarborough Township are believed to have been acquired
by the British from the native Mississaugas in 1787 negotiations outside of the larger Toronto
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Purchase. Scarborough was incorporated as a township in 1850, then a borough of
Metropolitan Toronto in 1967, a city in 1983 and finally in 1998 it was amalgamated with other
municipalities as the City of Toronto. Originally called Glasgow, the township was later named
in honour of the Duke of York and the Yorkshire town of Scarborough. The white lakeside cliffs
reminded Simcoe’s wife Elizabeth of the gray cliffs of the English town.
Settlement of Scarborough began when David and Mary Thomson and their six children
traveled along an “Indian trail” to take up residence on Lot 24, Concession I on a tributary of
the Highland Creek. The trail they followed was later improved and called Danforth Road.
Settlement of the area was slow to take hold. By March of 1800 there were only eleven
persons living in Scarborough. Eight were members of the Thomson family and the remaining
three were friends of theirs from Scotland. It was not until the 1820s that the population of the
whole township equaled that of the seventeenth century Seneca village of Ganatsekiagon,
estimated at some 500 to 800 persons and located at the mouth of the Rouge River.
The extensive marsh at the mouth of the Highland and its ague-breeding mosquitoes
discouraged settlers. So did the “pine plains” near the lakeshore which were shunned by early
farmers who saw them as evidence of poor soil. Settlement was largely confined to the middle
and upper reaches of the watershed. The mouth of the Highland was used as anchorage for
schooners and other watercraft and before the advent of the railway bridge and its effect on
the river’s outlet, a vessel of less than 100 tons burden could pass up the creek for about a
mile from the lakeshore.
The mouth of the creek is the subject of a colourful and apocryphal tale. A Thomas Adams is
said to have dumped his cargo of guns, ammunition and brass kettles into the marsh lest the
enemy seize them during the War of 1812. Over the years this story has been embellished to
include an army pay chest brimming with gold. Many a treasure seeker has been disappointed
in his search for gold at the mouth of the Highland Creek. Its treasures remain of the floral and
faunal kind.
Continuing eastward past Dean Park Road, the project area ends in the Rouge River
watershed. Not much is known or written historically about topics such as terrestrial or aquatic
diversity that attracted people to the Rouge River. There is, however, a great deal of
information on the movement of people through the landscape. At the time of European
settlement in the Toronto area, the Toronto Carrying Place Trail was a well-known travel and
trade route utilized by First Nations and French Explorers that connected the Toronto area to
the Holland River in the north.
In the winter of 1614-1615, Samuel de Champlain traversed the Ottawa-French River canoe
route and made his way to Huronia. While wintering in a Huron village and learning the
customs and culture of the people, he explored this new territory and sent colleagues on
errands that took them through, what was for them, uncharted territory. While there is no direct
evidence that either Champlain or his associate Etienne Brûlé ventured into the watershed of
the Rouge, Brûlé explored the Humber arm of the Toronto Carrying Place Trail on his way to
an embassage with the allies of the Hurons to the south of the Great Lakes. Presumably he
would have learned of the existence of the Rouge arm of this Trail during his exploration.
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These two arms of the Toronto Carrying-Place Trail seem to have been used as alternative
routes depending upon the preferences of the users, the direction in which they were
travelling, and the political situation prevailing at the time. Both arms are nearly the same
length, the Rouge path being slightly longer at 37 kilometers in length. Both arms lead
travelers from the shores of Lake Ontario over the Oak Ridges Moraine and down to the
Holland River-Lake Simcoe watershed, and thence into Georgian Bay and the upper Great
Lakes. This relatively easy passage cut short the long and often dangerous journey via
Niagara Falls, Lake Erie and Lake St. Clair. These trails also appear to be favoured during
different times in the past. Based upon archaeological evidence of settlement patterns and
documents dating to the French period in Ontario, the Rouge arm seems to have been the one
in use earlier. The Humber branch was favoured later and at the time of European contact.
Sulpician priests from Montreal, Fathers Fénelon and d’Urfé, arrived at the foot of the Rouge
trail in 1669, where they decided to establish their mission. The winter of this occupation is the
first recorded residence of Europeans in the vicinity of Toronto. The Seneca village of
Ganatsekwyagon was established here at about the same time, with her sister village of
Teiaiagon set up at the foot of the Humber arm of the portage. This same year, notable
explorers Péré and Joliet, camped at Ganatsekwyagon before they made their way up the
Toronto passage to Lake Superior to search for a fabled copper mine. The first detailed map
of the Lake Ontario region has been ascribed to Joliet and was drawn not earlier than 1673.
This is the first map upon which the name “Toronto” appears. Both Teiaiagon and
Ganatsekwyagon appear as well as a dotted line indicating the Rouge branch of the CarryingPlace Trail. Ganatsekwyagon was strategically placed near the mouth of the Rouge to
intercept traffic to the upper lakes and to control the flow of furs and trade goods on their way
to and from the Dutch, English and French. The village was relatively short-lived from about
1665 to 1687 when it appears to have been abandoned.
The Rouge River was relatively quiet during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth century.
It was not until United Empire Loyalists from the United States arrived to claim land set aside
for them by British administration. Settlers were required to adhere to the Settlement Duty
Agreement, which required a clearing of five acres, a dwelling and clearing the surveyed road
fronting the lot, all within five years. Caravans of European Settlers settled in the Rouge,
including a well-known group called the Berczy Germans. Berczy was a business man who
organized a group of German Mennonites to immigrate to the New World and settle in
Markham Township in 1794. Berczy is also noted for clearing and improving the Rouge arm of
the Toronto Carrying-Place Trail. There are accounts of some of the settlers travelling along
the Rouge in bateau and thence on a trail to reach their lots in Markham. Berczy wrote that the
Rouge was navigable by canoe and bateau as far upstream as Lot 6, Concession III and that
a sharp bend in the river here would make a good landing place for off-loading goods to the
trail. This area was in the nineteenth century the location of Kirkham’s Mill.
By the mid-late nineteenth century, the ancient Rouge Trail had passed out of use. Kingston
Road or Highway 2 had been improved to an all-weather thoroughfare. Highway 48, the
Markham Road was now the main north-south road in the watershed. As is the case with all
the townships around Toronto, the rural areas surrounding the Rouge River experienced
depopulation after the mid-nineteenth century. These same areas underwent a population
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boom in the post-World War II years as returning veterans looked to the new suburbs to raise
their burgeoning families.
It should be noted that based upon the examination of historic maps, all three watercourses
have been illustrated with different alignments over time. Slight errors are not unusual for the
nineteenth century maps, but it is reasonable to expect that the course of the rivers have
changed due to the effects of nineteenth century milling activities, erosion, storm events from
the past 300 years, and urban development during the last 75 years. Specifically, land
modifications, such as a dam constructed to provide hydraulic power to the Milne Mills may
have resulted in permanent alterations to the alignment of the Rouge River.

2.2

Historic Context

The objectives of this background study are to provide “detailed documentary research
providing a record of the property’s archaeological and land use history and present condition”
(MTCS 2011). The following sections provide an inclusive review of the geographic and
cultural features of both the project area and its surroundings in order to evaluate the potential
for cultural resources. Archival research of the nineteenth-century settlement of the property
provides an historical overview of the local area and documentary evidence of twentieth and
twenty-first century construction, as well as a summary of the landscape history and use. This
research was completed to determine the potential for cultural materials to be recovered from
the project area, or conversely to identify if and where the project area has been subjected to
extensive modifications that have damaged or removed any archaeological potential.
The following historic background was written to document the chronological history of the
lands within the project area. The subsequent Pre-Contact chronology is constructed from
research contained within The Archaeology of Southern Ontario to A.D. 1650, edited by C.J.
Ellis and N. Ferris (1990). The Euro-Canadian period is presented from its broadest scale and
refined down to individual properties. That is, the discussion reviews the history of York and
Ontario Counties; York, Scarborough and Pickering Townships as well as the communities,
industries, and structural improvements located within the vicinity of the project area.
2.2.1

Pre-Contact History

PALEO PERIOD – 12,000 TO 10,000 BP
Twelve thousand years ago, as the glaciers retreated from southern Ontario, nomadic peoples
gradually moved into areas recently vacated by the massive ice-sheets. These people lived in
small family groups and it is presumed that they hunted caribou and other fauna associated
with the cooler environment of this time period. As the glaciers melted at the end of the last ice
age, the landscape of southern Ontario was very much like the tundra of the present day
eastern sub-arctic. Traditionally, the occupation of southern Ontario during the Paleo Period
has been associated with glacial lake shorelines, however recent investigations in the Toronto
vicinity indicate that these peoples also exploited interior locations situated inland from the
glacial lakes.
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INTENSE DIVERSIFICATION PERIOD – 10,000 TO 2,800 BP
As the climate in southern Ontario warmed, Indigenous populations adapted to these new
environments and associated fauna. Thus, many new technologies and subsistence strategies
were introduced and developed by the Indigenous peoples of this time period. Woodworking
implements such as groundstone axes, adzes, and gouges began to appear, as did netsinkers (for fishing), numerous types of spear points and items made from native copper,
which was mined from the Lake Superior region. The presence of native copper on
archaeological sites in southern Ontario and adjacent areas suggests that people were
involved in long range exchange and interaction. The trade networks established at this time
were to persist between Indigenous groups until European contact. To harvest the new riches
of the warming climate, the bands residing in southern Ontario followed an annual cycle, which
exploited seasonably available resources in differing geographic locales within watersheds. As
the seasons changed, these bands split into smaller groups and moved inland to exploit other
resources that were available during the fall and winter such as deer, rabbit, squirrel, and
bear, which thrived in the forested margins of these areas.
INITIAL WOODLAND PERIOD – 2,800 BP TO A.D. 700
Early in the Initial Woodland period, band size and subsistence activities were generally
consistent with the groups of the preceding Intense Diversification Period. Associated with the
earliest components of this cultural period is the introduction of clay pots. Additionally, around
two thousand years ago a revolutionary new technology, the bow and arrow, was brought into
southern Ontario and radically changed approaches to hunting and warfare. These two
technological innovations allowed for major changes in subsistence and settlement patterns.
As populations became larger, camps and villages with more permanent structures were
occupied longer and more consistently. Generally, these larger sites are associated with the
gathering of macrobands. Often these larger groups would reside in favourable locations to
cooperatively take advantage of readily exploitable resources. It was also during this period
that elaborate burial rituals and the interment of numerous exotic grave goods with the
deceased began to take place. Increased trade and interaction between southern Ontario
populations and groups as far away as the Atlantic coast and the Ohio Valley was also taking
place.
LATE WOODLAND PERIOD – A.D. 700 TO 1650
Around A.D. 700, maize was introduced into southern Ontario from the south. With the
development of horticulture as the predominant subsistence base, the Late Woodland Period
gave rise to a tremendous population increase and the establishment of permanent villages.
These villages consisted of longhouses measuring six metres wide and high and extending
anywhere from three to 15 metres in length. Quite often these villages, some of which are one
to four hectares in size, were surrounded by multiple rows of palisades suggesting that
defence was a community concern. Aside from villages, Late Woodland peoples also
inhabited hamlets and special purpose cabins and campsites that are thought to have been
associated with larger settlements. Social changes were also taking place, as reflected in the
fluorescence of smoking pipes; certain burial rituals; increased settlement size; and distinct
clustering of both longhouses within villages (clan development) and villages within a region
(tribal development). One interesting socio-cultural phenomenon that occurred during this
period as a result of the shift in emphasis from hunting to horticulture was a movement away
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from the traditional patrilineal and patrilocal societies of the preceding band-oriented groups to
a matrilineal orientation. Warfare was also on the rise.
The movement of villages northward within individual watersheds in the Toronto region is
clearly documented over time. This movement is generally attributed to the decline of resource
availability over the lifetime of the village. After which, communities continued a northward
trend eventually settling in Huronia (in the Penetanguishene Peninsula) and it was these
communities that eventually interacted with and were described by French missionaries and
explorers during the early seventeenth century.
According to oral traditions, Anishinaabe peoples migrated from the Eastern coast into the
Great Lakes region around A.D. 1400. The Anishinaabe include people identified as Ojibway,
Chippewa, or Mississauga and until the seventeenth century lived primarily a nomadic lifestyle
north of Lake Ontario on the Canadian Shield. The Wendat, who are recognized as the
cultural group that inhabited the Toronto area during the Late Woodland Period, eventually
moved their villages northward toward Georgian Bay. The Huron-Wendat Nation was
decimated by warfare with the Iroquois from south of the lake that was exacerbated by
illnesses brought to the New World by Europeans. They fled Huronia around 1650, and now
have established communities in Wendake, Quebec and in the American States of Kansas
and New York. The Haudenosaunee, or people of the longhouse, comprise the six Iroquois
Nations of Mohawk, Oneida, Onondaga, Cayuga, Seneca, and Tuscarora. As allies of the
British during the American Revolution under Captain Joseph Brant the Haudenosaunee were
granted a tract of land along the Grand River where many relocated from the Finger Lakes
region of New York State. It was these and other nations in southwestern Ontario that
interacted with and were described by French missionaries and explorers during the early
seventeenth century.
2.2.2

Post Contact History

POST CONTACT PERIOD – A.D. 1650 TO 1778
Also called the Early Historic Period, these years are characterized by the arrival of a small
number of Europeans interested in exploration, trade, and establishing missions, coupled with
a gradual adoption of European materials by First Nations peoples.
Anishinaabe peoples who traditionally lived further north on the Canadian Shield remained
largely nomadic well into the Historic Period. Exploration and fur trade activities between Lake
Ontario and the upper Great Lakes were carried out along well-established trails linking Lake
Ontario to the Holland River, Lake Simcoe and Lake Huron. It was during this period of trade
and exploration that male fur traders established families with Indigenous women during their
travels. A blending of cultural traditions eventually resulted in distinct Métis communities along
the lakes and waterways of Ontario. The French explorers and fur traders began to travel
along the Lake Ontario shoreline and explore parts of the north shore inland. They followed
the centuries-old route of the well-established west branch of the Toronto Carrying Place Trail
along the Humber River and the east branch along the Rouge River north to the Holland River
and beyond, to the upper lakes.
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By A.D. 1650 the lands along the north shore of Lake Ontario were largely uninhabited and
small groups of Seneca subsequently moved into the area ca.1660. The Seneca established
the villages of Teiaiagon and Ganatsekwyagon at strategic trading locations at the mouths of
the Humber and Rouge Rivers, effectively controlling access to the west and east branches of
the Toronto Carrying Place Trail. Teiaiagon and Ganatsekwyagon were also connected eastwest by an overland route along the lakeshore.
In terms of material culture, it is often difficult to distinguish between Haudenosaunee,
Anishinaabe, Métis and colonial settler campsites during these early years. This is due to the
interaction and adoption of each other’s material goods and subsistence strategies which blur
cultural boundaries. Such interaction was essential to early explorers and missionaries who
relied on local people for survival strategies and knowledge of the local landscape.
These permeable boundaries continued until the Crown established segregated reserves in
the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries for the Haudenosaunee and Anishinaabe
communities who remained here while granting properties to European settlers.
Due to the trade disputes between the French and English, these disruptions to trade resulted
in the Seneca abandoning their villages after 1695, leaving the region without a permanent
First Nations settlement. The Mississauga people began moving south in the seventeenth
century, traversing southern Ontario on their seasonal rounds and establishing villages along
the north shore of Lake Ontario, even re-occupying those formerly abandoned by the Seneca.
The Mississauga were largely fishers and hunters, and participated in more casual maize
horticulture. By the late eighteenth century, the Mississauga resided along the north shore of
Lake Ontario and in the Trent River valley, and the Chippewa resided near Lake Simcoe, the
Bruce Peninsula, and the Thames River valley. The Five Nations Iroquois were not residing
within the region at the time nor were the Huron.
Following the signing of the Treaty of Paris, which passed New France into British hands, King
George III issued the Royal Proclamation, a document attributed to the first formal recognition
of Indigenous rights. The Royal Proclamation asserted the British Crown’s sovereignty of the
region, while also declaring the land to be in possession of the Indigenous peoples who lived
there. It forbade non-Indigenous people from entering the land and denied individual land
purchasing rights. Only the Crown could purchase land from the Indigenous peoples living
there, and this land could then be subsequently be bought from the Crown. As described in
Section 1.2, a number of key land surrenders were negotiated between the Crown and the
Chippewa, the Mississauga, and the Five Nations Iroquois, that potentially impact lands within
the Greater Toronto Area.
Euro-Canadian Period – A.D. 1778 to Present
YORK COUNTY
Since 1788, the land north of Lake Ontario formed part of the District of Nassau in the
Province of Quebec. Following the creation of the Province of Upper Canada in 1791 Colonel
John Graves Simcoe, the first lieutenant-governor, in 1792 renamed it the Home District and
formed York County along with 18 other counties. York County originally included modern day
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York Region, Peel Region, Halton Region, Toronto, parts of Durham Region and the City of
Hamilton. It was divided into two ridings, East and West York.
York County included the townships of East Gwillimbury, East York, Etobicoke, Georgina,
King, North Gwillimbury, North York, Scarborough, Vaughan, Whitchurch and York (Reaman
20:1971). “Simcoe made every effort to give English names to countries, towns, townships
and rivers, in order to impress on the Loyalists that there was a continuing British presence
north of the lost American Colonies” (Rayburn 1996). Early land patents were rewards to
soldiers in the British fight against the American Colonies. Townships that were further inland,
were not a desirable location by the Loyalists and were therefore of secondary importance to
the settlement policies of Simcoe. As a result, the prime waterfront townships were quickly
occupied by the Loyalists, while other townships were left for the children of Loyalists, “lateLoyalists” and settlers from Europe and the United States to clear.
ONTARIO COUNTY
The original Ontario County, formed in 1778, was part of the district of Nassau. From 1792 to
1800 Ontario County was part of the Eastern District which included the St. Lawrence River.
However this was dissolved after 1800 and the islands and river were reassigned to mainland
counties (Farewell 1907). The later Ontario County was created in 1853 from the eastern half
of York in order to administer over Ontario’s own judicial and municipal functions. Ontario
County covered an area of 514,000 acres from Lake Ontario to Lake Simcoe and
encompassed nine original townships including Brock, Mara, Pickering, Rama, Reach, Scott,
Thorah, Uxbridge and Whitby.
YORK TOWNSHIP
Lieutenant-Governor Simcoe originally established the Town of York in 1793 as the military
headquarters of Upper Canada. He also renamed the township from Dublin Township to York
Township. The former title had been bestowed by the surveyor Augustus Jones the previous
year and the new name was in honour the Duke of York for his recent victory in Flanders
(Rayburn 1996). Jones was instrumental in the surveying of York Township. Appointed crown
surveyor in 1787, he was adept at completing surveys of townships and town sites. His claim
to fame was the surveying of Dundas Street in York and Yonge Street which was the dividing
line between East and West York.
Yonge Street was completed in 1796 and stretched from York through dense bush and forest
to Holland Landing. This was a forty-three day endeavor that required extensive clearing
before it could be properly surveyed (Stamp 1991). Unfortunately no survey diaries are
available for York Township earlier than 1821 and accordingly, there is no record of this area
or the terrain as it existed when it was initially surveyed. However, early accounts provide
insight into the conditions of the area during the late eighteenth century from Lady Simcoe’s
descriptions and drawings from her diary dating between 1791 and 1796. Additionally a
drawing of the Town of York dating to 1818 by Lieutenant Phillpotts of the Royal Engineers
indicates the town boundaries at that time. Fort Rouillé is shown to the west, where the
present day Canadian National Exhibition is located, to the east is the Don River and the
Toronto Islands are indicated to the south.
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The town of York was laid out as a ten-block town site with 100 acre (40.5 hectare) park lots
north of the town, running from Queen Street (originally Lot Street) north to Bloor Street.
These were intended for government officials for compensation for having to move to a
wilderness outpost (Alexander 2005). The name Toronto is a variation of the Huron term
meaning “poles in water” (Steckley 2007) and an earlier name for the town. It was restored
when York was incorporated as a city in 1834 (Rayburn 1996). Later, 200 acre (81 hectares)
land grants were given outside of the town core as a reward to soldiers who fought for the
British in the fight against the American colonies. Land patents were also issued to attract
settlers from the British Isles as well as United Empire Loyalists from the United States. These
land patents were granted under conditions written in the Settlement Duty Agreement that
required patent holders to clear and fence five acres (two hectares) of land, and build a house
18 feet by 20 feet (5.5 metres by 6.1 metres) and open the road fronting the lot within the first
18 months of settlement.
Settlers arrived in York as early as 1794 and in some cases were squatters who obtained
squatters rights at the time of the first survey. Townships were quickly settled by Scottish, Irish
and English immigrants and French émigré families from the French Revolution. Many were
also from Pennsylvania. These included the Pennsylvania Dutch (more correctly Pennsylvania
Deutsch or German), Quakers, Mennonites and Brethren in Christ – known as “Dunkards” or
“Tunkers.”
SCARBOROUGH TOWNSHIP
The lands that became Scarborough Township are believed to have been acquired by the
British from the native Mississaugas in 1787 negotiations outside of the larger Toronto
Purchase. Since 1788 the land north of Lake Ontario formed part of the District of Nassau in
the Province of Quebec. Following the creation of the Province of Upper Canada in 1791 the
first lieutenant-governor, Colonel John Graves Simcoe renamed it the Home District in 1792
and formed York County along with 18 other counties. York County was divided into two
ridings, East and West York and the East Riding included Scarborough Township. The
Districts were abolished in May 1849 and the area remained as part of the County of York.
Scarborough was incorporated as a township in 1850, then a borough of Metropolitan Toronto
in 1967, a city in 1983 and finally in 1998 it was amalgamated with other municipalities as the
City of Toronto. Originally called Glasgow, the township was later named in honour of the
Duke of York and the Yorkshire town of Scarborough. The white lakeside cliffs reminded
Simcoe’s wife Elizabeth of the gray cliffs of the English town.
Lieutenant-Governor Simcoe established the Town of York (Toronto) as the military
headquarters of Upper Canada. The township was surveyed by the Surveyor Generals office
in 1793-1794 by Abraham Iredell then completed in 1833 by John Galbraith. Scarborough was
laid out in nine concessions, four of which are interrupted by the shore of Lake Ontario. These
four are labelled A to D while the remaining five are numbered. Each concession is 1 ¼ miles
(2 km) apart, running west of the boundary with Pickering Township and the angled lakefront.
They were divided by sideroads ½ mile (0.8 km) apart running south and north. Other than the
gore lots along the lakefront, and those smaller lots along the east and north boundaries, each
concession was divided into 200 acre (81 ha) lots, two between every sideroad, numbered
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east to west. Thus, a Lot and Concession referred to a 200 acre parcel of land defined by the
Lot west of the boundary with Pickering and by the Concession road on its northern side.
By 1796 the first land patents in Scarborough were to British army officers and residents of
nearby York. Soon afterwards land grants were made to settlers from the British Isles as well
as the United States; some of whom were United Empire Loyalists, and others attracted by the
offer of 200 acre land grants. Many of these were Quaker families from Pennsylvania who
settled in the subject area and to the north in Markham Township. These grants were on
condition that the settler completed their settlement duties.
PICKERING TOWNSHIP
The land which formed Pickering Township was acquired by the British from the Mississauga
in 1784. Lieutenant-Governor John Graves Simcoe arrived in the newly created province of
Upper Canada in 1792, where new counties including York were created by Proclamation and
the old name was changed from “Nassau” to the “Home” District. Pickering fell under the
jurisdiction of the East Riding of York until 1849 when the Districts were abolished and the
County of Ontario was established. For a few years this was united with York and Peel, but it
was elevated to independent County status in 1851.
The first name suggested for Pickering Township was “Edinburgh,” and the initial survey was
undertaken by Augustus Jones in February 1791 which established the baseline and the first
few Concessions. This map, as well as one dated 1793, indicates that the name “Duffin’s
Creek” was used from the earliest period of British settlement in reference to the creek. Duffins
Creek was known to the French during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, who
referred to it as the Rivière au Saumon because of the large number of salmon which used the
upper reaches of the watershed as a spawning ground. Due to the various mills which were
constructed along Duffins Creek, access to the spawning grounds was cut off and local
historians noted that the salmon had nearly disappeared from Duffins Creek by the end of the
first quarter of the nineteenth century.
A map dating to 1793 appears to have contained a number of errors, including illustrating
Frenchman’s Bay one township lot too far towards the east. Perhaps because of the errors in
the 1793 map a new survey of the Broken Front Concessions was ordered by the Surveyor
General’s office of Upper Canada and instructions were issued to John Galbraith to
commence this work on June 10, 1833.
Nearby Settlements
BENLOMOND
The Benlomond district, originally known as Bendale, was settled in 1796 by the first
pioneering family of Scarborough, the Thomson family. In what is now the McCowan Road,
Brimley Road and Lawrence Avenue area, David Thomson, his wife and his six children
together were granted 600 acres of land which they farmed throughout their lifetime.
Constructed in 1819 on land donated by David Thomson, St. Andrew’s Church was the first
church to be built in Scarborough. The congregation steadily increased in its first twenty years
giving cause to replace the plain wooden church with a new brick building in 1849. John
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Perryman Wheeler, a prominent resident of Bendale, built and ran a sawmill and a flour-mill on
the nearby Highland Creek. In 1867 he constructed a large red brick house in which he
resided and this house still stands in Benlomond as part of the Bendale Bible Chapel.
WOBURN
The hamlet of Woburn, formerly known as Elderslie, had a post office, chopping mill,
blacksmith shop, hotel and a few houses. Despite being small due to its central position in the
township of Scarborough, Woburn played an important role in the area. During the mid-1800s,
Danforth Road crossed through Woburn at Markham Road north of Lawrence Avenue and in
1852, a post office was established at the intersection. Isaac Christie donated land to Woburn
in 1846 on which the Wesleyan Methodist church was erected. The Methodist graveyard still
stands in Woburn though the chapel was demolished in the 1930s.
Transportation: Trails, Roads and Railways
THE TORONTO CARRYING-PLACE TRAIL
Also known as the Toronto Passage, the Toronto Carrying-Place trail holds a significant place
in the history of human settlement within Southern Ontario. For hundreds of years, Indigenous
groups travelled this pathway that connected Lake Ontario to Lake Simcoe. The route
stretches approximately 45 kilometres, with a mixture of overland and water travel. The
importance of this route is further supported by archaeological evidence and historic records
which document the presence of human settlement all along its path.
Percy Robinson attempted to reconstruct the Toronto Carrying-Place trail based on a wide
variety of sources, including several historic maps, survey notes and early settler diaries. Upon
completion of his map of the route, Robinson (1933:195) concluded that, "...not a vestige of
the original trail remains, except possibly...in the Holland River marsh." In the marsh, 120 rods
(604 metres) west of the intersection of Concession VI (Weston Road) and the VII Line
(Highway 9), a local resident showed Robinson a well-worn footpath that was still in use and a
causeway of nearly disintegrated tamarac poles that had reputedly been used by early
travellers to cross over the wetlands to a place where canoes could be launched on the northflowing Holland River.
Any such direct evidence of the Toronto Carrying-Place that may have existed in the Holland
Marsh (or anywhere else along the route for that matter) in the early twentieth century would
long since have disappeared as a result of extensive land reclamation, canalization, and
myriad other forms of urban and suburban development. Nevertheless, a careful inspection of
the topography and hydrology along the entire route between Lake Ontario and the Holland
River does reveal certain indirect indications of where this important transportation and
communications corridor ran.
MILITARY TRAIL
Military Trail was the first highway in Scarborough that was built by Asa Danforth in 1799. The
33 foot pioneer provincial highway is known by several names. It was first named Dundas
Street after the secretary of state in the Imperial Government, but eventually became more
commonly known as Danforth Road (still retained in western Scarborough), while other parts
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have been renamed Painted Post Road and Military Trail. The portion known as Military Trail
falls within the project area.
CAMPBELLFORD, LAKE ONTARIO AND WESTERN RAILWAY

The project area is crossed by the abandoned Canadian Pacific Toronto Industrial
Railway Service Tracks which were once part of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario, and
Western Railway (CLO&WR). The CLO&WR was incorporated in 1904 with the purpose
of constructing a railway line parallel to the Lake Ontario Shoreline, starting from a point
that was owned by the Canadian Pacific Railway (CPR). During the survey of the line, the
CPR felt that the proposed route would serve as an alternative to the Ontario & Quebec
Railway line to the north and it was expected that double tracking would be necessary.
The rail line opened in 1914 and was leased to the CPR for 999 years. The railway
competed with the existing Grand Trunk and Canadian northern lines within communities
along the lakeshore, and offered improved grades and curves over the northern section.
Ultimately, large portions of the railway were abandoned.
GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY

The project area is crossed by a section of the Toronto and Nippissing Railway line that is
still in service today from Toronto to Uxbridge, as well as a Toronto Bypass line near the
eastern limit of the project area. This rail line is part of the Grand Trunk Railway (GTR)
which was amalgamated with the Canadian National Railway in 1923.
CANADIAN NORTHERN ONTARIO RAILWAY

The Toronto to Ottawa section of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway (CNoR) also
bisects the project area and is still in service today. The construction of this section was a
result of the company's inability to secure ownership of the Canada Atlantic Railway to provide
a direct rail link from the west through the Great Lakes to Ottawa and Montreal. This line was
created at great expense in an attempt to challenge both the CPR and GTR. Within eastern
portions of the line, they serviced the same communities, however given the later construction
of the CNoR, choice locations for docking facilities and terminal sites were limited and
were often situated a distance away from commercial and residential centres.
Lot Summaries

A review of the land abstract index and township papers was conducted to identify the
earliest settlers possible for each property. Table 1 is a summary of original crown land
grants identified on the land abstracts observed from the Ontario Land Registry Access
website.
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Table 1

Summary of Original Land Grants from the Crown

Concession

Lot

Grantee

Acres

Date

4E

1

Kings College

All

1828

3 FTB

5

George Porter

All

1801

York Township

Scarborough Township
D

25

Isaac Chester

All

1838

D

26

Robert Isaac DeGrey

All

1801

D

27

Robert Isaac DeGrey

All

1801

D

28

Kings College

All

1828

D

29

Hono. John Richardson et al.

All

1827

D

30

Martin Buckner

All

1793

D

31

David Ferguson

All

1838

D

32

Thomas Cornwell

All

1809

D

33

Dorcas Hendrick

N. pt

1798

D

34

Elsa Cole

All

1807

D

35

James Molloy

All

1798

1

15

William Fawcett

All

1850

1

16

Lt. Miles McDonnell

All

1799

1

17

William Jones

All

1804

1

18

Robert Isaac DeGrey

All

1801

1

19

Robert Isaac DeGrey

All

1801

1

20

Robert Isaac DeGrey

All

1801

1

21

Kings College

All

1828

1

22

Ebenezer Cavers

All

1802

1

23

Andrew Thomson

All

1802

1

24

David Thomson

All

1802

1

25

Andrew Thomson

47

1878
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Concession

Lot

Grantee

Acres

Date

2

6

Jonathan Gates Sr.

All

1851

2

7

Owen McGrath

All

1798

2

8

Elizabeth Davis

All

1798

2

9S½

Canada Company

100

1844

2

9N½

Canada Company

100

1834

2

10

Susanah Harris

All

1799

2

11

John Segar

All

1799

2

12 S ½ & NE ¼

William Westney Sr.

All

1856

2

12 NW ¼

William Anthony

All

1857

2

13

George Irvin

All

1797

2

14

Amos Merrit

All

1797

2

15

John Markley

All

1799

2

16

Kings College

All

1828

3

1

Eliza Small

All

1797

3

2N¾

Clarissa Thompson

All

1857

3

2S¼

Unknown

3

3

Eliza Small

All

1797

3

4

John Robert Small

All

1801

3

5N½

Canada Company

100

1835

3

5S½

Canada Company

100

1837

3

6

William Eades et al.

All

1797

Pickering Township
1

34

Canada Co.

All

1833

1

35

D.W. Smith

All

1798
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2.2.3

Twentieth Century History

HYDRO ELECTRIC POWER COMMISSION OF ONTARIO
The Hydro Electric Power Commission of Ontario (HEPCO) originated in 1906, and was part
government department, Crown Corporation, and municipal cooperative that worked with
existing private companies. They began to create the first transmission towers in 1910 and
expanded from municipality to municipality. They acquired the Toronto Electric Light Company
in 1921, which helped grow their network significantly. HEPCO was renamed Ontario Hydro in
1974. The project area is entirely situated within Toronto-Paugan Falls Transmission Line,
which can be seen in existence as early as 1930/31 on historic topographic maps (Maps 12 to
14).
HURRICANE HAZEL
In the days leading up to October 15, 1954, the City of Toronto had experienced several days
of consecutive rainfall. When Hurricane Hazel struck, the already saturated land could hold no
more water and the torrential downpours swept down the valleys, swelling the rivers which
broke their banks causing massive flooding. Those residing within the Humber River
watershed were particularly hard hit, with several bridges and many homes washed away, and
the unfortunate loss of human lives. The Rouge River was in full turmoil. Resident Ted Ryan
recounts, “The wind was now a high-pitched scream. There was no river; the whole valley was
a raging torrent trying to discharge itself into Lake Ontario, but was being partially dammed by
the Rouge River railway trestle at its mouth” (Kennedy 1979).
Hurricane Hazel resulted in the loss of 81 lives in Ontario, leaving 4,000 families without
homes, and approximately $25 million in damages at the time. Following the aftermath of
Hurricane Hazel, governments were spurred into action to create long-range planning
solutions so that such devastation would not happen again. The Metropolitan Toronto and
Region Conservation Authority was born from the legacy of Hurricane Hazel and heavily
flooded areas were expropriated to manage the watersheds appropriately.
2.2.4

Review of Maps and Aerial Photography

NINETEENTH- AND TWENTIETH-CENTURY MAPS
Nineteenth-century maps were reviewed for the project area: the 1860 Tremaine Map of York
and Ontario Counties (Maps 3 to 5) and the 1877 Beers & Co. Atlas of Ontario County and
1878 Miles & Co. Atlas of York County (Maps 6 to 8). The following is a summary of the land
owners and any structures noted on these maps (Tables 2 and 3).

Table 2

Summary of Residents and Historic Features located on the 1860
Tremaine Maps

Concession

Lot

Landowner

Historic Features

3 FTB

5N½

Mark Barker

Don River; Roadways

3 FTB

5S½

Hugh Wilson

Don River

York Township
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Concession

Lot

Landowner

Historic Features

4E

1S½

Joseph Wilson

Don River; Roadways

Scarborough Township
D

35 S ½

J. Armstrong

Roadways

D

34 S ½

John Walton

One Structure; Roadways

D

33 S ½

J. Armstrong

Roadways

D

32 N pt. of
S½

J. Walton

Roadway

D

31 N ½

John Martin

One Structure; Don River; Roadway

D

31 S ½

D. Ferguson

Don River; Roadway

D

30 N ½

J. Walton

One Structure; Roadway

William W.W. Walton
(occupant)
D

29 N ½

Edward Brooks

One structure

D

28 N ½ of
N½

John Hockridge

Brittish AM Hotel*

D

28 S ½ of
N½

Jasper Tonson

Roadway

D

27 N ½

David McMichael

Highland Creek; Roadway

D

26 N ½

David McMichael

Highland Creek; Roadway

D

25 N ½ of
N½

J. Taber

Roadway

1

25 W ½ of
S½

William D. Thomson

Roadway, Watercourse, and One
Structure

1

25 E ½ of
S½

Richard Thomson

Roadway, Watercourse

1

24 W ½ of
S½

“First Land Cleared”

Roadway, Watercourse

1

24 E ½ of
S½

J.D. Thomson

Roadway, Watercourse

1

23 S ½

Jasper A. Thomson

Church, Roadway, Mill Pond, Two
Structures

1

22 S ½

A.D. Thomson

Watercourse; Roadways

1

21 N ½

James Green

One Structure

William D. Thomson
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Concession

Lot

Landowner

Historic Features

1

21 S ½

John Whelen

Roadways

1

20

T. Hall

Roadway

1

20

C. R.

Roadway

1

19 N ½

G. Ridout

Roadways

1

18 N ½

William McIlmurry

Village of Woburn, Roadways

1

17 N ½

J. Teber

Roadway

1

16 N ½

J. Carnahan

Roadways

2

16 S ½

Jim McHenry

Roadways; Watercourse

2

15 W ½

L & J. Galloway

Roadways; Watercourse

2

15 E ½

J.R.

Roadways; Watercourse

2

15 E ½

John Law

Roadway

2

14 S ½

W. Rolph

Roadway

2

13 S ½

Jasper Humphreys Sen.

Roadways

2

12 S ½

William Westney

One Structure*, Roadways

2

11 W ½ of
N½

G. Ellis

Roadway; Watercourse

2

11 E ½ of
N½

P. Stoner

Roadway; Watercourse

2

10 N ½

James Ormerod

Roadway; Watercourse, One Structure

2

9

Estate of George
Stevenson

Roadway; Watercourse

2

8 W ½ of
N½

Jasper Scholes

Roadways

2

8 E ½ of N
½

John Duncan

Roadway

2

7 W ½ of
N½

John Duncan

Roadway; One Structure*

7 E ½ of N
½

D. Knowles

Roadways

2

6N½

J. Gates

Roadways

3

6S½

William Gorrie

Roadways; Watercourse

3

5S½

William Gorrie

Roadways; Watercourse; Mill Pond;
Saw Mill*
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Concession

Lot

Landowner

Historic Features

3

4S½

J. Taber

Roadways; Watercourse

3

3S¾

George Kilpatrick

Roadway; Watercourse; Oat Mill

3

3S¼

Alex Dunbar

Watercourse

3

2 SW 1/6
of N ½

Rick Sylvester

Roadway

3

2 SE 1/6
of N ½

J.B. Mosher

Roadway

3

2 N ½ of S
½

David Thomson

Roadway; Watercourse

3

1

Nelson Gates

Roadways; Watercourse

1

35

William Dunbar

Roadways

1

34

George Tait

Roadways; One Structure

‘*’ - Feature depicted within the project area

Table 3

Summary of Residents and Structures located on the 1877 Beers & Co.
and 1878 Miles & Co. Atlases

Concession

Lot

Landowner

Historic Features

3 FTB

5N½

Mark Barker

Uncleared Land; Don River; One
Structure and Orchard; Roadways

3 FTB

5S½

Hugh Wilson

Uncleared Land; Don River; One
Structure and Orchard; Roadways

4E

1S½

Josh Wilson

Roadways; Don River

D

35 S ½

Leslie Armstrong

One Structure and Orchard; Roadways

D

34 S ½

Thomas Wilton

One Structure and Orchard; Roadways

D

33 S ½

Joseph Armstrong

One Structure and Orchard; Roadways

D

32 N pt.
of S ½

Jonathan Walton

Roadway; Watercourse

D

31 N ½

David Martin

Roadway; One Structure and Orchard

D

31 S ½

William Walton

Two Structures; Watercourse;
Roadways

D

30 N ½

William W. Walton

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

York Township
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Concession

Lot

Landowner

Historic Features

D

29 N ½

Jasper Brookes

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

D

28 N ½

Anthony Ionson

Roadways; Railway; One Structure*
and Orchard*

D

27 N ½

David McMichael

Roadways; Railway; One Structure*
and Orchard*; Watercourse

D

26 N ½

David McMichael

Roadways; One Structure and
Orchard; Watercourse

D

25 N ½ of
N½

Jonathan Tabor

Roadways

1

25 W ½
of S ½

Joseph Thomson

Roadway; Watercourse

1

25 E ½ of
S½

Richard Thomson

Roadways; Watercourse

1

24 W ½
of S ½

Archie W. Thomson

Roadways; Watercourse; One
Structure

1

24 E ½ of
S½

Jonathan D. Thomson

Roadways; Watercourse; One
Structure

1

23 S ½

Jasper Thomson

Roadways; One Structure and
Orchard; Watercourse; Presbyterian
Church

1

22 S ½

Richard Thomson

Roadways; One Structure and
Orchard*; Watercourse

1

21 S ½

J. P. Wheeler

Roadways; One Structure

1

20 S ½

William McIllmurray

Roadways; One Structure

1

19 N ½

Isaac Fawcett

Roadways

1

19 N ½
parcel

M.B.

One Structure; Roadway

1

18 N ½

Jonathan Baird

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

1

17 N ½ of
N½

Jonathan Tabor

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

1

16 N ½

Jasper Carnaghan

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

2

16 S ½

Archibald Underwood

Roadways; Watercourse; One
Structure* and Orchard

2

15 W ½

William Keeler

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard
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Concession

Lot

Landowner

Historic Features

2

15 S pt.
of E ½

Patrick Brown

Roadways; Watercourse

2

14 S ½ of
S½

Jonathan Law

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

2

13 S ½

Henry Humphrey

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

2

12 S ½

William Westney

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

2

11 S ½

William Humphrey

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

2

11 E ½ of
N½

Joshua Symons

Roadways; Watercourse; One
Structure and Orchard

2

10 S ½ of
N½

Richard Stanton

Roadway; One Structure and Orchard*

2

9N½

Robert Aiton

Roadways; Watercourses; One
Structure* and Orchard

2

8 S ½ of
N½

Jasper Scholes

Roadway; One Structure and Orchard

2

8 N ½ of
N½

Thomas Watson

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

2

7 W ½ of
N½

Jonathan Duncan

Roadway; One Structure and Orchard

7 E ½ of
N½

Jasper Duncan

Roadways; One Structure

2

6N½

Henry Hugh

Roadways; One Structure and Orchard

3

6S½

Robert Dixon

Roadways; Three Structures;
Watercourse

3

5S½

Robert Dixon

Roadways; Three Structures; One
Orchard; Watercourse

3

4S½

Jonathan Tabor

Roadways; Two Structures;
Watercourse; North half not cleared

3

3S½

D.G. Stephenson

Watercourse; Roadways

3

2 N ½ of
S½

Christopher Thomson

Roadway; Watercourse

3

1S½

Nelson Gates

Roadway; Watercourse

3

1 S ½ of
N½

David Annis

Not cleared
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Concession

Lot

Landowner

Historic Features

1

35 W 37
½ a of N
½

A. Annis

One Structure*

1

35 E 37
½ a of N
½

W. Dunbar

Roadway

1

34

G. Tait

Two Structures; Roadways

‘*’ - Feature depicted within the project area

Several historic structures, orchards, roadways, a railway, and watercourses are depicted
within the current project area, as well as numerous others within close proximity. It should be
stressed that not every aspect of potential interest today would have been illustrated on the
historic maps and unknown features could be located within the project area. Consequently,
the possibility remains that farm middens or outbuildings, outbuildings relating to the estates,
parks, wharves, and other features associated with homesteads and early villages, exists
within the study limits. Given the proximity of depicted structures to the project area it is
possible that previously undocumented structures could be encountered relating to nineteenthcentury residential, agricultural, amusement and commercial areas.
TWENTIETH-CENTURY TOPOGRAPHIC MAPS AND AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS
Topographic maps from 1917/1918 and 1930/1931 (Maps 9 to 14) and aerial photographs
from the 1940s, 1950s, 1970s, and 1990s (Images 1 to 12) were reviewed to illustrate the
growth and development of the project area and are on file at the TRCA. The results of this
review are summarized within Table 4.
It should be noted that due to the size of the project area, not every topographic map and
aerial photograph has been included in this report. Furthermore, due to the constraints from
the limited availability of photographs from particular years and areas, maps and images from
multiple years were collated for general review purposes.

Table 4

Twentieth Century Features in the Vicinity of the Project Area

Map

Section

Feature(s)

1917/1918

Western

Two railways, watercourses, roadways and bridges

Central

One brick structure, one frame structure, watercourses, roadways

Eastern

One frame structure, roadways, watercourses, forest

1930/1931

Western

Hydro transmission line, one frame structure, roadways,
watercourses

Topographic
Map

Central

Hydro transmission line, two frame structures, watercourses,
roadways

Topographic
Map
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Map

Section

Feature(s)

Eastern

One frame structure, roadways, watercourses, forest

Western

Hydro transmission line, farm fields, roadways, one structure,
orchards, watercourses

Central

Hydro transmission line, farms and fields, roadways, watercourses

Eastern

Hydro transmission line, farm fields, orchards, grading, roadways,
farm structures

Western

Hydro transmission line, some grading, residential subdivisions,
farm fields, railways, roadways, watercourses

Central

Hydro transmission line, residential subdivisions, farm fields,
watercourses, roadways

Eastern

Hydro transmission line, Highway 401 development, grading,
orchards, farm fields, residential subdivisions, farm fields

Western

Hydro transmission line, watercourse, roadways
(widened/improved), residential subdivisions, parking areas,
community garden

Central

Hydro transmission line, watercourses, roadways
(widened/improved), residential subdivisions, baseball diamonds

Eastern

Hydro transmission line, watercourses, roadways
(widened/improved), Highway 401, residential subdivisions,
grading, hydro station, paved trail, railway

Western

Hydro transmission line, watercourses, roadways
(widened/improved), residential subdivisions, parking areas,
community gardens, paved pathways

Central

Hydro transmission line, watercourses, roadways
(widened/improved), residential subdivisions, baseball diamonds

Eastern

Hydro transmission line, Highway 401, watercourses, roadways
(widened/improved), residential subdivisions, grading, hydro
station, paved trail, railway

1940s
Aerial
Photographs

1950s
Aerial
Photographs

1970s
Aerial
Photograph

1990s
Aerial
Photographs

SUMMARY
The review of nineteenth-century maps indicates there is potential to encounter some historic
era structures during Stage 2 archaeological assessments of the project area. However, the
review of twentieth-century topographic maps indicates extensive changes within the project
area which may have disturbed or destroyed remnants of these nineteenth-century
homesteads.
The project area was surrounded by rural farm land during the 1940s (Images 1 to 3). A
number of residential subdivisions were established in the 1950s (Images 4 to 6). Aerial
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photographs show how quickly the area became urbanized by the 1970s (Images 7 to 9). This
urban sprawl appears to have impacted several portions of the project area, particularly
alongside major roadways and several recreational developments within the hydro corridor,
however their exact extent is unknown. The project area remains relatively unchanged into the
1990s (Images 10 to 12).

2.3

Archaeological Context

The general geography and geology, previous archaeological sites registered in the vicinity,
site predictive models and previous archaeological assessments within 50 metres of the
current project area were reviewed to provide archaeological context for the current project
area.
2.3.1

General Geography and Geology

The project area stretches from the Don River to the Rouge River and is located within the
Iroquois Plain and South Slope physiographic regions of southern Ontario. The project area is
situated on a ridge that defines the northern limit of the Iroquois Plain, as well as demarcating
former shore cliff of Glacial Lake Iroquois. The Humber Valley was a glacial spillway that cut
through the cliff. Lake Iroquois was formed before 12,000 BP (before present) as the Ontario
lobe of the Wisconsin glacier retreated from the Lake Ontario basin. Isostatic uplift of its outlet,
combined with blockage of subsequent lower outlets by glacial ice, produced a water plain
substantially higher than modern Lake Ontario. Waterlaid sediments that are free of stones
and have a very level topography, evident within the Iroquois Plain physiographic region, are
typical of beach deposits laid down in shallow waters (Chapman and Putnam 1984:61, Karrow
and Warner 1990:7).
The South Slope is a sloping plain that extends across the lower headwater areas in a band
from an elevation of about 245 metres above sea level at the boundary with the Oak Ridges
Moraine to about 220 metres at the southern boundary with the Peel Plain, with a second
lower band along the southern boundary of the Peel Plain to the Lake Iroquois shoreline. This
region represents the southern flank of the Oak Ridges Moraine and is underlain by glacial till.
The resulting soil types are predominantly clay with some clay loam, and loam. The
topography of this physiographic region generally slopes south toward Lake Ontario, though
the rivers that bisect the South Slope, have deep cut valleys (Chapman and Putnam
1984:173).
The Don River watershed has provided sustenance for humans for over 12,000 years and the
river today flows through heavily urbanized areas. In fact, it is the most urban river in Canada.
The entire watershed is approximately 360 square kilometres in size. The source of the 38
kilometre long river is the Oak Ridges Moraine. Interestingly, the Don River is a misfit or
underfed river with floodplains as wide as four hundred metres yet the river itself is only 15
metres wide.
The Highland Creek watershed measures approximately 102 square kilometres in size, and is
considered small compared to other watersheds in the GTA. It was never as important as a
source of hydraulic power as its larger neighbors, the Don and Rouge Rivers. However, it was
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able to provide power for approximately 20 mills throughout the nineteenth century.
Unfortunately, the practice of clear cutting left fewer trees to harvest as the century wore on.
Additionally, land clearance had the undesired effect of lowering the water table and
contributing to flooding during storms. Ultimately, these factors spelled doom for the milling
industry along the Highland Creek.
As with much of the area surrounding Toronto, the rural depopulation of the Highland Creek
watershed in the last quarter of the nineteenth century was a result of better job opportunities
in the city. Some of the villages dwindled to only a few families for a time. Upon the
construction of the Grand Trunk Railway in 1856, businesses began to suffer as more and
more people chose to travel by rail rather than stagecoach.
However, by the mid twentieth century, due to a housing shortage, many small cottages in the
valley were converted into year-round residences. Nevertheless, large numbers of settlers
greatly intensified problems in an area not well suited for year-round habitation. Contaminated
wells, evictions and home demolition were contentious issues in the post-war period. The
steep slopes and flat floodplain of the Highland creek valley further complicated living
conditions in the area as residents and their cottages were regularly threatened by flash
flooding. With the severe damage from Hurricane Hazel in 1954, the insistence for public
ownership of floodplain land to prevent further development was successfully supported.
The Rouge River watershed consists of 336 square kilometres of the south-central portion of
the Greater Toronto Area. It supports a variety of rich ecosystems and plant species including
six that are nationally rare and 92 that are regionally rare. Located within the Carolinian biotic
zone, the deciduous forests provide habitats for more species than any other zone in Canada.
The watershed also provides high quality habitats for game, fish and fowl, home to over 55
species of fish, two of which are nationally vulnerable and 225 bird species, five of which are
nationally rare breeding birds.
Watercourses
DON RIVER
The Don River once provided the eastern boundary of the original settlement of Toronto along
Lake Ontario. The river splits into eastern and western branches approximately seven
kilometres north of the lake. Taylor-Massey Creek also joins the river at the fork. North of this
fork, the river is known as the Upper Don and south of the fork is known as the Lower Don.
During the nineteenth century, a number of industries sprang up along the Lower Don and
pollution soon contaminated the mouth of the river. In the late nineteenth century, the river
was straightened with a channel to create harbour space and divert pollution. The river
became increasingly polluted during the twentieth century as over 30 sewage treatment
facilities were constructed and industrial refuse was dumped along the river. By the 1960s the
river was polluted nearly beyond repair. However, in recent years, successful efforts have
been made to restore the Don.
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TAYLOR-MASSEY CREEK
Taylor-Massey Creek is a tributary of the Don River, and was historically referred to as Silver
Creek, Little Don, Scarborough Creek and Trout Creek. As indicated by one of its names,
Trout Creek, this smaller branch was once home to an abundant supply of fish. The
tributary meets the East and West branches of the Don River at a point known as the
Forks of the Don. The section of valley lands in which the Forks of the Don is located lies
within the large industrial complex of mills that extended along the valley. The creek was
named after Taylor family and Massey families, who were highly influential in the local
industry and owned sizeable estates in the vicinity of the creek.
HIGHLAND CREEK
The Highland Creek is a meandering watercourse that is almost entirely contained within
Scarborough. It is composed of four branches and is host to four wetlands at the mouth of the
Creek. Compared to the neighbouring Rouge River, a large portion of the creek does not
follow its natural path due to numerous channel modifications in the 1960s and 1970s.
ELLESMERE RAVINE
The Ellesmere Ravine is a park in the City of Toronto and part of the Highland Creek
Watershed. It is accessible from Military Trail to the north and urban adventurers note that the
ravine is treacherously steep and impassable in some areas. The ravine connects southward
to Morningside Park.
ROUGE RIVER
The headwaters of the Rouge River originate in the Towns of Richmond Hill, Markham and
Whitchurch-Stouffville, flow through Markham, Scarborough and Toronto, eventually emptying
into Lake Ontario. The river flows through a number of noteworthy areas, including the Oak
Ridges Moraine and especially through the agricultural lands and century farms of the
South Slope and fertile Peel Plain, ending with urban and urbanizing lands in the mid and
lower reaches. Interestingly, the river fills the entire flood plain rather than being forced
through a constructed channel, which is the norm in this region. Nearly 40% of the land use
in the watershed is employed for livestock and cash crops, while 35% is urbanized.
2.3.2

Current Land Use and Conditions

The project area currently encompasses the Gatineau Hydro Corridor, which features several
recreational trails, parks and community gardens below the power lines. The topography of the
project area is generally flat with the exception of sloping ravine areas alongside the major
watercourses (Maps 15 to 17). The elevation ranges from 115 to 170 metres above sea level.
Several native soil types are present within the project area and are briefly described within
Table 5 (OMAFRA 2009).
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Table 5

Soil Types within the Project Area

Soil Type

Description

Drainage

Stoniness

Berrien sandy loam

Grey-brown podzolic parent
materials

Imperfect

Few Stones

Bookton sandy loam

Grey-brown podzolic parent
materials

Good

Stonefree

Bottom land

Alluvial soil

Variable

Variable

Brighton sandy loam
- over gravel

Grey-brown podzolic parent
materials

Good

Stonefree

Fox sandy loam

Grey-brown podzolic parent
materials

Good

Stonefree

Milliken loam

Grey-brown podzolic parent
materials

Imperfect

Few Stones

Tecumseth sandy
loam - over gravel

Grey-brown podzolic parent
materials

Imperfect

Stonefree

Woburn loam

Grey-brown podzolic parent
materials

Good

Few Stones

Woburn sandy loam

Grey-brown podzolic parent
materials

Good

Few Stones

2.3.3

Known Archaeological Sites within One Kilometre of the Project area

Consultation with the Ontario Archaeological Sites Database (OASD) maintained by the MTCS
and TRCA project records indicates that 13 archaeological sites have been previously located
within one kilometre of the project area (Table 6). The Jenkinson Site (AkGt-16) was identified
within the project area and the H1 Site (AkGt-214) and Copse Site (AkGt-216) were identified
as within 50 metres of the project area.

Table 6

Registered Archaeological Sites within One Kilometre of the Project Area

Borden
Number

Site Name

Site Type

Affiliation

Researcher

Further
CHVI?

AkGs-38

-

Scatter

Early
Woodland

Powers 2006

No

AkGt-5

Tabor Hill
Ossuary

Burial

Woodland

Churcher and Kenyon
1960, Konrad 1972

-

AkGt-14

Brookes

Campsite

Pre-Contact

Boyle 1896; Konrad
1972

No

AkGt-16

Jenkinson

Konrad 1972

-
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Borden
Number

Site Name

Site Type

Affiliation

Researcher

Further
CHVI?

AkGt-20

Thompson

Village

Late
Woodland;
Uren

Fox 1976

No

AkGt-45

Kirkham’s

House;
Manufacturing

EuroCanadian

Mayer, Pihl, Poulton &
Assoc. Inc. 1987

-

AkGt-50

Morningside

Scatter

Pre-Contact

Poulton 2001

Yes

AkGt-70

St. Albert’s
School

Homestead

Post Contact

Clark 2010

No

Homestead

Post Contact

Powers 2015

No

AkGt-213
AkGt-214

H1 Site

Homestead

EuroCanadian

Tam 2015

Yes

AkGt-216

Copse

Campsite

Late
Woodland

Brown 2017; Lincoln
2017

No

AlGs-24

Gates Burial

Burial

-

Ross 1973

No

AlGs-28

Racetrack

-

-

Ross 1973

No

The Jenkinson Site (AkGt-16) was documented by Konrad in 1972, whose original site records
states the site had a “habitation” function and located within the “Ontario Hydro transformer
area”. The OASD documents the condition of the site as “undergoing man-made disturbances”
at the time. Review of aerial and satellite imagery reveal that the site area has highly likely
been heavily disturbed by development within the transformer area several times during the
twentieth century, with the most recent disturbances from heavy grading occurring in the
1990s.
The Copse Site (AkGt-216) was fully mitigated in 2017, therefore there are no further
archaeological concerns related to the site, however its former presence highlights the
elevated potential to find additional Indigenous archaeological sites within the project area.
The H1 Site (AkGt-214) was identified in 2015 by Archeoworks Inc. (2015) and is still
considered to have further cultural heritage value or interest that requires a Stage 3
archaeological assessment. It is uncertain whether the site extends into the current project
area.
2.3.4

Previous Archaeological and Heritage Assessments

According to the Ontario Archaeological Report Register maintained by the MTCS and TRCA
project records, 11 previous archaeological assessments have occurred within 50 metres of
the current project area.
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PIF P338-059-2013
Archaeological Assessment (Stage 1) in the City of Toronto, East Don Trail Project, Lots 1 and
2, Concession III East of Yonge, Lots 1, 2, and 3, Concession IV East of Yonge, Lots 2
through 10 Concession III Fronting the Bay, Historic Township of York, York County
The TRCA conducted a Stage 1 archaeological assessment for the East Don Trail Project in
the City of Toronto. The aim of this joint venture between the City of Toronto and TRCA is to
identify possible multi-use trail route in the East Don River valleylands. While the study area
has not been subjected to heavy disturbances, the adjacent area consists of a mid-twentieth
century subdivision, a major highway and valleylands. It was determined that a Stage 2
archaeological assessment will be required for the preferred alternative trail alignment, as well
as any staging areas, temporary access roads, and other areas of potential construction
impact, prior to the finalization of the detailed design and construction of the trail (TRCA 2013).
PIF P303-0293-2014
Archaeological Assessment (Stage 1-2) in the City of Toronto, Erosion Control – Highland
Creek Watershed, Lot 6 West, Concession I, Lots 9 and 10, Concession I, Lots 13 to 15,
Concession I, Lots 14 and 15, Concession II, Lot 22, Concession I, Lot 22, Concession D,
Historic Scarborough Township, York County
The TRCA conducted a Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment for four parcels of land in the
City of Toronto due to severe erosion control and trail construction around Highland Creek.
The project area was subjected to a test pit survey. No archaeological resources were
encountered, therefore the project area was considered free of further archaeological concern
(TRCA 2015a).
PIF P303-0297-2014
Archaeological Assessment (Stage 1) in the City of Toronto, Taylor-Massey Creek EA, Lots 1
to 5, and Concession II FTB and Lots 1 and 6, Concession III FTB, in the Historic Township of
York (East), Lots 32 to 35 Concession B FTL, Lots 29 to 33 Concession C FTL, Lots 30 to 32
Concession D FTL, Lots 32 and 33 Concession I and Lots 33 and 34 Concession II in the
Historic Township of Scarborough, York County
The TRCA conducted a Stage 1 archaeological assessment in support of the Environmental
Assessment for the Taylor-Massey Creek Restoration Master Plan in the City of Toronto. This
study provided information about the property’s geography, history, previous archaeological
fieldwork and current land condition in order to evaluate the property’s potential to contain
cultural heritage resources that might be impacted by the modifications proposed in the EA.
The project area has been subjected to disturbance around twentieth century construction
activities including the Canadian Northern Railway, sewer lines, hydro corridors, the Don
Valley Parkway and Highway 401.
A Stage 2 archaeological assessment was recommended in all areas identified as holding
potential prior to any ground disturbing activities within the boundaries of the project area
(TRCA 2014).
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PIF P303-0335-2014
Archaeological Assessment (Stage 2) in the City of Toronto, East Don Trail, Lots 2 through 5,
and Lot 7, Concession III From the Bay, Historic York Township, York County
The TRCA conducted a Stage 2 archaeological assessment in advance of proposed
construction for multiuse trails as part of the East Don Trail Project in the City of Toronto. The
project area was assessed through test pit survey in five metre intervals. No artifacts or
cultural features were identified and as a result, no further archaeological assessment of
the property was recommended (TRCA 2015b).
PIF P303-0432-2016
Archaeological Assessment (Stage 1-2) in the City of Toronto, Gatineau Hydro Corridor Trail,
Lot 35, Concession D, Lot 1, Concession IV E and Lot 5, Concession III From the Bay,
Geographic Township of York, Historic York County
TRCA conducted a Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment on TRCA property for the
proposed construction of a multi-use recreational pathway within the Gatineau Hydro Corridor.
Disturbances were identified, consisting of paved roadways, sidewalks, and utilities. The
balance of the project area was subjected to shovel test pit survey beginning at five-metre
intervals. No artifactual material or cultural features were located during the
archaeological investigation. No further archaeological assessment was recommended
(TRCA 2016).
PIF P052-0608-2015
Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of 8817-8825 and 8833 Sheppard Avenue East, Part of
Lot 7, Concession 2, Former Township of Scarborough Now in the City of Toronto, Ontario
The Archaeologists Inc. conducted a Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment ahead of
development at 8817-8825 and 8833 Sheppard Avenue East located in the City of Toronto
and lies northwest of the current project area. The project area was subjected to test pit
survey, where one historic archaeological site was encountered and registered under the
Borden number AkGt-213. The site has been tentatively identified as a mid- to late-19th
century site with further cultural heritage value or interest. Further Stage 3 archaeological
assessment was recommended (The Archaeologists Inc. 2016).
A Stage 3 archaeological assessment was subsequently conducted by The Archaeologists
Inc. for the AkGt-213 under PIF P052-0638-2015 (The Archaeologists Inc. 2016b). The AkGt213 site limits were 75 metres away from the current project area. A total of 30 test units were
excavated, resulting in the recovery of 169 artifacts. The diagnostic artifacts supported a date
range of ca. 1845 to 1890, with the majority falling between 1860 to 1890. This timeframe
appears to correspond with the Duncan family occupation of the lot. The site was determined
to have a low level of cultural heritage value or interest and Stage 4 mitigation was not
required.
PIF P1016-0088-2015
Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment for the Proposed Development of Blocks B, D, G and H
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Registered Plan M-1481, within Part of Lot 27, Concession D in the Geographic Township of
Scarborough, Historical County of York, City of Toronto, Ontario
Archeoworks Inc. was retained to conduct a Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment in

support of a multi-building residential, retail and office development within Blocks B, D,
G, and H of Registered Plan M-1481 at Lawrence Avenue East and Midland Avenue .

This project abuts the current project area. During the Stage 2 investigation, a collection of
Euro-Canadian artifacts were encountered, which were registered under the Borden number
AkGt-214. These artifacts are indicative of a homestead site from the late 1860 to 1890s
(Archeoworks Inc. 2016). Further Stage 3 archaeological assessment was recommended.
This site is within 50 metres of the current project area.
PIF P361-0100-2016
Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment of 971, 973, 975, 977 & 979 Warden Avenue, Lots A, B,
C, D, and E, Registered Plan 3376, Geographic Township of Scarborough, City of Toronto

Archaeological Assessments Ltd. was retained to conduct a Stage 1 archaeological
assessment prior to the development of Lots A, B, C, D, and E, Registered Plan 3376 in the
City of Toronto. The study concluded that the subject property had experienced residential
development in the 20th century, however there are potentially undisturbed lawn and garden
areas where archaeological resources may be encountered. A Stage 2 archaeological
assessment was recommended for the entire property (Archaeological Assessments Ltd.
2017a).
PIF P361-0105-2017
Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment of 971, 973, 975, 977 & 979 Warden Avenue, Lots A, B,
C, D, and E, Registered Plan 3376, Geographic Township of Scarborough, City of Toronto
Archaeological Assessments Ltd. conducted a Stage 2 archaeological assessment prior to the
development of Lots A, B, C, D, and E, Registered Plan 3376 in the City of Toronto.
Undisturbed areas were subject to test pit survey at five-metre intervals. One site was
discovered during this assessment and was registered as the Copse Site (AkGt-216). The site
is a Late Woodland Ancestral Wendat site that was determined to have further cultural
heritage value or interest. Further Stage 3 archaeological assessment was recommended
(Archaeological Assessments Ltd. 2017b).
PIF P344-0146-2017
Stage 3 Site Specific Assessment of the Copse Site (AkGt-216) in Part of Lot B, Registered
Plan 3376, Geographic Township of Scarborough, City of Toronto
Bluestone Research Inc. conducted the Stage 3 archaeological assessment for the Copse Site
(AkGt-216). The assessment resulted in the excavation of 13 test units, which yielded nine
additional ceramic artifacts. The artifacts were recovered from a single test unit where a
cultural feature was also identified. Based on the material recovered and identification of a
cultural feature, further Stage 4 mitigation was recommended for the Copse Site (AkGt-216)
(Bluestone Research Inc. 2017a).
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PIF P344-0150-2017
Stage 4 Archaeological Mitigation of the Copse Site (AkGt-216) in Part of Lot B, Registered
Plan 3376, Geographic Township of Scarborough, City of Toronto
Bluestone Research Inc. conducted Stage 4 mitigation of development impacts for the Copse
Site (AkGt-216). Avoidance and protection was not a viable option, therefore the Copse Site
was subject to hand excavation prior to any construction activities or impacts to the site.
Twenty units were dug during block excavation and resulted in the recovery of two artifacts.
Block excavation was followed by mechanical topsoil removal to a distance of 10 metres
beyond the single cultural feature. Excavation of the cultural feature yielded 37 ceramic sherds
from a single vessel. The Copse site was interpreted as a localized campsite associated with
the Late Woodland Period. The Stage 4 mitigation of development impacts of The Copse Site
(AkGt-216) resulted in the complete excavation and removal of the archaeological site from
the ground. The site was fully documented and requires no further archaeological investigation
(Bluestone Research Inc. 2017b).
2.3.5

Archaeological Potential Models

Archaeological Site Predictive Models (ASPM) are tools used to assist in determining the
probability of encountering archaeological sites. Probability models are created under careful
consideration of several variables including: distance to water, stream order, soil type,
drainage, physiographic region, degree of slope, proximity to registered archaeological sites,
and degree of disturbance.
In 1990, the TRCA’s Archaeological Master Plan was designed to assess the potential for
cultural resources within a particular property. The model employs High, Medium and Low
probability categories based on the several variables noted above. The three most significant
factors that determine settlement location of past peoples are close proximity to water, well
drained soils, and flat to gently sloping terrain. While the model does not forecast exact site
locations, it does present a generalized prediction based on the known settlement patterns of
Indigenous populations. The accuracy of such models has not been thoroughly studied and
compared with archaeological finds in the last two decades; however, it is quite clear that most
sites are located in high probability areas. A scenario where archaeological potential is nil
occurs when there is reliable, convincing data to determine that a location has been
thoroughly disturbed and that no potential remains for intact archaeological resources to
survive. Nevertheless, even in areas of disturbance, there is still the possibility to encounter
deeply buried deposits containing cultural resources. Low potential is often found in low lying
wetlands and scenarios like this greatly reduce the potential for encountering archaeological
sites, except in small pockets of undisturbed land at higher elevated locations within the
project area.
It should be stressed that accessible water is one of the most fundamental influences on
human settlement and is therefore a major indicator of archaeological potential. In the 2011
Standards and Guidelines, the MTCS notes that archaeological sites are likely to be
discovered in project and project areas that are within 300 metres of primary water source
(lakes, rivers, streams and creeks), secondary water sources (intermittent streams and creeks,
springs, marshes and swamps) and features that indicate past or ancient water sources
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(glacial lake shorelines). Thus, areas with high probability to contain Pre-Contact cultural
resources are approximately within 300 metres of a water source with good soil drainage and
level to gently undulating topography.
Euro-Canadian settlers faced the same environmental constraints as Indigenous peoples
including good access to water and arable soil. Primary and permanent water resources were
crucial for establishing mills and well drained soils were important for gardens, crops and
livestock. Roads established at this time were vital for access to settlements and
transportation of goods. As a result, areas with high probability to contain Euro-Canadian sites
are typically located within 100 metres of historic roads. In many cases modern roads follow
these original alignments.
The application of TRCA’s ASPM indicated that the project area has low to high potential for
encountering archaeological resources (Burgar 2003) (Map 18). This potential model is based
on distance to water, drainage and slope, and does not take into consideration disturbance to
the land. Within the Greater Toronto Area’s watersheds, most indigenous archaeological sites
have been located in high and medium potential areas. Accordingly, there is a possibility that
additional archaeological sites may be identified within the project area.
Archaeological Services Inc. (ASI) conducted an historical overview and assessment of
archaeological potential in the Highland Creek Watershed for the City of Toronto (ASI 2007),
providing a thematic history and summary of historic features. This study contributed to the
development of an archaeological master plan for the City of Toronto and archaeological site
potential model (Map 19), which generally does take into consideration disturbances to the
land. The City of Toronto’s archaeological potential model revealed that significant portions of
the project area retain archaeological potential (City of Toronto 2011).
It must be noted that archaeological potential model data is currently unavailable for the
portion of the project area that falls within the City of Pickering.

2.4

Built Features and Heritage Context

The project area was assessed for the identification of built features and heritage resources.
Built features, such as parks, bridges, trails and rail lines, are included in this section as their
construction often has an impact on the landscape (Maps 20 to 22). Heritage resources
include the identification of municipally designated and listed structures, bridges, cemeteries,
plaques and cultural heritage landscapes. Occasionally a built feature may also be identified
as a heritage resource. Common examples include bridges, rail lines, and cemeteries.
The assessment of built features and heritage resources is warranted as they may presently
act as a gateway for historical interpretation to the public. Identification of these features and
resource also provides an opportunity for future interpretation, for example plaques and
informative signage.
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2.4.1

Identified Built Features

There are eight parks and greenspaces located within and alongside the project area. For the
purposes of this report, short descriptions of each are provided below.
Parks and Parkettes
ASHTONBEE RESERVOIR PARK
Ashtonbee Reservoir Park is a 9.2 hectare park that incorporates the Ashtonbee Reservoir
and hydro corridor (the current project area). The park features three cricket pitches and three
multipurpose sports fields.
WEXFORD PARK
Wexford Park lies adjacent to the Gatineau Hydro Corridor Trail and neighbours the
Ashtonbee Reservoir Park which lies to the south. The park features baseball diamonds and
playground equipment for recreational enjoyment, as well as the Wexford Hydro Fields for
soccer games.
ARSANDCO PARK
Arsandco Park is 1.6 hectare park that features a baseball diamond and lies northerly adjacent
to the project area.
JACK GOODLAD PARK
The Jack Goodlad Park is a 5-hectare park that lies southerly adjacent to the project area, and
features two baseball diamonds, four Bocce courts, a splash pad and children’s playground.
The park is named after Jack Goodlad, who was a member of Scarborough Council in the
1980s who helped fundraise for a senior citizens’ housing facility that bears his name today.
THOMSON MEMORIAL PARK
Thomson Memorial Park is a 41.8 hectare park that follows the path of the West Highland
Creek. The park features many paths that allow visitors to explore the large wooded ravine,
and also has a lit ball diamond, multipurpose sports fields, tennis courts, picnic areas, an offleash dog area, outdoor fitness equipment, a wading pool and children’s playground for public
enjoyment. The park is home to the Scarborough Historical Museum, which was founded
around the historical homes of the Thomson family, who were the first settlers of Scarborough
in the 1790s. The Thomson houses are predominately found near the northern edge of the
park along St. Andrew’s Road.
An archaeological site was discovered to the north of Brimley Road in 1956 by the University
of Toronto which is believed to be associated with the Taber Hill ossuary located to the east.
The site was determined to be a Huron-Wendat site which dated to the late 1200s. The site
has been marked with a plaque. Another Wyandot village site was discovered to the north
near L’Amoreaux Park, which is also speculatively linked to this site.
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WOODSWORTH PARK
Woodworth Park is situated within the project area, between Bellamy Road and Daventry
Road. The Gatineau Hydro Corridor Trail connects through the park, and features four ball
diamonds for public use.
CINDY NICHOLAS DRIVE WOODLOT
The Cindy Nicholas Drive Woodlot is a small woodlot adjacent to the project area on the north
side.
ROUGE NATIONAL URBAN PARK
The Department of Planning and Development recommended that the lower Rouge valley be
preserved as a natural park and wildlife sanctuary. As a result, much of the river still flows
through green forests and prosperous fields today. It was not until1995 that Rouge Park was
established. In 2011, the federal government announced the park would become Canada’s
first national Urban Park. The Rouge National Urban Park is home to rich biodiversity, and
features natural, cultural and agricultural landscapes. It is home to some of the last remaining
working farms in the Greater Toronto Area, Carolinian ecosystems, Toronto’s only
campground, one of the region’s largest marshes, and some of the oldest Indigenous sites
known in Canada.
Recreation
VICTORIA VILLAGE ARENA
The Victoria Village Arena is located south of the Eglinton Avenue and Bermondsey Road
intersection, and is host to a recreation centre and arena with programming for all ages.
ACADEMY SOCCER FIELD
The Academy Soccer Field is a 1.5 hectare park in North York that is home to many
organizations including the East York soccer club.
TAM HEATHER COUNTRY CLUB GROUNDS
The Tam Heather Country Club Park is southerly adjacent to the project area near
Morningside Avenue and Military Trail. The grounds measure two-hectares in size and is
home to the Tam Heather Tennis and Curling Club.
Trails
GATINEAU HYDRO CORRIDOR TRAIL
The Gatineau Hydro Corridor Trail runs through a linear park across the former municipality of
Scarborough, and was named after the Great Gatineau Power Station that was built in
Leaside in 1920. The electricity generated by the Chaudière Falls was transmitted to the
power station along the corridor, which made it the longest 220,000 volt line in Canada. The
Pan Am path runs through the corridor, as well as the historic sites along St. Andrew’s Road.
Currently, the Gatineau Hydro Corridor Trail runs from the Don River to the West Highland
Creek.
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THOMSON MEMORIAL PARK TRAIL
Thomson Memorial Park Trail runs through Thomson Memorial Park, allowing visitors to enjoy
various trails, recreational activities and explore the local heritage of the early Scarborough
community.
MORNINGSIDE PARK TRAIL
Morningside Park Trail measures approximately 10 kilometres and runs along the Highland
Creek. It passes through a vast forest setting where visitors can hike, bike and go birding.
CEDAR TRAIL
The Cedar Trail is accessible from Meadowvale Road and Zoo Road, and features a 4.5
kilometre loop and 1.5 kilometre loop around the Beare Wetland, allowing visitors to enjoy
nature.
ROUGE PARK VISTA TRAIL
The Rouge Park Vista trail lies just outside of the Rouge Valley Conservation area and is a 1.5
kilometre loop which provides a view of the bluffs, Little Rouge Creek and Rouge River Valley.
ROUGE PARK ORCHARD TRAIL
The Rouge Park Orchard trail measures two-kilometres in length and features a northern and
southern trailhead.
2.4.2 Transportation and Railways
GO-TRANSIT METROLINX
The Stouffville Line of the GO Transit system passes through the project area between
Kennedy Road and Midland Avenue. The track was originally laid down by the Toronto and
Nipissing Railway.
CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAY
The Toronto Bypass track of the Canadian National Railway bisects the project area east of
Meadowvale Road and the Rouge River.
2.4.2

Existing Cultural Heritage Resources

HERITAGE REGISTER
The Ontario Heritage Act (OHA) gives municipal heritage advisory committees the
responsibility of researching and recommending to municipal council properties of cultural
value or interest. The properties are recorded and monitored through a heritage register as
designated (under the OHA) or listed (non-designated properties with cultural heritage interest
or value that may become candidates for designation).
The City of Toronto register is compiled by the City’s Heritage Preservation Services and
makes recommendations to City Council of properties that should be included on the inventory
or designated under the OHA. Presently, no designated or listed heritage properties are
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located within or adjacent to (within 50 metres) of the project area. Thomson Memorial Park,
home to a number of designated heritage properties associated with the Scarborough’s
founding settler family, is located within 300 metres of the project area.
BURIALS
No registered cemeteries are located within close proximity (i.e. 300 metres) of the project
area. However, the Taber Hill Ossuary, a Wyandot (Huron) burial mound, is located within 500
metres. It is estimated to contain over 500 individuals and is one of a handful of Indigenous
ossuaries that have been designated and protected as a registered cemetery in Canada.
Commemorative Plaques
No commemorative plaques have been identified within or in close proximity to the Meadoway
project area.
2.4.3

Cultural Heritage Landscapes

No registered cultural heritage landscapes are located within the project area, or within one
kilometre of the project area.

3.0 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS
In the present Stage 1 archaeological assessment a background investigation was completed
to review the historical and cultural contexts of the people who lived both within and adjacent
to the project area boundaries. As well, archaeological site predictive models were reviewed to
identify the potential for the project area to contain archaeological sites. Finally, documented
eighteenth, nineteenth, and twentieth-century property alterations were reviewed to evaluate
the potential for cultural heritage resources and landscapes to remain intact within undisturbed
pockets of the properties. Archaeological potential as determined by the various avenues of
research contained within this study are summarized below.
POTENTIAL FOR ENCOUNTERING PRE-CONTACT SITES
The Meadoway crosses numerous major watercourses, includes the surrounding ravines of
the Don and Rouge Rivers and Highland Creek, which would have offered rich resources such
as fish, waterfowl and game that would have been exploited as part of a people’s seasonal
round, and is near the eastern branch of the Toronto Carrying Place Trail. As a result, there is
very high potential for encountering Indigenous sites within the project area. The identification
of several Indigenous sites within one-kilometre of the project area, including the extant Taber
Hill Ossuary, contribute to elevated potential for finding Pre-Contact sites.
POTENTIAL FOR ENCOUNTERING EURO-CANADIAN SITES
Based on the proximity to water, former historic structures, historic roads, railways, and the
identification of numerous archaeological sites, the project area would be expected to
demonstrate high potential for encountering Euro-Canadian sites. The close proximity to the
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historic villages and transportation routes made these lands a desirable location for homes,
farms and industry.
The review of historic maps indicates there is potential to encounter nineteenth-century
structures within the project area. Although twentieth-century topographic maps reveal some
extensive twentieth century development that may have disturbed or destroyed remnants of
nineteenth-century homesteads, there remains the potential to locate some intact cultural
heritage resources.
PROXIMITY TO KNOWN ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES
A review of the MTCS’s Ontario OASD revealed that one archaeological site (AkGt-16) has
been registered within the project area, two sites were identified within 50 metres of the project
area, and an additional nine sites were located within one-kilometre of the project area. The
AkGt-16 site has likely been disturbed from past construction. The Copse Site was fully
mitigated, while the H1 Site (AkGt-214) still requires Stage 3 archaeological assessment. As a
result, the potential for encountering archaeological sites remains high.
PROXIMITY TO KNOWN BUILT AND CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCES
Several inventories were reviewed in order to determine if the local project area contained any
identified built heritage resources, features, or landscapes. Presently, there are no designated
or listed heritage properties recognized by the City of Toronto within the project area, as well
as no plaques detailing historical events and history within the project area. No cultural
heritage landscapes were located within or adjacent to the project area.
TWENTY AND TWENTY-FIRST CENTURY ALTERATIONS TO THE LAND
The urbanization of the Meadoway and its surroundings are illustrated through topographic
maps dating between 1917/1918 and 1930/1931 (Maps 9 to 14) and aerial photography
dating from the 1940s to 1990s (Images 1 to 12). Aerial photographs are important sources to
review as they can display past disturbances within a project area. Aerial photographs are also
valued for their ability to track changes in watercourse alignments and natural greenspace
cover, though greenspaces depicted on aerial photographs often hide potential structures
within a project area.
A review of these images and maps indicates that a handful of structures have been
constructed within the Meadoway project area during the twentieth century, and encompasses
a large number of major transportation routes, including Highway 401 and two rail lines.
Several paved parking lots and pedestrian pathways are present as well. Given that the
project area consists of a major hydro corridor, it is not surprising heavy disturbances
associated with the installation of utilities, intermittent transformers, hydro towers and
transformer station would be present. All of these various twenty and twentieth century
alterations would have removed the integrity of any potential archaeological resources in those
locales.
SUMMARY
Based on the information summarized above, the Meadoway project area has demonstrated
the potential for intact cultural heritage resources, in the form of archaeological sites, to be
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present. Areas assessed as having archaeological potential based on the analysis outlined
above are illustrated on Maps 23 to 25.

4.0 RECOMMENDATIONS
The review of geographic and cultural features, with careful consideration of available aerial
photography, has indicated that the Meadoway project area has the potential for buried
cultural resources (Maps 23 to 25).
It is therefore recommended that:

x

A Stage 2 archaeological assessment is required in all of the areas identified as
holding potential prior to any ground disturbing activities within the boundaries of
the Meadoway project area. Areas determined to hold potential must be subject to
archaeological test pit survey at five metre intervals prior to any ground disturbing
activities, in accordance with the 2011 Standards and Guidelines, published by
MTCS.

x

Portions classified as having low or no archaeological potential due to deep and
extensive disturbance or physical features (e.g., permanently wet areas, steep slope)
must be subjected to an on-site visual survey to confirm and document their nature
and extent. Only then can these areas be exempt from Stage 2 test pit survey.

x

Future areas determined for construction that are not covered by this Stage 1
archaeological assessment such as staging areas, temporary access roads, etc.,
should also be subject to a Stage 1 archaeological assessment, and if recommended,
a Stage 2 archaeological assessment.
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ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE AND LEGISLATION
a) This report is submitted to the Minister of Tourism and Culture as a condition of licensing
in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18. The report is
reviewed to ensure that it complies with the standards and guidelines that are issued by
the Minister, and that the archaeological fieldwork and report recommendations ensure the
conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario. When all
matters relating to archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal
have been addressed to the satisfaction of the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, a
letter will be issued by the ministry stating that there are no further concerns with regard to
alterations to archaeological sites by the proposed development.
b) It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any party other
than a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological site or to
remove any artifact or other physical evidence of past human use or activity from the site,
until such time as a licensed archaeologist has completed archaeological fieldwork on the
site, submitted a report to the Minister stating that the site has no further cultural heritage
value or interest , and the report has been filed in the Ontario Public Register of
Archaeology Reports referred to in Section 65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act.
c) Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may be a
new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act.
The proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources must cease alteration
of the site immediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry out
archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act.
d) The Cemeteries Act, R.S.O. 1990 c. C.4 and the Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services
Act, 2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 require that any person discovering human remains must notify
the police or coroner and the Registrar of Cemeteries at the Ministry of Consumer
Services.
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APPENDIX A: IMAGES

Image 1

1940s Aerial Photographs – Western Section

Image 2

1940s Aerial Photographs – Central Section
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Image 3

1940s Aerial Photographs – Eastern Section

Image 4

1950s Aerial Photographs – Western Section
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Image 5

1950s Aerial Photographs – Central Section

Image 6

1950s Aerial Photographs – Eastern Section
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Image 7

1970s Aerial Photographs – Western Section

Image 8

1970s Aerial Photographs – Central Section
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Image 9

1970s Aerial Photographs – Eastern Section

Image 10

1990s Aerial Photographs – Western Section

TRCA ARCHAEOLOGY AND CULTURAL HERITAGE

54 | P a g e

STAGE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT: THE MEADOWAY

Image 11

1990s Aerial Photographs – Central Section

Image 12

1990s Aerial Photographs – Eastern Section
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APPENDIX B: MAPS

Map 1

General Project Area
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Preliminary Concept Plan
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Map 3

Detail of 1860 Tremaine Map – York County – Western Section

Map 4

Detail of 1860 Tremaine Map – York County – Central Section
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Map 5

Detail of 1860 Tremaine Map – York and Ontario County – Eastern Section

Map 6

Detail of 1878 Miles & Co. Map - York County – Western Section
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Map 7

Detail of 1878 Miles & Co. Map - York County – Central Section

Map 8
Detail of 1877 Beers & Co. Map - Ontario County and 1878 Miles & Co. Map - York
County – Eastern Section

TRCA ARCHAEOLOGY AND CULTURAL HERITAGE

60 | Page

STAGE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT: THE MEADOWAY

Map 9

1917/1918 Topographic Map – Western Section

Map 10

1917/1918 Topographic Map – Central Section
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Map 11

1917/1918 Topographic Map – Eastern Section

Map 12

1930/1931 Topographic Map – Western Section
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Map 13

1930/1931 Topographic Map – Central Section

Map 14

1930/1931 Topographic Map – Eastern Section
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Map 15

2018 Topographic Map – Western Section

Map 16

2018 T Topographic Map – Central Section
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Map 17

2018 Topographic Map – Eastern Section

Map 18

TRCA Archaeological Potential Model
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Map 19

City of Toronto Archaeological Potential Model

Map 20

Built Features in Proximity of the Project Area – Western Section
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Map 21

Built Features in Proximity of the Project Area – Central Section

Map 22

Built Features in Proximity of the Project Area – Eastern Section
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Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment Recommendations – Western Section
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Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment Recommendations – Central Section
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Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment Recommendations – Eastern Section
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Appendix F. Phase 2 Alternative Trail Alignment Evaluation Matrixes

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

Capacity to maximize and ensure the
success of naturalization/restoration of
the meadow

Protect and
enhance natural
features

June 2019

Provide
connections

Maximizes interaction and connection
to urban greenspace (e.g. restored
meadow and natural ravine systems in
the hydro corridor); provides
opportunity for education and
stewardship

Provide a
positive user
experience

Extent of linkages to multi-modal
transportation

Minimizes potential for impacts to valley
slope (e.g. erosion) and
vegetation/habitat

Minimizes impact to watercourses and
aquatic habitat

Evaluation Criteria

Objectives

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub

Maximizes meadow restoration due to location of multi-use trail proximal to
the north or south edge of the hydro corridor (with minimum 5 m buffer
from private property boundaries). Trail placement avoids habitat
fragmentation.
The multi-use trail provides a defined travel path that maximizes the success
of the meadow by reducing informal trails and trampling, while creating new
access points for meadow maintenance.
The multi-use trail will expose the restored meadow to increased human
activity and potential negative impact such as litter.
Potential for temporary impacts associated with the construction of the
water crossing due to heavy machinery operations.
Increased exposure to human activity (e.g., litter) may have a negative
impact on aquatic habitat.
There are no significant slopes associated with the Southwest Tributary of
Highland Creek.
Best practices will be used during construction to minimize impact to
channel morphology and natural vegetation/habitat including potential
conflict with fauna.
Farthest alignment from Kennedy Station (approximately 1,500 metres)
Provides for connection to existing multi-use trail west of the rail corridor to
Kennedy Station.
Provides for future connection to existing Lawrence East Station on TTC Line
3 and the proposed Lawrence Kennedy Station on the Stouffville GO Line due
to proximity (~450 m south).

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

Maximizes interactions with and connections to the natural environment
(e.g., restored meadows, ravines, and open green space) because trail
remains within the hydro corridor for its entire length and includes a water
crossing of the Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek; Significant potential
for education and stewardship opportunities.

x

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub

The Meadoway Alternative Alignments Evaluation Matrix – REVISED

x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub
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Closest alignment to Kennedy Station (approximately 1,000 metres)
Utilizes existing multi-use trail connection west of the rail corridor to
Kennedy Station.
Furthest from existing Lawrence East Station on TTC Line 3 and
proposed Lawrence-Kennedy Station on the Stouffville GO Line
(approximately 1,000 metres), with no direct connection.

No impacts to valley slope and vegetation/habitat.

No impacts to watercourses and aquatic habitat.

Minimal interactions with natural environment, as only ~40% of the
alignment is within the hydro corridor (west of Midland Ave to Marcos
Blvd).
No connection to Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek.
Some potential for education and stewardship associated with the
eastern portion of this alignment where the trail returns to the
corridor and would reconnect with restored meadow.
Meadow is restored throughout the entire section of hydro corridor,
but there is no formal infrastructure in place to provide access for
meadow maintenance.
Lack of multi-use trail can result in the development of informal trails
and trampling effects on restored meadow habitat.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description

June 2019

Be good
neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for
all potential
trail users

Objectives

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

Trail alignment brings users within the floodplain of the Southwest Tributary
of the Highland Creek, enhancing exposure to flood risk.
Proposed water crossing will be within floodplain but designed to not
increase the risk and/or magnitude of flooding.
Maximum potential for interaction with Hydro One assets due to full extent
of alignment remaining within hydro corridor.
Requires coordination with Hydro One (land owner) and Metrolinx.
Accommodates Hydro One design requirements of a 15 m buffer
surrounding the towers along the trail except for one instance west of the
Southwest Highland Creek crossing.

Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multi-use trail
will have a minimum 5 m separated vegetative buffer from the property line.

Provides equitable access to communities both north and south of the hydro
corridor.

x

x

x

x

x

Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail
users

Minimizes potential for impact on
neighbours adjacent to the hydro
corridor as well as road users

Extent of support/leverage for local
communities and infrastructure
initiatives

Minimizes potential for operation and
maintenance impacts on the hydro
corridor and meadow
x
x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x
x

Extent of trail that can meet and/or
exceed AAA (all ages and abilities) and
AODA for trail design

Minimizes potential for concern
regarding personal safety (e.g.,
maintenance vehicles, road traffic,
intersections, human conflict, safe trail
design)

Length of new trail connection (related
to travel distance and time) & ease of
wayfinding

Extent of linkages to other trails or key
amenities
Provides connection to Jack Goodlad Park and Community Centre, the
Scarborough Muslim Centre, and David and Mary Thomson Collegiate.
This alignment provides for a potential future connection to Arsandco Park.
Maximizes the ability to alleviate demands and pressures on other trails
within the network.
Shortest, most direct route (2,300 m).
Three road crossings and one rail corridor crossing will have an impact on
travel time.
Wayfinding signage will be required at the intersection west of the GO line
and out-of-corridor to direct users to the trail.
Alignment will meet and/or exceed minimum design requirements regarding
personal safety, as per the City of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail Design
Guidelines.
Minimizes proximity to vehicles and road infrastructure due to multi-use trail
remaining within hydro corridor for full extent of alignment.

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
x

Evaluation Criteria

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub
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Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multi-use
trail will have a minimum 5 m separated vegetative buffer from the
property line.
The out of corridor section will add pedestrian and cycling traffic to the
local streets (i.e., residential streets) and along Midland Ave. –
potentially impacting existing road users.
Access to multi-use trail primarily for communities south of the hydro
corridor.

Minimizes potential for interaction with Hydro One assets as only
~40% of alignment is within the hydro corridor.
Requires coordination with Hydro One (land owner).
Accommodates Hydro One design requirements of a 15 m buffer
surrounding the towers throughout the in-corridor section of the trial.

No change in flood risk.

Longer, more circuitous route (2,460 m).
Four road crossings, one rail corridor crossing, and stop-sign crossings
on several local streets will have an impact on travel time.
Significant wayfinding signage at each of the intersections to direct
users along the trail.
Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as per City of Toronto Multiuse Trail Design Guidelines), but maximizes connectivity to
surrounding community.
Maximizes proximity to vehicles and road infrastructure due to ~60%
of alignment utilizing shared, on street bike lanes through local streets
and major roads.
Can be designed to meet AODA requirements (may require additional
retrofits to existing rail corridor crossing).

Provides connection to Jack Goodlad Park and Community Centre, the
Scarborough Muslim Centre, and David and Mary Thomson Collegiate.

June 2019

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub

Significant level of complexity due to the construction of full extent of multiuse trail, a rail corridor crossing, and a water crossing over the Southwest
Tributary of Highland Creek. While the current setback for infrastructure
adjacent to the rail corridor is 30 m, this may increase because of future
electrification infrastructure.
The Metrolinx construction schedule would have implications on this
project’s timeline.
This alignment involves the greatest amount of new construction, including a
water crossing over Southwest Highland Creek and the rail corridor crossing.
It is expected that this alignment will have a higher capital cost.

Significant operating and maintenance costs due to additional trail, bridge
crossings, and road crossing infrastructure.

x

x

x

Capital cost

Operating and maintenance costs

x

Supports future transit initiatives. GO Expansion on the Stouffville line, the
proposed Eglinton LRT, and the future Lawrence-Kennedy Regional Express
Rail GO Station.

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
x

Evaluation Criteria

Be cost effective Constructability

Objectives

x

x

x

x

x

x

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure Alternative Trail

Section 3: Lawrence Ave Community Hub
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This alignment will utilize most of the existing road and cycling
infrastructure and is expected to have a lower cost.
However, additional road enhancements along a ~250 m section of
Midland in the form of bike lanes and/or a twinned sidewalk will need
to be explored.
Potentially significant operating and maintenance costs due to
utilization of existing cycling routes, which may have to be modified.
and lack of rail corridor crossing infrastructure.
No costs associated with bridge crossing infrastructure

This alignment has the complexity of depending on the existing
infrastructure which may need to be modified. For instance,
modifications to the proposed stretch along Midland Avenue will need
to be explored (e.g., dedicated bike lanes or twinned sidewalk).

Supports future transit initiatives. Alignment provides support for
SmartTrack - GO Expansion on the Stouffville line and the proposed
Eglinton LRT.

June 2019

High potential for impact to valley slope and
ravine habitat due to construction of multi-use
trail along the west and east slopes of the ravine.

x

Minimizes potential for
impacts to valley slope (e.g.
erosion) and
vegetation/habitat

Minimizes impact to
watercourses and aquatic
habitat

Maximizes meadow restoration due to location of
multi-use trail proximal to the north or south
edge of the hydro corridor (with minimum 5 m
buffer from private property boundaries). Trail
placement avoids habitat fragmentation.
The multi-use trail provides a defined travel path
that maximizes the success of the meadow by
reducing informal trails and trampling, while
creating new access points for meadow
maintenance.
The multi-use trail will expose the restored
meadow to increased human activity and
potential negative impact such as litter.
Potential for temporary impacts associated with
the construction of water crossing due to heavy
machinery operations.
Increased exposure to human activity (e.g., litter)
may have a negative impact on aquatic habitat.

x

Protect and
Capacity to maximize and
enhance
ensure success of
natural features naturalization/restoration of
the meadow

x

x

x

x

Maximizes interaction with and connections to
the natural environment (e.g., restored
meadows, ravines, and open green space) - trail
remains within the hydro corridor for its entire
length and includes a water crossing at Highland
Creek; Significant potential for education and
stewardship opportunities.

x

Maximizes interaction and
connection to urban
greenspace (e.g. restored
meadow and natural ravine
systems in the hydro
corridor); provides
opportunity for education
and stewardship

Provide a
positive user
experience

x

x

x

x

x

x

No impact. This alignment does not include
construction of a new crossing of the valley.

No impacts to watercourses and aquatic
habitat.

Meadow is restored throughout the entire
section of hydro corridor but there is no
formal infrastructure in place to provide
access for meadow maintenance.
Lack of multi-use trail can result in the
development of informal trails and trampling
effects on restored meadow habitat.

Minimal interaction with and connections to
the natural environment, as the multi-use trail
remains outside of the restored meadow
corridor and provides no connection to the
Highland Creek Ravine.
Minimizes education and stewardship
opportunities as trail remains on city streets.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure

Section 5: The Ravines

Evaluation Criteria

Objectives

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Section 5: The Ravines

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Section 5: The Ravines
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Low potential impact. This alignment does not
include construction of a new water crossing or trail
up the east side in the valley but will include a trail

No construction related impacts, but some impacts
associated with increased human activity at the
viewing node.

Some interaction with and connections to the
natural environment as this alignment contains a
viewing node off Ellesmere Road that brings users to
the Highland Creek Ravine (no water crossing over
Highland Creek is provided).
Approximately 30% of the alignment remains within
the hydro corridor east of Scarborough Golf Club
Road to Ellesmere Road - providing some
opportunity to experience the restored meadow.
Some education and stewardship due to restored
meadow between Scarborough Gold Club Rd. and
Ellesmere Rd. and access to west side of Highland
Creek Ravine.
Meadow is restored throughout the majority of
hydro corridor but there is a lack of infrastructure in
place to provide access for meadow maintenance
east of Highland Creek.
Lack of multi-use trail east of Highland Creek can
result in the development of informal trails and
trampling effects on restored meadow habitat.

Option C - Hybrid

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

The Meadoway Alternative Alignments Evaluation Matrix – REVISED

Ranking Description

June 2019

Maintain a safe
environment
for all potential
trail users
Alignment will meet and or exceed minimum
design requirements regarding personal safety as
per the City of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail Design
Guidelines.
Minimizes proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure due to multi-use trail remaining
within hydro corridor for full extent of alignment.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements
(may require additional modifications to along
the eastern slope of the Highland Creek Ravine).

x

x

Extent of trail that can meet
and/or exceed AAA (all ages
and abilities) and AODA for
trail design

Minimizes potential for
concern regarding personal
safety (e.g., maintenance
vehicles, road traffic,
intersections, human
conflict, safe trail design)

Length of new trail
connection (related to travel
distance and time) & ease of
wayfinding

Provides connection to key trails and amenities,
including nearby parks, schools, and public health
centres.
Provides for direct connection to the Highland
Creek Pan Am Path and the broader Highland
Creek Ravine system.
Maximizes the ability to alleviate demands and
pressures on other trails within the trail network.
Shortest, most direct route (1,930 m).
Three at-grade road crossings that will have a
potential impact on travel time.
Wayfinding signage will be required at major
intersections and trail connections.

x

Extent of linkages to other
trails or key amenities

x

x

x
x

x

x

All alignments provide connections to bus routes.

x

Extent of linkages to multimodal transportation

Provide
connections

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements
(may require additional retrofits along
Ellesmere Rd. and Neilson Rd.).

Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as
per City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Design
Guidelines) but maximizes connectivity to
surrounding community.
Maximizes proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure due to alignment utilizing
shared, on-street bike lanes through local
streets and major roads for its entire extent.

Longest, most circuitous route (2,200 m).
Five at-grade road crossings that will have a
potential impact on travel time.
Significant wayfinding signage required at
major intersections to direct users along the
trail.

Provides connection to key trails and
amenities, including nearby parks, schools,
and public health centres.

All alignments provide connections to bus
routes.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure

Section 5: The Ravines
Best practices will be used during construction to
minimize impact to channel morphology and
natural vegetation/habitat including potential
conflict with fauna.

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
x

Evaluation Criteria

Objectives

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

Option C - Hybrid

Section 5: The Ravines
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Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as per
City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Design Guidelines)
but maximizes connectivity to surrounding
community.
Maximizes proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure due to primary alignment (e.g., not
including the secondary trail to the pedestrian node)
utilizing shared, on-street bike lanes through local
streets and major roads.
Can be designed to meet AODA requirements (may
require additional retrofits to Ellesmere Rd. and
Neilson Rd.).

Provides connection to key trails and amenities,
including nearby parks, schools, and public health
centres.
Provides for direct connection to the Highland Creek
Pan Am Path and the broader Highland Creek Ravine
system.
Reduces demands and pressures on other trails
within the trail network.
Long, circuitous route (2,100 m).
Three at-grade road crossings that will have a
potential impact on travel time.
Potential fourth at-grade road crossing to access the
viewing node if trail located on south side of
Ellesmere Road.
Significant wayfinding signage required at major
intersections and trail connections.

and viewing area to along the west section of the
ravine.
Best practices will be used during construction to
minimize impact to channel morphology and natural
vegetation/habitat including potential conflict with
fauna.
All alignments provide connections to bus routes.

June 2019

Be cost
effective

Be good
neighbours

Objectives

Constructability

Extent of support/leverage
for local communities and
infrastructure initiatives

Minimizes potential for
impact on neighbours
adjacent to the hydro
corridor as well as road
users

Minimizes potential for
operation and maintenance
impacts on the hydro
corridor and meadow

Minimizes potential for
flood risk to trail users

Evaluation Criteria

Maximum potential for interaction with Hydro
One assets due to full extent of alignment
remaining within hydro corridor.
Requires coordination with Hydro One (land
owner).
Accommodates Hydro One design requirements
of a 15 m buffer surrounding the towers along
the trail.

Minimal potential for impact to adjacent
neighbours as the multi-use trail will have a
minimum 5 m separated vegetative buffer from
the property lines in the west and east end of the
hydro corridor.
Proposed water crossing of Highland Creek will be
located toward the southern boundary but
separated from adjacent neighbourhoods by
ravine slope and vegetation.
Provides equitable access to communities both
north and south of the hydro corridor
Provides for direct connection to the Highland
Creek Upper Pan Am Path (under construction)
and the broader Highland Creek Ravine system.
Supports connection to the City’s 10-year bike
plan for Ellesmere Rd.
Significant level of complexity due to the
construction of full extent of multi-use trail within
hydro corridor and ravine system as well as a
water crossing over the Highland Creek.

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Brings users within the floodplain of Highland
Creek, enhancing exposure to flood risk.
Proposed water crossing will be within floodplain
but designed to not increase the risk and/or
magnitude of flooding.

x

x

x

x

x

Significant level of complexity due to
modifications to major arterial roads (e.g.,
dedicated bike lanes or twinned sidewalk).

Utilizes Ellesmere Rd., which has been
identified as part of the City’s 10-year bike
plan.

This out of corridor alignment will add new
pedestrian and cycling traffic to communities
abutting Scarborough Golf Club Road,
Ellesmere Road, Neilson Road, and Military
Trail.

Alignment not within Hydro One corridor and
requires no coordination land owner.

No change in flood risk.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure

Section 5: The Ravines
x

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

Option C - Hybrid

Section 5: The Ravines
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Complexity associated with small section of multiuse trail construction within hydro corridor,
potential on-road modifications (e.g., dedicated bike
lanes), and trail construction west of Highland Creek.

Provides for direct connection to the Highland Creek
Upper Pan Am Path (under construction) and the
broader Highland Creek Ravine system.
Utilizes Ellesmere Rd., which has been identified as
part of the City’s 10-year bike plan.

Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours
as the multi-use trail will have a minimum 5 m
separated vegetative buffer from the property lines
in the west end of the hydro corridor.
The out of corridor segments will add pedestrian
and cycling traffic to Ellesmere Road, Neilson Road,
and Military Trail.

Minimizes potential for interaction with Hydro One
assets as only ~30% of alignment is within the hydro
corridor.
Requires coordination with Hydro One (land owner).
Accommodates Hydro One design requirements of a
15 m buffer surrounding the towers throughout the
in-corridor section of the trial.

Brings users within the floodplain of Highland Creek,
enhancing exposure to flood risk.

June 2019

Objectives
Significant capital costs due to extent of multi-use
trail, water crossing over Highland Creek, and two
signalized at-grade road crossings.

Significant operating and maintenance costs due
to additional trail and water crossing
infrastructure.

x

Operating and maintenance
costs

x

x

High operating and maintenance costs.

High capital costs associated with cycling
infrastructure enhancements along a ~1.1 km
section of Ellesmere Road and ~700 m of
Neilson Road

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure

Section 5: The Ravines
x

Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail

Capital cost

Evaluation Criteria

x

x

Option C - Hybrid

Section 5: The Ravines
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High operating and maintenance costs.

High capital costs associated with construction of a
trail between Scarborough Golf Club Road and
Ellesmere Rd. as well as for the viewing node west of
Highland Creek; road enhancements along ~1.1 km
section of Ellesmere Road and ~700 m of Neilson
Road; and potential at-grade road crossing on
Ellesmere to access viewing node west of Highland
Creek.

June 2019

Minimizes potential for
impacts to valley slope (e.g.
erosion) and
vegetation/habitat

Minimizes impact to
watercourses and aquatic
habitat

Evaluation Criteria
Maximizes interaction and
connection to urban
greenspace (e.g. restored
meadow and natural ravine
systems in the hydro
corridor); provides
opportunity for education
and stewardship
Protect and
Capacity to maximize and
enhance
ensure success of
natural features naturalization/restoration
of the meadow

Objectives
Provide a
positive user
experience

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

No impact to valley slopes and vegetation/habitat.

No impacts to watercourse or aquatic habitat.

Meadow is restored throughout the entire section
of hydro corridor but there is no formal
infrastructure in place to provide access for
meadow maintenance.
Lack of multi-use trail can result in the
development of informal trails and trampling
effects on restored meadow habitat.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - A
Minimal interaction with and connection to the
natural environment, as the trail remains outside
of the restored meadow corridor and provides no
connection to the Ellesmere Ravine.
x Minimal education and stewardship opportunities
as trail remains on city streets.
x

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
Maximizes interaction with and connection to
the natural environment (e.g., restored
meadows, ravines, and open green space) as
trail remains within hydro corridor between
Neilson Rd. and Morningside Avenue while
providing for a water crossing over Ellesmere
Ravine; Significant potential for education and
stewardship opportunities.
Maximizes meadow restoration due to
location of multi-use trail proximal to the
north or south edge of the hydro corridor
(with minimum 5 m buffer from private
property boundaries). Trail placement avoids
habitat fragmentation.
The multi-use trail provides a defined travel
path that maximizes the success of the
meadow by reducing informal trails and
trampling, while creating new access points
for meadow maintenance.
The multi-use trail will expose the restored
meadow to increased human activity and
potential negative impact such as litter.
Potential for temporary impacts associated
with the construction of water crossing due to
heavy machinery operations.
Increased exposure to human activity (e.g.,
litter) may have a negative impact on aquatic
habitat.
Proposed water crossing at Ellesmere Ravine
is at top of valley, so no impact to ravine
slopes are anticipated.
Best practices will be used during
construction to minimize potential conflict
with fauna.

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance

The Meadoway Alternative Alignments Evaluation Matrix – REVISED

x

x

x

x

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
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No impact to valley slopes and vegetation/habitat.

No impacts to watercourse or aquatic habitat.

Meadow is restored throughout the entire section of
hydro corridor but there is no formal infrastructure in
place to provide access for meadow maintenance.
Lack of multi-use trail can result in the development
of informal trails and trampling effects on restored
meadow habitat.

Option C - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - B
Minimal interaction with and connection to the
natural environment, as the trail remains outside of
the restored meadow corridor and provides no
connection to the Ellesmere Ravine.
x Minimal education and stewardship opportunities as
trail remains on city streets.
x

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description

June 2019

Maintain a safe
environment
for all potential
trail users

Objectives
Provide
connections

Extent of trail that can
meet and/or exceed AAA
(all ages and abilities) and
AODA for trail design

Minimizes potential for
concern regarding personal
safety (e.g., maintenance
vehicles, road traffic,
intersections, human
conflict, safe trail design)

Length of new trail
connection (related to
travel distance and time) &
ease of wayfinding

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

Trail provides connection to key amenities
including the Pan Am Sports Centre,
Centennial College - Morningside Campus, the
University of Toronto Scarborough and other
local schools.
Provides a potential connection to the
Ellesmere Ravine System and potential future
Highway 401 crossing.
Runs directly through the University of
Toronto Scarborough north campus.
Maximizes the ability to alleviate demands
and pressures on other trails within the trail
network.
Shortest, most direct route (2,909 m).
Five at-grade road crossings will have a
potential impact on travel time.
Wayfinding signage required along
Morningside Avenue, Chartway Boulevard
and local out-of-corridor streets to direct trail
users.
Some potential for trail enhancements (as per
City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Design
Guidelines) but maximizes connectivity to
surrounding community.
High proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure along local streets and major
roads but minimizes proximity along incorridor route between Neilson Rd. and
Morningside Avenue. Short section along the
UTSC north campus also reduces trail uservehicle proximity.
Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

x

Extent of linkages to other
trails or key amenities

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as per
City of Toronto Multi-use Trail Design Guidelines)
but maximizes connectivity to surrounding
community.
Maximizes proximity to vehicles and road
infrastructure due to alignment utilizing shared,
on street bike lanes through local streets and
major roads for its entire extent.

Longest, most circuitous route
(3, 810 m).
Five at-grade road crossings will have an impact on
travel time.
Will require significant wayfinding signage at
major intersections to direct trail users.

Trail provides connection to key amenities
including the Pan Am Sports Centre, Centennial
College - Morningside Campus, the University of
Toronto Scarborough and other local schools.
Provides a potential connection to the potential
future Highway 401 crossing.
Runs directly through the Centennial College –
Morningside Campus and University of Toronto
Scarborough campus.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - A
Alignment provides opportunity to connect to
existing bus routes and proposed future Eglinton
East LRT platform.

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
x Alignment provides opportunity to connect to
existing bus routes and proposed future
Eglinton East LRT platform.

Evaluation Criteria
Extent of linkages to multimodal transportation

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
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Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

Minimal potential for trail enhancements (as per City
of Toronto Multi-use Trail Design Guidelines) but
maximizes connectivity to surrounding community.
High proximity to vehicles and road infrastructure
along local streets and major roads but minimizes
proximity at short section along the UTSC north
campus.

Long, circuitous route (3,067 m).
Five-at grade crossings will have an impact on travel
time.
Will require significant wayfinding signage at major
intersections to direct trail users.

Trail provides connection to key amenities including
the Pan Am Sports Centre, Centennial College Morningside Campus, the University of Toronto
Scarborough and other local schools.
Provides a potential connection to the potential
future Highway 401 crossing.
Runs directly through the University of Toronto
Scarborough north campus.
Reduces demands and pressures on other trails
within the trail network.

Option C - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - B
Alignment provides opportunity to connect to
existing bus routes and proposed future Eglinton East
LRT platform.

June 2019

Be cost
effective

Minimizes potential for
operation and
maintenance impacts on
the hydro corridor and
meadow

Be good
neighbours

Minimal potential for impact to adjacent
neighbours as the multi-use trail will have a
minimum 5 m separated vegetative buffer
from the property lines in the west end of the
hydro corridor.
Will add pedestrian and cycling traffic to
Morningside Avenue, Pan Am Drive, Chartway
Boulevard, and the University of Toronto
north campus.
Supports future transit (Eglinton East LRT),
Conlin’s Road bike lane enhancements, and
UTSC Master Plan initiatives.
Trail alignment remains primarily to the south
of the hydro-corridor due to infrastructure
challenges (e.g., 401 and Morningside Ave.)
Significant level of complexity due to
construction of multi-use trail and water
crossing infrastructure within hydro corridor,
potential road enhancements, and
coordination with other projects (e.g., EELRT
and UTSC Master Plan).
Significant capital cost due to new cycling
infrastructure, including multi-use trail within
the hydro corridor, local roads, UTSC north
campus, a water crossing over Ellesmere
Ravine and four road crossings.
Significant operating and maintenance cost
due to the addition of new trail infrastructure
and a water crossing.

x

x

x

x

Capital cost

Operating and
maintenance costs

x

x

x

x

Small segment within hydro corridor; minimal
impacts on operation/maintenance are
anticipated. Requires coordination with Hydro
One staff.
Accommodates Hydro One design
requirements of a 15 m buffer surrounding
the towers along the trail.

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

High capital costs associated with additional
cycling infrastructure enhancements and crossings
along a ~2 km section along Military Trail and
small section of Ellesmere Road. Potentially
significant costs associated with crossing
infrastructure
Moderate operating and maintenance costs.

This alignment is fully out of corridor adding
pedestrian and cycling traffic where there is no
infrastructure for cyclists (Military Trail - sidewalk
only).
Trail remains entirely on existing road
infrastructure and is anticipated to bring new
pedestrian and cycling traffic to roads as well as
Centennial College and University of Toronto
Scarborough campuses.
Supports future transit (Eglinton East LRT),
Conlin’s Road bike lane enhancements, and UTSC
Master Plan initiatives.
Trail alignment remains primarily to the south of
the hydro-corridor due to infrastructure
challenges (e.g., 401 and Morningside Ave.)
High level of complexity due to coordination with
other projects (e.g., EELRT and UTSC Master Plan)
as well as potential modifications to existing roads
for cycling infrastructure

Alignment is not within the hydro corridor.

Option B - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - A
No change in flood risk.

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
Option A - In-Corridor Alternative Trail
x Proposed water crossing is well outside of the
identified floodplain for Ellesmere Ravine and
results in no change to flood risk.

Constructability

Extent of support/leverage
for local communities and
infrastructure initiatives

Minimizes potential for
impact on neighbours
adjacent to the hydro
corridor as well as road
users

Evaluation Criteria
Minimizes potential for
flood risk to trail users

Objectives

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Section 6: Hwy 401 – Eastern Entrance
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High capital costs associated with additional cycling
infrastructure enhancements along Military Trail,
Bonspiel Drive, Tams Road, Pan Am Drive and
Chartway Boulevard
Potentially significant costs for UTSC north campus
alignment as well as three road crossings.
Moderate operating and maintenance costs.

Supports future transit (Eglinton East LRT), Conlin’s
Road bike lane enhancements, and UTSC Master Plan
initiatives.
Trail alignment remains primarily to the south of the
hydro-corridor due to infrastructure challenges (e.g.,
401 and Morningside Ave.)
High level of complexity due to coordination with
other projects (e.g., EELRT and UTSC Master Plan) as
well as potential modifications to existing roads for
cycling infrastructure

Will add pedestrian and cycling traffic to Bonspiel
Drive, Tams Road, Pan Am Drive, Chartway
Boulevard, as well as the University of Toronto
Scarborough north campus.

Alignment is not within the hydro corridor.

Option C - Maximize Existing Infrastructure - B
No change in flood risk.

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
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Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe environment
for all potential trail users

Protect and enhance natural
features

Objectives
Provide a positive user
experience

No impact to valley slopes and vegetation/habitat.
Can be designed for vehicular loading
Close proximity to vehicles and road infrastructure as alignment
follows Chartway Blvd. Potential for personal safety concerns.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

No change in flood risk.
This alignment has no impact on HONI or meadow maintenance.

Trail remains entirely on existing road infrastructure along
Chartway Blvd. and is anticipated to bring new pedestrian and
cycling traffic to the area.
Minor enhancements in the form of cycling infrastructure (e.g.,
shared lane markings) on Chartway Blvd. may be required
Costs associated with adding cycling infrastructure (road paint,
signage) along Chartway Boulevard.
Moderate operating and maintenance costs.

x
x
x

x
x
x
x

x

Alignment is outside of hydro corridor footprint and will have no
impact on meadow restoration
No impacts to watercourse or aquatic habitat.

x

Operating and maintenance costs

NA

x

x

NA

x

x

x

Option A-1 - Trail along Chartway Blvd
Minimal interaction with and connection to natural environment
as the trail remains on Chartway Boulevard.

Section 6: Chartway Blvd. Trail Alignment
x

Evaluation Criteria
Maximizes interaction and connection to urban
greenspace (e.g. restored meadow and natural
ravine systems in the hydro corridor); provides
opportunity for education and stewardship
Establishes a unique and recognizable lookand-feel / Design congruent with the rest of the
trail design
Flexibility to address the desire experience of
all users
Capacity to maximize and ensure the success of
naturalization/restoration of the meadow
Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic
habitat
Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope
(e.g. erosion) and vegetation/habitat
Ability to accommodate emergency response,
city and utility maintenance vehicles/activities
Minimizes potential for concern regarding
personal safety (e.g., maintenance vehicles,
road traffic, intersections, human conflict, safe
trail design)
Extent of trail that can meet and/or exceed
AAA (all ages and abilities) and AODA for trail
design
Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users
Minimizes potential for operation/
maintenance impacts on the hydro
infrastructure and restored meadow
Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours
adjacent to the hydro corridor as well as
trail/road users
Constructability (feasibility, level of design,
construction and operation complexity)
Capital cost

Section 6: Chartway Blvd. Trail Alignment

The Meadoway Alternative Design Concepts Evaluation Matrix

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
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Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multiuse trail will have a minimum 5 m separated vegetative buffer from
adjacent property lines.
Construction of the trail will need to be coordinated with UTSC
based on existing uses and future improvements.
Costs associated with constructing small section of trail north of
Chartway Boulevard.
Moderate operating and maintenance costs.

No change in flood risk.
This alignment has no impact on HONI or meadow maintenance.

Can be designed to meet AODA requirements.

Alignment routed north of Chartway Blvd via dedicated multi-use
trail. Low potential for personal safety concerns.

Can be design for vehicular loading

No impact to valley slopes and vegetation/habitat.

Alignment is outside of hydro corridor footprint and will have no
impact on meadow restoration
No impacts to watercourse or aquatic habitat.

NA

NA

Option A-2 - Trail realignment north of Chartway Blvd
Maximizes interaction with and connection to natural environment
based on UTSC existing uses and long-term master plan north of
Chartway and south of the storage pond.

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description

Maintain a safe
environment for all

Protect and enhance
natural features

Provide a positive user
experience

Objectives

Ability to accommodate emergency
response, city and utility maintenance

Minimizes potential for impacts to valley
slope (e.g. erosion) and
vegetation/habitat

Flexibility to address the desire
experience of all users
Capacity to maximize and ensure the
success of naturalization/restoration of
the meadow
Minimizes impact to watercourses and
aquatic habitat

Establishes a unique and recognizable
look-and-feel / Design congruent with
the rest of the trail design

NA
NA

Deck surface water drains directly off fascia,
some of which could land directly in the
watercourse. Winter maintenance not
proposed (i.e. salting of trail not expected)
which reduces risk.
No piers required in the valley.
Impact to valley slope and
vegetation/habitat, limited to structure
abutment locations.
Abutments to be designed to minimize
impacts to the ravine.

Structure can be designed for vehicular
loading.

x
x
x

x

x

x
x

x
x

Slender appearance provides a bold visible
form.
Deck profile creates a unique aesthetic.
Structure type is rarely used in Canada.

Catenary (curved downward) structure
profile will bring trail users lower into the
ravine, when compared to the other
structure options.
This option provides greatest interaction
and connection to urban greenspace.

Option A-1 – Stress Ribbon

x

Maximizes interaction and connection to x
urban greenspace (e.g., natural ravine
systems in the hydro corridor, materials
used, immersion into the valley)
x

Evaluation Criteria

Section 6: Ellesmere Ravine Pedestrian Water Crossing

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

The Meadoway Alternative Design Concepts Evaluation Matrix

Structure requires piers – one on each side of
the watercourse.
Access required to construct piers. Increases
disturbance and impacts to valley slope.
Presence of piers and erosion protection
reduces vegetation and terrestrial habitat.
Opportunity to increase the length of the
center span, moving the piers closer to the
abutments and reducing the impact of
construction access needs to pier locations.
Structure can be designed for vehicular
loading

Minimal impacts to watercourses and aquatic
habitats.

NA

Option A-2 – Steel I-Girder, Steel Box Girder,
Steel Truss 3-Span Structure
Girders – Structure type will allow for
unobstructed views of the ravine from the
bridge deck.
Truss – Structure type partially obstructs views
of the ravine from the bridge deck for some
users – truss reduces transparency of
pedestrian line-of-sight to ravine below.
Opportunity for localized widening of the
bridge deck for viewing platforms/lookouts to
increase connection to the ravine greenspace.
Conventional bridge structure type.
Girders – Deck support structure located
below deck, not visible to trail users.
Truss – Truss elements visible from the bridge
deck. Contributes to overall character of the
structure.
NA

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

Includes larger setback of foundations from
watercourse banks.
Access required to construct piers and arch
footings. Increases disturbance and impacts to
valley slope.
Requires more foundation structures within
the ravine limits than Option 2.
Presence of piers/arch and footings, and
erosion protection reduces vegetation and
terrestrial habitat.
Structure can be designed for vehicular
loading

Minimal impacts to watercourses and aquatic
habitats.

NA

NA

Conventional bridge deck.
Arch structure offers a unique aesthetic,
however the structure will not be visible to
trail users.

Structure type will allow for unobstructed
views of the ravine from the bridge deck.
Piers provide opportunity for localized
widening of the bridge deck for viewing
platforms/ lookouts to increase connection to
the ravine greenspace.

Option A-3 – Deck Arch Multi-Span Structure

1|Page

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description

Capital cost
Operating and maintenance costs

Minimizes potential for impact on
neighbours adjacent to the hydro
corridor as well as trail/road users
Constructability (feasibility, level of
design, construction and operation
complexity)

Minimizes potential of flood risk to trail
users
Minimizes potential for operation/
maintenance impacts on the hydro
infrastructure and restored meadow

vehicles/activities
Minimizes potential for concern
regarding personal safety (e.g.,
maintenance vehicles, human conflict,
safe trail design)
Ability to meet and/or exceed AAA (all
ages and abilities) and AODA for trail
design

Evaluation Criteria

Impact to neighbors is similar for all options.

Construction complexity is high.
Local contractors and designers have littleto-no experience with structure type.
Dynamic lateral load considerations –
specialized engineering required during
design (wind, seismic, etc.).
Feasibility and complexity of construction is
highly dependent on geotechnical findings.
Significant capital costs*
No expansion joints.
May require specialized maintenance
procedures for unusual bridge type.

x
x
x

x
x
x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

Structure would be designed to provide user
safety. Structure requires users to travel
uphill to exit the structure which may feel
uncomfortable to some users.
Structure ‘sag’ design to comply with
accessibility requirements for inclined
walkways.
May require a variance if accessibility
requirements cannot be met.
Bridge height will result in no flood risk to
trail users.
Minimal impact to adjacent neighbours.
Bridge alignment selected to minimize
impact to hydro infrastructure.

x

Option A-1 – Stress Ribbon

x
x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

Moderate capital costs*
Typical pedestrian structure maintenance.

Increased construction access for construction
of piers in valley.
Structure launch recommended to minimize
use of overhead equipment in the hydro
corridor.

Impact to neighbors is similar for all options.

Bridge height will result in no flood risk to trail
users.
Minimal impact to adjacent neighbours.
Bridge alignment selected to minimize impact
to hydro infrastructure.

Structure meets and/or exceeds AAA and
AODA for trail design.

Structure would be designed to provide user
safety.

Option A-2 – Steel I-Girder, Steel Box Girder,
Steel Truss 3-Span Structure

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

x

Increased construction access for construction
of piers and arch footings in valley.
Temporary towers required during
construction.
Structure launch recommended to minimize
use of overhead equipment in the hydro
corridor.
Feasibility and complexity of construction is
highly dependent on geotechnical findings.
High capital costs*
Typical pedestrian structure maintenance.

Impact to neighbors is similar for all options.

Bridge height will result in no flood risk to trail
users.
Minimal impact to adjacent neighbours.
Bridge alignment selected to minimize impact
to hydro infrastructure.
Temporary towers erected during
construction of arch, potential impacts to
overhead hydro lines.

Structure meets and/or exceeds AAA and
AODA for trail design.

Structure would be designed to provide user
safety.

Option A-3 – Deck Arch Multi-Span Structure
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*Maximum bridge load design will be based on the maximum number of pedestrians. This load will be greater than a single maintenance vehicle, so no cost reductions are anticipated if light vehicle accommodation is note required as part of
the design

Be cost effective

Be good neighbours

potential trail users

Objectives

September 3, 2019

Be good neighbours

Maintain a safe
environment for all
potential trail users

Protect and enhance
natural features

Objectives
Provide a positive
user experience

Minimizes potential for operation/maintenance
impacts on the hydro infrastructure and restored
meadow
Minimizes potential for impact on neighbours
adjacent to the hydro corridor as well as trail/road
users
Minimizes impacts to utility infrastructure

Minimizes potential for flood risk to trail users

Ability to accommodate emergency response, city
and utility maintenance vehicles/activities
Minimizes potential for concern regarding personal
safety (e.g., maintenance vehicles, road traffic,
intersections, human conflict, safe trail design)
Extent of trail that can meet and/or exceed AAA (all
ages and abilities) and AODA for trail design

Minimizes potential for impacts to valley slope (e.g.
erosion) and vegetation/habitat

Capacity to maximize and ensure the success of
naturalization/restoration of the meadow
Minimizes impact to watercourses and aquatic
species, communities and/or habitat

Evaluation Criteria
Maximizes interaction and connection to urban
greenspace (e.g., natural ravine systems in the hydro
corridor, materials used, immersion into the valley);
provides opportunity for education and stewardship
Establishes a unique and recognizable look-and-feel
that is congruent with the rest of the trail design
Flexibility to address the desired experience of all
users

Section 5: Highland Creek East Slope Alignment

Alignment may present challenges to the desired experience of some
users due to grade, length of trail, and extent of switchbacks required
to meet 5% slope (e.g., navigability for cyclists)
NA
Potential for temporary impacts associated with the construction of
trail (mitigation measures and construction best practices will be
implemented).
Significant impact to valley slope due to the extent of vegetation and
ground cover that will need to be removed for switchback design to
meet 5% slope.
Risk of erosion will be managed by retaining walls and a habitat
restoration program will be implemented
Can be designed for vehicular loading
Alignment will meet and/or exceed minimum design requirements
regarding personal safety as per the City of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail
Guidelines.
Can be designed to meet AAA/AODA requirements (may require
additional retrofits along the eastern slope of Highland Creek Ravine).

Brings users within the floodplain of Highland Creek, enhancing
exposure to flood risk.
NA

Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multi-use
trail will have a minimum 15 m distance from HONI towers and 5 m
separated vegetative buffer from the property lines.
No impact on HONI or meadow maintenance.

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Will maintain a recognizable look-and-feel.

Option A-1: 5% grade (meets all AODA requirements)
Maximizes interactions with and connections to the natural
environment. Significant potential for education and stewardship
opportunities.

x

x

Section 5: Highland Creek East Slope Alignment

The Meadoway Design Concepts Evaluation Matrix

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Page 1

Minimal potential for impact to adjacent neighbours as the multi-use
trail will have a minimum 15 m distance from HONI towers and 5 m
separated vegetative buffer from the property lines.
No impact on HONI or meadow maintenance.

Alignment will meet and/or exceed minimum design requirements
regarding personal safety as per the City of Toronto’s Multi-use Trail
Guidelines.
Alignment will not meet AAA/AODA requirements and will exceed 5%
grade for most of its length. Signage to acknowledge increased slope
and other features such as rest areas will improve user comfort and
safety.
Brings users within the floodplain of Highland Creek, enhancing
exposure to flood risk.
NA

Can be design for vehicular loading

Potential for temporary impacts associated with the construction of
trail (mitigation measures and construction best practices will be
implemented).
Moderate impact to valley slope due to smaller alignment footprint
(i.e., reduced length with less switchbacks)
Risk of erosion will be managed by retaining walls and a habitat
restoration program will be implemented

NA

Alignment may present challenges to the desired experience of some
users due to grades exceeding 5% in some sections.

Will maintain a recognizable look-and-feel.

Option A-2: 8% Grade
Maximizes interactions with and connections to the natural
environment. Significant potential for education and stewardship
opportunities.

Least Preferred - lowest potential to meet project objective

Less Preferred - moderate potential to meet project
objective

Preferred - greatest potential to meet project objective

Ranking Description

September 3, 2019

Be cost effective
x
x

Operating and maintenance costs

x

Constructability (feasibility, level of design,
construction and operation complexity)
Capital cost
High level of complexity due to the construction of switchback trail
and retaining walls along eastern side of the Highland Creek.
High capital costs associated with vegetation removal, retaining walls
and greater length of trail to construct.
High maintenance costs due to greater length of trail and additional
infrastructure (e.g., retaining walls).
x

x

x

Page 2

Moderate level of complexity due to the relatively linear construction
of trail along eastern side of the Highland Creek.
Moderate capital cost due to less vegetation removal and shorter
length of trail/retaining wall features.
Moderate operating and maintenance costs associated with trail.

The Meadoway Environmental Study Report

Appendix H – Determination of Trail Configuration
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Appendix H: Determination of Trail Configuration
The City of Toronto Trail Design Guidelines (2014) outline three classifications of trails based on their role
in the network:
x
x

x

Secondary trails connect between destinations within a small geographic area, or act as feeder or
tributary routes for larger trails;
Primary trails connect between destinations in different parts of the city, and will often connect
with each other, providing perhaps the most significant level of connectivity among the three
types. Primary trails accommodate medium to high user volumes and are the most common type
of multi-use trail in Toronto; and,
High capacity trails provide a special function in the network; they accommodate the highest
number of users and can be compared to the expressways in the road network or to large “City
Parks” in the park network.

The default widths of primary and high capacity trails are 3.6 m and 4.1 m, respectively.
The Guidelines provide other indicators to consider when determining which trail type is appropriate for
any given context:
x
x
x
x

x

Size of catchment area: the greater the ratio of catchment area to length of trail, the higher the
anticipated use;
Population density of catchment area: an increase in this factor also increases, and possibly
multiplies the effect of the catchment area;
Number of entry points: as this increases, barriers restricting use are removed, and a facility is
more likely to collect more users from its catchment area;
Variety of destinations: for example a trail that connects a series of residential areas will probably
see less use than a trail that connects between residential, mixed-use and employment areas;
and,
Alternative trail options: a greater number of trails within a given area will result in fewer users
for each trail, if other factors are equalized.

The above information was considered in determining the appropriate trail type for The Meadoway.
There are no significant technical constraints within the hydro corridor that would influence the type of
trail and without a complete trail already in place there is no data or observed understanding around how
this trail will be used. There are however environmental impacts, economic costs, and user implications
associated with each trail type. A primary trail requires a smaller footprint (i.e., greater area of restored
meadow), less materials to construct, and accommodates a medium to high volume of users. It is noted
that primary trails are the most common type of trail in the City. For The Meadoway, a primary trail also
creates streamlined connection to the existing hydro corridor in Sections 1, 2, 4, and 6. A high capacity

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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The Meadoway Environmental Study Report
trail, on the other hand, would have a greater footprint (potentially removing land from the future
meadow), require more materials to construct, and provide an additional 0.5 m of capacity for users.
Given all of these factors it is suggested that The Meadoway consist of a primary trail. Once the full trail
is completed trail use can be monitored and the trail type adjusted if appropriate. The following sections
are identified as sections that have potential for higher usage due to activities and characteristics in and
around The Meadoway:
x

x

x

In the vicinity of Thomson Memorial Park where there are a number of local destinations that are
likely to attract a range of users. Thomson Memorial Park includes a dog park, playground,
baseball diamond, soccer field, and parking lot that is used for community events (e.g., Rifest).
The local trail connections to the Pan Am Path may also increase trail users to this area in
particular as it provides pedestrians and cyclists with route options. Lastly, the presence of
Bendale-Acres long-term care facility and Scarborough Health Network may see an increase of
visitors to the area including family members or friends who wish to take patients outside to enjoy
the natural environment in their backyard;
The heightened population density along Markham Road presents another potential location for
a high capacity trail. There are several apartment buildings to the north of the hydro corridor and
residents may turn to the multi-use trail to access the outdoors. Markham Road is close to the
midway point for The Meadoway multi-use trail so users who start at one end (East Don Trail or
Rouge National Urban Park) may use this as a turning-back point. With several restaurants and
grocery stores nearby, users may choose to break for lunch or to use the washroom in this area;
therefore making it a destination; and,
It is anticipated that a higher number of trail users will be drawn to The Meadoway near Ellesmere
Ravine and UTSC. The Ellesmere Ravine crossing will be a destination due to the iconic and
expansive pedestrian water crossing overlooking the beautiful ravine environment. UTSC already
attracts over 12,000 students each year – many of whom live on campus or are commuting from
nearby communities. The Meadoway will provide students with a multi-use trail that they can
easily access to take breaks from studying, socialize, and exercise.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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Appendix I. General Arrangement Drawings for Bridge Crossings
Southwest Tributary of Highland Creek
TTC/GO Stouffville Rail Crossing
Highland Creek
Ellesmere Ravine
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Appendix J – Hydraulic Assessment Report Preliminary Design
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1.0 Introduction 1

ϭ͘Ϭ

/ŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƟŽŶ
Led by Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) in partnership with City of Toronto, The
Meadoway will transform 16 kilometres of hydro corridor in Scarborough into one of the largest urban
linear greenspaces in Canada.
The Meadoway builds on the success of the Gatineau Hydro Corridor Revitalization Project (GHCR),
which has resulted in the creation of 40 hectares of native meadow habitat by TRCA to date, as well as
the construction of approximately 10 km of multi-use trail. Eventually encompassing over 200 hectares
and spanning 16 linear kilometers, The Meadoway will incorporate all of the work completed as part of
GHCR and establish a full multi-use trail connection between the East Don Trail gateway and Rouge
National Urban Park.
Dillon Consulting Limited (Dillon) was retained by TRCA to complete a Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment (Class EA) for three sections the proposed Meadoway alignment (Section 3, Section 5, and
Section 6). Sections 3, 5, and 6 of the proposed Meadoway alignment each contain one newly proposed
watercourse crossing. The locations of the newly proposed watercourse crossing are presented in
Figure 1. This hydraulic assessment report has been completed to assess the impact of the three
proposed crossings in support of the Class EA and will be included with the project record.

ϭ͘ϭ

KďũĞĐƟǀĞƐ
The purpose of this report is to review the relevant existing conditions, and analyze the potential
impacts of the three proposed watercourse crossings on the South West Tributary of Highland Creek
(Section 3), Highland Creek (Section 5), and Ellesmere Ravine (Section 6). The introduction of trails and
structures around a watercourse creates the potential for new obstructions or ‘footprints’ that can alter
not only flow paths of a watercourse but also what areas may be affected by flooding during storm
events. The primary objective of this hydraulic assessment report is to evaluate the impacts of the
proposed multi-use trail on the surface water systems.
Flooding hazard assessment (the combination of hydrologic and hydraulic assessments) will be
understood in coordination with the geomorphic assessment of risk of scour, erosion, and long term
watercourse bed movement. The preliminary geomorphic assessment for this project has been
completed by GeoProcess Research Associates (GRA). The geomorphological context of each crossing is
summarized in Appendix C of The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Class EA Environmental Study Report.
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1.0 Introduction 3

ϭ͘Ϯ

^ƚƵĚǇƌĞĂ
The proposed watercourse crossings for The Meadoway Trail System are on tributaries of Highland
Creek. The Highland Creek watershed covers 102 km2, and is one of the most urbanized river systems in
Toronto (TRCA, Watershed Report Card, 2018). The large amount of paved, impermeable surfaces in the
watershed means that during large rain storms there is a higher risk for a high volume of water,
potentially at high speed, to cause flooding and erosion damage.
As shown in Figure 2, the TRCA divides the Highland Creek into four subwatersheds – West Highland,
East Highland, Main Highland, and Centennial Creek. Section 3, Section 5, and Section 6 of The
Meadoway project cross tributaries of West Highland and East Highland Creek including; the West
tributary of Highland Creek, Highland Creek (main branch), and Ellesmere Ravine.

&ŝŐƵƌĞϮ-^ƵďǁĂƚĞƌƐŚĞĚƐŽĨ,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬ

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Preliminary Design (30% Design) - The Meadoway Multi-Use Trial
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1.0 Introduction 4

ϭ͘ϯ

,ǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐĞƐŝŐŶƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ
Specific design standards for pedestrian crossings are not specified in typical engineering design
standards. The following is a summary of the proposed design criteria for The Meadoway Multi-Use
Trail. The criteria were developed based on the TRCA Crossings Guidelines (2015) and Personal
Communications with TRCA.
ĂĐŬǁĂƚĞƌīĞĐƚ
In the Crossings Guideline for Valley and Stream Corridors (2015), TRCA requires a proposed crossing be
sized to convey the appropriate peak flow rate without significantly increasing flood elevations for all
standard return events (the 2 through 100 and Regional storm) in the vicinity of the crossing.
'ĞŽŵŽƌƉŚŽůŽŐŝĐĂů͚ƌŽƐŝŽŶ>ŝŵŝƚ͛
In the case of new crossings, TRCA’s Guidelines recommend that bridge abutments are placed outside of
the 50-year erosion limit, with a minimum standard of the 25 year erosion limit. Based on the current
geomorphic assessment provided by GRA (Appendix C of The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Class EA
Environmental Study Report), the abutments of the proposed crossings should be located outside of the
50-year erosion limits. If it is not feasible to locate the abutments outside of the 50-year erosion limit,
detailed erosion protection and bank stabilization designs will be required.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Preliminary Design (30% Design) - The Meadoway Multi-Use Trial
December 2019 - 18-8533
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Ϯ͘Ϭ

,ǇĚƌŽůŽŐŝĐĂŶĚ,ǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐDŽĚĞůƐ
A hydrologic study was not completed under this project; data for the Highland Creek system was
provided by TRCA. The flows were developed following standard conservative assumptions for future
land uses and no regulation from stormwater infrastructure. However, it is noted that the hydrologic
modeling does not account for climate change (personal correspondence, TRCA January 2019).
TRCA also provided an existing Hydrologic Engineering Centers River Analysis System (HEC-RAS)
modelling of Highland Creek for review. Cross sections in the existing conditions model were revised and
others added to account for the proposed trail alignment and crossing locations (Table 1). Cross sections
were created in HEC-RAS version 5.0.3 based on a DEM created from 0.25 m contours of the study area.
Figure 3, Figure 4 and Figure 5 show the original cross section locations compared to the revised existing
condition cross section locations.
dĂďůĞϭ-,-Z^DŽĚĞů/ŶĨŽƌŵĂƟŽŶ
Parameter
River (model ID)
Reach (model ID)
Cross Sections Added

Cross Sections Removed
Upstream bounding
watercourse cross-section
number
Downstream bounding
watercourse cross-section
number

Section 3
South West Tributary
of Highland Creek

Section 5
Highland
Creek

Section 6
Ellesmere
Ravine

Dorset Park
1
103.037
103.036
103.035
103.033
103.025

East - Markham
4
605.198
605.195
605.193
605.188
605.185
605.19
605.18

Ellesmere Ravine
1
604.468
604.456
604.458
604.455

103.035

605.193

604.465

103.033

605.188

604.458

103.03

604.46
604.45

Expansion and contraction coefficients at normal channel cross-section are 0.1 and 0.3, respectively, and
0.3 and 0.5 for cross-sections at hydraulic structures. These values are consistent with those
recommended in the HEC-RAS Technical/Reference Manual. Manning’s n coefficients were 0.035 and
0.08 in the channel and flood plain, respectively. These values were chosen to match the original TRCA
cross sections in the received model in similar land use areas. Ineffective flow areas were input at

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Preliminary Design (30% Design) - The Meadoway Multi-Use Trial
December 2019 - 18-8533

2.0 Hydrologic and Hydraulic Models 6

watercourse crossings following the HEC-RAS User’s Manual guidance. Blocked obstructions were used
to represent buildings within the floodplain, particularly those immediately adjacent to channel crosssections. Buildings/structures that were not contained by a single cross-section were extended over
multiple sections.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Preliminary Design (30% Design) - The Meadoway Multi-Use Trial
December 2019 - 18-8533
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ϯ͘Ϭ

ǆŝƐƟŶŐŽŶĚŝƟŽŶƐ
The existing conditions near the proposed structure varies for each section. The South West Tributary of
Highland Creek is a highly engineered, trapezoidal channel. Highland Creek has been significantly
armoured in the area of the proposed crossing, and Ellesmere Ravine sits in a deep ravine. Each segment
of the watercourse to be crossed has been reviewed for its existing conditions. Below each Section’s
existing hydraulic behaviour is discussed, existing conditions hydraulic profiles are located in
Appendix A. Full discussion of the existing conditions for the proposed crossings can be found in the
Design Criteria Report.

ϯ͘ϭ

^ĞĐƟŽŶϯ-^ŽƵƚŚtĞƐƚdƌŝďƵƚĂƌǇŽĨ,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬ
The TRCA HEC-RAS model identifies the watercourse in Section 3 of The Meadoway as the Dorset Park,
but is the South West Tributary of Highland Creek reach. South West Tributary of Highland Creek has a
drainage area of approximately 7 km2 that spans from Warden Avenue and Brimley Road to Highway
401. Within the hydro-corridor South West Tributary of Highland Creek is completely channelized in a
uniform trapezoidal shape. The watercourse is fully disconnected from the floodplain except for a large
concrete drainage swale that connects to the channel upstream of the proposed crossing. In addition,
there is an 825 mm sanitary sewer that runs parallel to South West Tributary of Highland Creek.
During the geomorphologic field investigation, there was significant evidence of bank slumping, toe
erosion and concrete channelization deterioration through the study reach. This is consistent with
review of the HEC RAS model, and floodplain mapping which show a relatively wide inundation area. For
more information, refer to the GRA Geomorphology Report found in Appendix C of The Meadoway
Multi-Use Trail Class EA Environmental Study Report.
The computed maximum water surface elevations (WSE) for the 2 to 100 year, and the Regional Storm
events are summarized in Table 2. The WSEs below were extracted from HEC-RAS cross-section number
103.035 and 103.033, immediately upstream and downstream of the proposed crossing. There is no
change in WSE between the two sections under existing conditions.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Preliminary Design (30% Design) - The Meadoway Multi-Use Trial
December 2019 - 18-8533

3.0 Existing Conditions 11

dĂďůĞϮ-^ŽƵƚŚtĞƐƚdƌŝďƵƚĂƌǇŽĨ,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬǆŝƐƟŶŐŽŶĚŝƟŽŶƐ
Return
Downstream
Flow
Upstream WSE
Period
WSE
(m3/s)
(mASL)
(Year)
(mASL)
2-yr
5-yr
10-yr
25-yr
50-yr
100-yr

19.7
27.6
33.4
40.9
46.5

154.71
155.42
155.96
156.24
156.41

154.70
155.42
155.96
156.24
156.41

53.0

156.53

156.53

Regional

65.3

156.71

156.71

The Midland Avenue culvert on South West Tributary of Highland Creek is located directly downstream
of the proposed crossing. It is understood that this culvert is a hydraulically limited structure as it is
overtopped during design event storms with a return period greater than 10 years. For an arterial road,
such a low conveyance suggests regular flooding of the area.
ϯ͘Ϯ

^ĞĐƟŽŶϱ-,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬ
Section 5 of The Meadoway is located between two existing crossings: Military Trail (upstream) and
Ellesmere Road (downstream). The proposed watercourse crossing would occur at a narrow, previously
armoured section of the creek. The HEC RAS model identifies this watercourse as the East-Markham
reach of Highland Creek. The drainage area of Highland Creek upstream of Ellesmere Road is
approximately 39 km2.
The computed maximum WSE for the 2 to 100 year and the Regional Storm events are summarized in
Table 3. The WSE below were extracted from HEC-RAS cross-section number 605.193 and 605.188,
immediately upstream and downstream of the proposed crossing.
dĂďůĞϯ-,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬǆŝƐƟŶŐŽŶĚŝƟŽŶƐ
Return Period
Upstream WSE
Flow (m3/s)
(Year)
(mASL)
2-yr
5-yr
10-yr
25-yr
50-yr
100-yr
Regional

99.0
145.3
179.3
223.0
258.9
294.9
435.8

121.48
121.98
122.25
122.64
122.89
123.16
124.21

Downstream
WSE (mASL)
121.45
121.93
122.20
122.57
122.85
123.11
124.22

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Preliminary Design (30% Design) - The Meadoway Multi-Use Trial
December 2019 - 18-8533
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Within The Meadoway corridor channel velocities are high, and there is evidence of bank erosion and of
sediment mobility. On the east bank, there is a defined steep valley slope. In the north east quadrant
the eastern slope has clearly exposed soil and evidence of slumping and erosion. The western bank
overall has an unconfined meadow and floodplain before the valley slope. As a result of the ongoing
bank erosion several channel remediation projects have been completed along Highland Creek. Within
the study area, the banks upstream and downstream of Ellesmere Road have been hardened and
reinforced in order to decrease the risks associated with erosion in this area. This protected section of
Highland Creek has been identified as a well suited location for the placement and long-term protection
of the proposed pedestrian bridge. For more information, refer to the GRA Geomorphology Report
found in Appendix C of The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Class EA Environmental Study Report.
ϯ͘ϯ

^ĞĐƟŽŶϲ-ůůĞƐŵĞƌĞZĂǀŝŶĞ
Section 6 of The Meadoway Trail System runs from Neilson Road to Conlins Road. The TRCA HEC RAS
model identifies this watercourse as the Ellesmere reach. Ellesmere Ravine originates from a storm
sewer outlet location immediately south of Military Trail within the ravine. The ravine has an average
top width of approximately 86 m, an average depth of approximately 16 m and valley wall slopes
ranging from 46% to 86%. The Meadoway Trail corridor crosses the ravine approximately 100 m south of
the head of the ravine. As is common in upper reaches of ravine systems, slumping and erosion are
easily observed and several trees have fallen into the valley.
Due to the highly incised nature of the ravine, and relatively low flows, storm events are contained
within this valley reach. The computed maximum WSE for the 2 to 100 year, and the Regional Storm
events are summarized in Table 4. The WSE below were extracted from HEC-RAS cross-section number
604.465 and 604.458, immediately upstream and downstream of the proposed crossing.
dĂďůĞϰ-ůůĞƐŵĞƌĞZĂǀŝŶĞǆŝƐƟŶŐŽŶĚŝƟŽŶƐ
Return Period
Upstream
Flow (m3/s)
(Year)
WSE (mASL)
2-yr
5-yr
10-yr
25-yr
50-yr
100-yr
Regional

3.79
4.61
5.44
6.67
7.69
9.49
15.9

128.87
128.93
128.99
129.06
129.12
129.22
129.50

Downstream
WSE (mASL)
128.39
128.45
128.50
128.57
128.62
128.71
128.97

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Preliminary Design (30% Design) - The Meadoway Multi-Use Trial
December 2019 - 18-8533
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ϰ͘Ϭ

WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚŽŶĚŝƟŽŶƐ
Below, each Section’s proposed hydraulic behaviour is discussed. The General Arrangements for each
crossing are presented in Appendix B, and results from the proposed conditions HEC-RAS model are
located in Appendix C.

ϰ͘ϭ

^ĞĐƟŽŶϯ-^ŽƵƚŚtĞƐƚdƌŝďƵƚĂƌǇŽĨ,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬ
The proposed crossing is a bridge with a total span of 41 m, a width of 4.5 m with a maximum soffit
elevation of 156.4 mASL and minimum soffit elevation of 156.1 mASL. The bridge was coded into the
HEC-RAS model between cross sections 103.035 and 103.033, immediately upstream and downstream
respectively. The low cord of the bridge was modeled as an arch and the high cord as the top of railing.
The Meadoway Trail does not cross the South West Tributary of Highland Creek perpendicularly. To
account for this in the model the proposed crossing was skewed by an angle of 11.69o.
Since the proposed South West Tributary of Highland Creek Bridge is overtopped during storm events
larger than the 1:50 year event, the Energy Equation was used to model low flows while the pressure
and weir flow equations were used to model high flow conditions. The pressure equation is used to
model the flow as it passes through the bridge opening, it is modeled as an irregularly shaped orifice
where the pressure flow is controlled by difference in hydraulic head (upstream to downstream). Water
passing over the structure is modeled using the broad crested weir equation.
The computed maximum WSE for the 2 to 100 year and the Regional Storm events, under proposed
conditions are summarized in Table 5. There is no significant increase in WSE as a result of the proposed
crossing.
dĂďůĞϱ-^ŽƵƚŚtĞƐƚdƌŝďƵƚĂƌǇŽĨ,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚt^
River
Distance To Return Period Existing WSE Proposed WSE
Sta.
Bridge (m)
(Year)
(mASL)
(mASL)

103.04

103.037

153.20

76.00

Change1
(m)

Regional

156.71

156.72

0.01

100-yr

156.54

156.54

0.00

50-yr

156.43

156.43

0.00

25-yr

156.26

156.27

0.01

10-yr

155.99

155.99

0.00

5-yr

155.50

155.51

0.01

2-yr

154.97

154.98

0.01

Regional

156.73

156.73

0.00

100-yr

156.55

156.55

0.00

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Preliminary Design (30% Design) - The Meadoway Multi-Use Trial
December 2019 - 18-8533
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River
Sta.

103.036

103.035

103.034

103.033

103.025

Distance To
Bridge (m)

27.00

10.50

Existing WSE
(mASL)

Proposed WSE
(mASL)

Change1
(m)

50-yr

156.43

156.43

0.00

25-yr

156.26

156.26

0.00

10-yr

155.97

155.98

0.01

5-yr

155.44

155.45

0.01

2-yr

154.74

154.76

0.02

Regional

156.73

156.72

-0.01

100-yr

156.54

156.54

0.00

50-yr

156.42

156.42

0.00

25-yr

156.25

156.25

0.00

10-yr

155.97

155.96

-0.01

5-yr

155.43

155.42

-0.01

2-yr

154.71

154.71

0.00

Regional

156.71

156.69

-0.02

100-yr

156.53

156.52

-0.01

50-yr

156.41

156.40

-0.01

25-yr

156.24

156.24

0.00

10-yr

155.96

155.95

-0.01

5-yr

155.42

155.42

0.00

2-yr

154.71

154.71

0.00

Return Period
(Year)

-

10.50

21.57

Bridge
Regional

156.71

156.70

-0.01

100-yr

156.53

156.52

-0.01

50-yr

156.41

156.40

-0.01

25-yr

156.24

156.24

0.00

10-yr

155.96

155.95

-0.01

5-yr

155.42

155.42

0.00

2-yr

154.70

154.70

0.00

Regional

156.69

156.69

0.00

100-yr

156.51

156.51

0.00

50-yr

156.39

156.39

0.00

25-yr

156.23

156.23

0.00

10-yr

155.94

155.94

0.00

5-yr

155.39

155.39

0.00

2-yr

154.65

154.65

0.00

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
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River
Sta.

103.02

1

Distance To
Bridge (m)

80.47

Existing WSE
(mASL)

Proposed WSE
(mASL)

Change1
(m)

Regional

156.64

156.64

0.00

100-yr

156.48

156.48

0.00

50-yr

156.37

156.37

0.00

25-yr

156.20

156.20

0.00

10-yr

155.91

155.91

0.00

5-yr

155.35

155.35

0.00

2-yr

154.50

154.50

0.00

Return Period
(Year)

Negative change in water surface elevation represents a decrease from existing to proposed

The proposed crossing is located along a section of South West Tributary of Highland Creek that is fairly
stable due to the existing concrete reinforced channel. However, it was noted in the GRA Report
(Appendix C of The Meadoway Multi-Use Trail Class EA Environmental Study Report) that the concrete
showed significant wear. The robustness of the concrete channel at the proposed crossing should be reevaluated in the detailed design stage once additional geotechnical and geomorphological data is
available in order to confirm that the proposed abutments are not at risk of failure. In addition, scour
calculations for the abutments will be completed as part of the detailed design.
ϰ͘Ϯ

^ĞĐƟŽŶϱ-,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬ
The proposed crossing at Highland Creek is a bridge with a total span of 30 m, a width of 6 m with a
soffit elevation of 123 mASL. The proposed crossing fully spans the existing armoured channel. The
bridge was coded into the HEC-RAS model between cross sections 605.193 and 605.188, immediately
upstream and downstream respectively. The low cord of the bridge was modeled as a straight line and
the high cord as the top of railing. The bridge does not cross the Highland Creek perpendicularly. To
account for this in the model the proposed crossing was skewed by an angle of 11.35o.
Since the Highland Creek Bridge is overtopped during storm events larger than the 1:50 year event, the
Energy Equation was used to model low flows while the pressure and weir flow equations were used to
model high flow conditions. The pressure equation is used to model the flow as it passes through the
bridge opening, it is modeled as an irregularly shaped orifice where the pressure flow is controlled by
difference in hydraulic head (upstream to downstream). Water passing over the structure is modeled
using the broad crested weir equation.
The computed maximum WSE for the 2 to 100 year and the Regional Storm events, under proposed
conditions are summarized in Table 6. There is no significant increase in WSE as a result of the proposed
crossing.
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dĂďůĞϲ-,ŝŐŚůĂŶĚƌĞĞŬWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚt^
River
Distance To Return Period
Sta.
Bridge (m)
(Year)

605.21

605.2

605.198

605.195

605.193

497.61

311.26

117.36

57.28

12.00

Existing WSE
(mASL)

Proposed WSE
(mASL)

Change1
(m)

Regional

126.05

126.05

0.00

100-yr

125.18

125.18

0.00

50-yr

125.01

125.01

0.00

25-yr

124.89

124.89

0.00

10-yr

124.65

124.65

0.00

5-yr

124.46

124.46

0.00

2-yr

124.13

124.13

0.00

Regional

124.80

124.81

0.01

100-yr

123.84

123.88

0.04

50-yr

123.57

123.58

0.01

25-yr

123.31

123.31

0.00

10-yr

123.07

123.07

0.00

5-yr

122.85

122.85

0.00

2-yr

122.51

122.51

0.00

Regional

124.57

124.59

0.02

100-yr

123.52

123.60

0.08

50-yr

123.25

123.26

0.01

25-yr

122.97

122.98

0.01

10-yr

122.57

122.59

0.02

5-yr

122.25

122.26

0.01

2-yr

121.70

121.71

0.01

Regional

124.12

124.12

0.00

100-yr

123.16

123.27

0.11

50-yr

122.91

122.92

0.01

25-yr

122.64

122.66

0.02

10-yr

122.29

122.31

0.02

5-yr

122.01

122.03

0.02

2-yr

121.52

121.53

0.01

Regional

124.21

124.17

-0.04

100-yr

123.16

123.23

0.07

50-yr

122.89

122.89

0.00

25-yr

122.61

122.63

0.02

10-yr

122.25

122.28

0.03

5-yr

121.98

122.01

0.03
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River
Sta.

Distance To
Bridge (m)

Return Period
(Year)
2-yr

605.19

605.188

605.185

605.17

1

Existing WSE
(mASL)

Proposed WSE
(mASL)

Change1
(m)

121.48

121.51

0.03

-

12.00

37.00

50.90

Bridge
Regional

124.22

124.07

-0.15

100-yr

123.11

123.01

-0.10

50-yr

122.85

122.77

-0.08

25-yr

122.57

122.53

-0.04

10-yr

122.20

122.20

0.00

5-yr

121.93

121.95

0.02

2-yr

121.45

121.47

0.02

Regional

123.98

123.98

0.00

100-yr

122.96

122.96

0.00

50-yr

122.69

122.69

0.00

25-yr

122.40

122.40

0.00

10-yr

122.03

122.03

0.00

5-yr

121.78

121.78

0.00

2-yr

121.31

121.31

0.00

Regional

123.86

123.86

0.00

100-yr

122.94

122.94

0.00

50-yr

122.67

122.67

0.00

25-yr

122.40

122.40

0.00

10-yr

122.04

122.04

0.00

5-yr

121.79

121.79

0.00

2-yr

121.32

121.32

0.00

Negative change in water surface elevation represents a decrease from existing to proposed

The proposed bridge crosses Highland Creek in an area that is heavily armored with reinforced banks
which provide suitable long-term protection of the proposed pedestrian bridge. For more details
regarding the existing reinforced banks please refer to the GRA report in Appendix C of The Meadoway
Multi-Use Trail Class EA Environmental Study Report. Therefore the proposed crossing is fairly stable,
however during the detailed design stage this should be re-assessed once additional geotechnical and
geomorphological data is available. In addition, scour calculations for the abutments will be completed
as part of the detailed design.
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ϰ͘ϯ

^ĞĐƟŽŶϲ–ůůĞƐŵĞƌĞZĂǀŝŶĞ
The proposed crossing is a bridge with a total span of 75 m, a width of 4.45 m with a soffit elevation of
144.75 mASL. There are two piers which are 3.5 m in wide that sit on either side of the watercourse.
The bridge was coded into the HEC-RAS model between cross sections 604.465 and 604.458,
immediately upstream and downstream respectively. The low cord of the bridge was modeled as an
arch and the high cord as the top of railing. The bridge does not cross the Ellesmere Ravine
perpendicularly. To account for this in the model the proposed crossing was skewed by an angle of
21.5o. Since the Ellesmere Ravine Bridge is not overtopped during any of the proposed flows the Energy
Equation was used to model both high flow and low flow conditions.
The computed maximum WSE for the 2 to 100 year and the Regional Storm events, under proposed
conditions are summarized in Table 7. There is no significant change in water level as a result of the
proposed crossing.
dĂďůĞϳ-ůůĞƐŵĞƌĞZĂǀŝŶĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚt^
River
Distance To Return Period
Sta.
Bridge (m)
(Year)

604.47

604.468

604.465

29.2

22.8

10.9

Existing WSE
(mASL)

Proposed WSE
(mASL)

Change1
(m)

Regional

131.59

131.59

0.00

100-yr

131.27

131.27

0.00

50-yr

131.16

131.16

0.00

25-yr

131.09

131.09

0.00

10-yr

130.99

130.99

0.00

5-yr

130.92

130.92

0.00

2-yr

130.84

130.84

0.00

Regional

129.85

129.85

0.00

100-yr

129.56

129.56

0.00

50-yr

129.47

129.47

0.00

25-yr

129.42

129.42

0.00

10-yr

129.35

129.35

0.00

5-yr

129.30

129.30

0.00

2-yr

129.24

129.24

0.00

Regional

129.50

129.50

0.00

100-yr

129.21

129.22

0.01

50-yr

129.12

129.12

0.00

25-yr

129.06

129.06

0.00

10-yr

128.99

128.99

0.00
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River
Sta.

604.46

Distance To
Bridge (m)

Existing WSE
(mASL)

Proposed WSE
(mASL)

Change1
(m)

5-yr

128.93

128.93

0.00

2-yr

128.87

128.87

0.00

128.97

128.97

0.00

100-yr

128.71

128.71

0.00

50-yr

128.62

128.62

0.00

25-yr

128.57

128.57

0.00

10-yr

128.50

128.50

0.00

5-yr

128.45

128.45

0.00

2-yr

128.39

128.39

0.00

Regional

127.84

127.84

0.00

100-yr

127.59

127.59

0.00

50-yr

127.51

127.51

0.00

25-yr

127.46

127.46

0.00

10-yr

127.40

127.40

0.00

5-yr

127.35

127.35

0.00

2-yr

127.30

127.30

0.00

Regional

125.00

125.00

0.00

100-yr

124.76

124.76

0.00

50-yr

124.68

124.68

0.00

25-yr

124.63

124.63

0.00

10-yr

124.56

124.56

0.00

5-yr

124.51

124.51

0.00

2-yr

124.46

124.46

0.00

Return Period
(Year)

-

Bridge
Regional

604.458

604.455

604.44

1

10.9

31.7

126.2

Negative change in water surface elevation represents a decrease from existing to proposed

The ravine slopes at Ellesmere Ravine show indications of high erodibility and could cause slope
instability within the vicinity of the proposed crossing. The locations of the piers and abutments should
be reviewed in the detailed design stage once more geotechnical and geomorphological data is available
in order to confirm that the piers and abutments are property protected against potential erosion and
slope failure. In addition, scour calculations for the piers and abutments will be completed as part of the
detailed design.
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ϱ͘Ϭ

ŽŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶƐĂŶĚZĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƟŽŶƐ
The proposed crossing for South West Tributary of Highland Creek is a bridge with a total span of 41 m,
a width of 4.5 m and a maximum soffit elevation of 156.4 mASL and minimum soffit elevation of
156.1 mASL. The abutments are protected by the concrete lining the channel in the area, which limits
the erosion limits of the water course. The hydraulic assessment results conclude that there is no
significant increase in WSE as a result of the proposed crossing. However, the robustness of the concrete
channel at the proposed crossing should be re-evaluated during the detailed design stage.
The proposed crossing at Highland Creek is a bridge with a total span of 30 m, a width of 6 m and a soffit
elevation of 123 mASL. The bridge has been placed at a highly armoured section of Highland Creek. The
hydraulic assessment results concluded that there is no significant increase in WSE as a result of the
proposed crossing. However, during the detailed design the existing channel stabilization should be reassessed to ensure that it provides adequate protection for the bridge abutments.
The proposed crossing of Ellesmere Ravine is a bridge with a total span of 75 m, a width of 4.45 m and a
soffit elevation of 144.75 mASL. There are two piers that are 3.5 m wide that sit on either side of the
watercourse. The hydraulic assessment results concluded that there is no significant increase in WSE as
a result of the proposed crossing. During the detailed design stage the locations of the piers and
abutments should be reviewed in order to confirm that they are property protected against potential
erosion and slope failure.
Lastly, during the detailed design the erosion and scour of all crossing will be assessed.
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Appendix K – Public and Agency ESR Review Comments

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

|

22‐Jan‐20

23‐Jan‐20

22‐Jan‐20

2

3

Email

Email

Email

Public

Public

Public

I just wanted to say instead of studying that, why don't you study the street behaviors in General
Comment
the Benleigh area in Scarborough. The Benleigh street was paved a few years back,
however the Ben jungle still had poor roads. not only does this affect the cars, but it
causes delays as we need to drive slow where there are massive potholes. In addition to
that, there are parking enforcement who are placing tickets on cars that are parked on
the road infront of the houses. We as a nebiourhood understand that they are just doing
their jobs, but it's unnecessary as we all would appreciate the extra space to park our
cars. Expically when some households have more cars then parking space. This only
started recently about 5 or 6 months ago. Prior to that no one got a ticket. Only reason
why I am saying these is because everyone knows the meadoway section does not even
get alot of people going by thus no need to waste money in doing a research. maybe if
the study brings to light that over the summer no one cuts the grass along the pathway
until the grass outgrows the height of some people, that will make sense. I just wanted
to use this as an excuse to say the issues we have in the Ben jungle area. Thank you and
sorry for any misunderstanding.

Noted.
N/A
Undertaking a
study of street
behaviours in
the Benleigh
area is outside
the scope of
The Meadoway
Class EA

Trail amenitites

Project
endorsement

ESR/Appendices
Comment/ Question
Response/Action
Chapter
Theme

ESR Executive Noted
I have just read the executive summary and would like to endorse the meadoway
project's speediest completion. It is a project with multiple wins for communities and for Summary
our environment. The Scarborough Butterfly project was a right first step, and we must
now build on that success.
To engage with and involve local communities, could I suggest information sessions be
held at local library branches and/or community centres to drive awareness? If you need
volunteer speakers, I offer my services. If you need sponsorships, I could help to engage
with organizations you may have in mind. Let me know. Please progress this vital project
at the earliest! Thank you for your leadership.
I love having the meadowway. It would be nice during the summer to have a few more ESR
Noted
benches along the path for those walking along it, to be able to sit and observe the
surroundings. A portable outhouse, would also be a great addition, as many visitors are
seniors and require the benches and bathroom facilities a little more frequently. Thank
you for asking for our input.

Date
Comment Stakeholer
Comment/Question
DD‐MM‐YY Source
Type

1

Unique
Identifier #

23‐Jan‐20

24‐Jan‐20

23‐Jan‐20

5

6

Email

Email

Email

Public

Public

Public

I have been using the bike trail along the Meadoway and have only one question: will
there be any washrooms built along the route? I ask this in view of the fact there are
washrooms along bike paths along the Don River.

ESR

General
As a commoner, even at that, I know when it comes to the issues, in this instance, our
Comment
earth, when men of nobility and intellect speak, I not only listen, I do with ardent
attention. "Earth provides enough to satisfy every man's needs, but not every man's
greed." (Mahatma Gandhi). The truth matters, otherwise we are all lost. I cannot be
prouder today lending my voice on this issue, our EARTH.
From plastics(wastes) to global warming, etcetera...we all have to face the fact...'climate
change is NOT A HOAX!
While the current administration across the border rolls back acts put in place to
safeguard the environment, Canada is taking the boldest step in preservation.
My noble councilman Paul Ainslie, a distinguished and remarkable public servant,
supporting 'preservation' amongst other issues, speaks volumes. Concluding, I join my
noble councilman in lending my unwavering SUPPORT to preserving our environment
and doing everything humanely possible to save our EARTH.

Noted

Noted

Noted

Trail amenitites

N\A

Wildlife

ESR/Appendices
Comment/ Question
Response/Action
Chapter
Theme

I live very close to the meadoway in the Scarborough Golf Club Rd/Ellesmere area and
ESR
have been a very keen gardener for the last 30+ years. I had particularly noticed and
been quite despondant about, the rapid decline of butterflies and bees during this time.
In the last two years and especially last summer (2019) there has been a noticeable
increase in the numbers and variety of butterflies and bumblebees in my garden. Honey
bees are still scarce. I am convinced that the Meadoway is responsible for this and with
this increase of insects, I expect a recovery of birdlife to follow.
I also enjoy cycling on the Meadoway and the trails that connect to it. It provides a
picturesque and safe area for recreation and exercise. The development of the
Meadoway has been one of the best things the City has done and a huge contribution to
the conservation and recovery of native species of wildlife.

Date
Comment Stakeholer
Comment/Question
DD‐MM‐YY Source
Type

4

Unique
Identifier #

7

Unique
Identifier #

26‐Jan‐20

Email

Public

Noted

Pedestrian
crossings

ESR/Appendices
Comment/ Question
Response/Action
Chapter
Theme

ESR
I frequently cycle from my home in East York to the school via the Gatineau Hydro
Corridor, and I think I have some relevant comments on your Meadoway EA. First of all,
it sounds great. I'm really excited to see this trail expanded and maintained and
connected to more people and communities. It's a gem.
The most dangerous aspect of the entire trail is the at‐grade road crossings of major
arteries. The signalized crossings are very, very slow to react to pedestrians pressing the
button, and I have seen many pedestrians and cyclists "jaywalk" instead of waiting for
their turn to cross the street. The wait can be several minutes. This design limitation
makes the entire Meadoway extremely dangerous and promises that there will be future
pedestrian incidents, especially at very busy roads such as Markham, McCowan, and
Kennedy. The wait time should be shortened, or, if that is not possible, a countdown
clock should be provided so that users have some feedback as to when their safe
crossing time will arrive.
Section 2: the section between Crockford Blvd and Birchmount Road has been closed for
years due to erosion at the crossing of Taylor‐Massey Creek. In the interest of building a
safe, unified multi‐use path along the corridor, this is the most confusing and least‐
obvious detour
Section 3: the proposed alignment to bypass the Marcos Road section is a great idea. I
would suggest that the pedestrian bridge over the GO Line be better designed than the
current bridge which has narrow 180 degree turns on the east side ascent
Perhaps a bridge with a circular ascent would make this safer and quicker for pedestrians
and cyclists. Hopefully this will also correct the short sidewalk section on the west side of
Kennedy, where cyclists have to be careful to avoid pedestrians waiting at a bus stop on
a very narrow section of sidewalk right next to a busy road.
Section 4: the sharp 100 degree turn in the middle of Thomson Memorial Park is not
signed, so the casual user will tend to get lost in this park. When I have shared this route
with other people, this is the most important piece of navigation that they need to know.
Section 6: The crossing of the Ellesmere Ravine looks great, but I don't think it's
necessary to stay "in‐corridor" east of the Military Trail crossing. Who is going to take
this extra detour, especially when it includes a section along Morningside (a very loud
and busy road)? Cutting directly to Tams Road is quicker and easier (Option C). If you are
keeping this in‐corridor section in the plan, doesn't it make sense for the trail to stay in‐
corridor east of Morningside and pass beneath Morningside and Highway 401 in order to
connect with existing trail east of Conlins?

Date
Comment Stakeholer
Comment/Question
DD‐MM‐YY Source
Type

24‐Jan‐20

25‐Jan‐20

9

Email

Email

Public

Public

Thank you for considering my comments. There is a need for seating along the pathway. General
It is necessary to provide places to rest in order for persons of all ages and abilities to be Comment
able to enjoy this development. It would also be wise to ensure that garbage bins are
conveniently available.

Noted

Noted

Trail amenitites

Trail amenitites

ESR/Appendices
Comment/ Question
Response/Action
Chapter
Theme

I wish to make the following suggestions to improve our path system:
General
1) Snow removal along the path in the winter time, as walkers and biker riders use these Comment
paved surfaces in the winter time.
2) Areas where apartment dwellers or hobby enthusiast can reserve plots to plant fruits,
vegetables, and flower beds, as is similar to the area around Rosetta McClain Gardens.
3) Public fruit trees along the path where passersby can pick fruit for personal use.
4) Bright solar power lights to light the path at night.
5) telephones on the path where folk can access emergency services.
6) Signage along the path to share details about the history of the area, the water
sources in the area, pictures of the flora/fauna, insects and other wildlife that can be
seen in the particular stretch of the Meadoway, information on their food sources and
the vital role each species and type provides for the area and to the local Eco‐system.
Facts related to the mating season and birth cycle of the various flora and fauna in the
area along with advice to respect their spaces and leave their nesting sites alone.
7) Maps that indicate where you are currently with clearly marked paths that folk can
follow to the nearest main roads.
8) Encourage bee keepers and sponsor programs to teach: young people, at risk youth,
interested adults to learn bee keeping and to cultivate and build health hives.
9) Planting milk weeds for the monarch butterfly population and varieties of orchids, as,
Canada is home to approximately 40 varieties orchids that make our terrain home. How
many in our neighbour hood have actually laid eyes on a trillium, or know that their are
varieties of trillium; perhaps planting the endangered varieties of trillium in the fields.
Plants to attract humming birds.
10) Low maintenance park benches along the path.
11) Covered gazebos where shelter can be sought from the elements of extreme
weather along the path.
12) Land acknowledgement by name of the nations and history of the
Indigenous peoples on whose land the Meadoway covers. Details about their use for the
lands and crops grown on the land.
13) Sculptures and other artworks by local artists who make this area their home.
I am hopeful that these suggestions would be incorporated into your final design.

Date
Comment Stakeholer
Comment/Question
DD‐MM‐YY Source
Type

8

Unique
Identifier #

24‐Jan‐20

26‐Jan‐20

11

Email

Email

Public

Public

While you likely have many nice ideas from nice people, there is a real climate
General
emergency going on. Not that TO will do much beyond add more hot air ‐ we're climate Comment
criminals and in 'caronic' denial, and your project feels like another layer.
Cars/transport lead our GHG emissions, and there's a lot of uncounted GHGs lurking in
embodied materials etc., and TO kinda lies about how 'green' we are by ignoring
concrete, asphalt etc. in our civic profile.
We also are pretty stupid about our transit, and the majority of the 'Clowncil' has still
been committed to a big project, that if built, might bring in new riders at a cost of $1.5
MILLION! each new rider, according to a Star editorial, date in the other room.
For a few years, I've been proposing a further option beyond the reversion to the LRTs ‐
but the City is refusing to consider squeezing the billions for a logical, connecting surface
transit way that could be fairly easily be put in to that VERY WIDE!! Gatineau corridor.
for the c. 12 kms that it runs from Eglinton/Don Mills area out to the Zoo, under‐served
by transit, and costing taxpayers too.
The diagonality is a key asset: somewhat parallel to main roads, but as all of Scarborough
is squeezed by the shoreline, it eases that pressure.
It come quite close, relatively, to major existing and real destinations, which the STC is
less of, unless you own it, and have to transfer there. At the other end, is the Zoo, there's
UTSC, the Centennial College and the Hospital. It would also be 401 Relief.

Noted

Noted

N/A

Trail amenitites

ESR/Appendices
Comment/ Question
Response/Action
Chapter
Theme

The Meadoway upgrade project will reclaim a major urban corridor for the benefit of all General
residents in Toronto. Here are a few suggestions: Allow charitable organizations to book Comment
the use of all or sections of the Meadoway corridor for benign fundraising activities at
nominal or no charge. Ensure that there is adequate parking available at appropriate
access points along the length of the corridor. Provide access to electric outlets at these
parking stations for cars and electronic devices. Keep the corridor free of advertising and
promotional media except for temporary signage during fundraising events. Provide
informational signage at appropriate intervals to explain the flora and fauna local to the
corridor.

Date
Comment Stakeholer
Comment/Question
DD‐MM‐YY Source
Type

10

Unique
Identifier #

Unique
Identifier #

By advantaging off‐road transit first, transit is sped up ahead of any suggestion of
reduced car lanes for sped‐up transit. It's super‐wide ‐ no excuse about not being able to
find the width. And it's relatively flat. We've used hydro corridors before for transitways,
but they don't use enough concrete for us to really embrace transit potentials. I think
there were some plans in late 70s‐ish to have transit usages; oops ‐ like many other
plans. And thus, despite your $$ and good intentions, I hope your plans fizzle, but if you
wanted to do something really useful, please do draw up a set of ideas/drawings about
having a transitway with clean buses go through this corridor. Do include putting an
extra/new hydro transimission line under it all that is somehow set up to allow lots of
feed‐in power from solar panels on roofs through Solarborough ‐ we need resiliencies,
and the nuke power is too costly/nasty though clearly, I'm likely using some right now.
Buses likely better to start off ‐ they can readily go up/down the major roads as wished
for to provide that better inter‐Scarborough service that would serve the residents there
perhaps even better than the LRTs would, or would have. I kinda regard this project as a
set‐up scheme to ensure the transit potential is NOT realized, to enable billions to be
squandered, and not help us meet climate needs, clearly resulting in extra death/harms ‐
the methane is starting to leak from our permafrost, and on a nearby street to me in the
core, snowdrops are in bloom in Fordking January!!

Date
Comment Stakeholer
Comment/Question
DD‐MM‐YY Source
Type

ESR/Appendices
Comment/ Question
Response/Action
Chapter
Theme

Review
Agency

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Unique
Identifier #

PC1

PC2

PC3

PC4

PC5

PC6

PC7

PC8

PARKS CANADA

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

Date

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Email sent from
Remove "the" before Rouge National Urban Park.

Change made

Response/Action

[Referring to Figure 1.1]: Change reference to park to Rouge National Urban Park.

Change made

[Referring to first bullet point]: Text focuses on the focus of the former regional park
Change made
(pre‐Parks Canada) and should be replaced with the following text:
The Rouge National Urban Park Act states the park is "established for the purposes of
ESR Chapter 5
protecting and presenting, for current and future generations, the natural and cultural
Subsection 5.7.6
heritage of the Park and its diverse landscapes, promoting a vibrant farming community
and encouraging Canadians to discover and connect with their national protected
heritage areas."
[Referring to third bullet point]: The zoo is not part of the park. REPLACE this text with Change made
ESR Chapter 5
"surrounded by".
Subsection 5.7.6

Change made
[Referring to the end of subsection 1.4.3]: A new section 1.4.4 should be inserted
describing key initiatives relating to the Meadoway contained in Parks Canada's 2019
Rouge Park Management Management Plan. Key points:
‐ New gateway welcome area east of Meadowvale Road at Zoo Road.
ESR Chapter 1
‐ Extensive trail network to augment existing trails that will connect the Meadoway via
Subsection 1.4.3
park trails south to Lake Ontario/Waterfront Trail and north throgh the park's natural,
agricultural, and cultural landscapes to the Oak Ridges Trail, Greenbelt Route, Ontario
Cycling Network, and extensive trail networks in TRCA‐protected lands in the Oak
Ridges Moraine.
Change made
[Referring to Figure 5.1]: Fig 5.1 on the previous page shows a knot of trails in Rouge
National Urban Park but they are not referenced in the trails discussion. A short section
under "Rouge National Urban Park Trails" could describe how the Meadoway will
ESR Chapter 5 connect with these trails, which currently provide access south to the Glen Rouge
Campground through dramatic valley terrain, and north to Meadowvale Road past
Figure 5.1
reconstructed wetlands. These trails also connect with recently‐completed trails in
Beare Hill Park. Reference to the planned addition of more trails in the park should also
be made.
Replace "The" with a lowercase 't'.
Change made
ESR Chapter 5
Subsection 5.5.2

ESR Chapter 1

[Referring to the end of the Executive Summary]: add that Parks Canada is undertaking Change made
conceptual design of the pathway from Meadowvale Road east into the park. Once
Executive Summary
completed, this conceptual design will then be included in TRCA's detailed design phase.

Executive Summary
and ESR

ESR/Appendices
Comment/Question
Chapter

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

Parks Canada

PC10

PC11

PC12

PC13

PC14

PC15

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

6‐Jan‐20

Review
Agency

HONI

HONI

Unique
Identifier #

H1

H2

10‐Jan‐20

10‐Jan‐20

Date

HYDRO ONE NETWORKS INC. (HONI)

Parks Canada

PC9

Agnes Reid (Cc'd Brian
Majcenic and Lisa
Turnbull)

Agnes Reid (Cc'd Brian
Majcenic and Lisa
Turnbull)

Email sent from

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)
Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)
Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)
Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Richard Scott (Cc'd
Kaitlyn Chow and
Cheryl Baxter)

Please note that Hydro One Real Estate conducted a preliminary review of The
Meadoway Environmental Study Report – Draft. We can confirm that Hydro One has
existing high voltage transmission facilities within your study area. At this point in time
we do not have enough information about the proposed project to provide you with
frim approval of your plans. As such, this response does not constitute any sort of
approval for your plans.
Hydro One must be consulted during the design stage of your project.

ESR Chapter 5 Recommendations: As discussed during our meeting on October 21 , 2019, the
Subsection 5.5.3 proposed bridge location is not acceptable. An alternative location of the proposed
bridge should be considered.
Geomorphy

General

Change made

Partial changes made

Clarified

Noted

Noted. TRCA to work with
HONI during detailed
design phase

Response/Action

Change reference to "Future Rouge National Park Gateway Learning and Welcome
Change made
Facility" to "preferred location of the Future Rouge National Park Gateway Learning and
Welcome Facility".

A footnote describing Parks Canada's work to be included in detailed design could fit
here. It would then avoid any surprises when detailed design includes a section that is
not included in the EA.
Change reference to "Rouge Park" to "Rouge National Urban Park".

The second sentence doesn't appear to follow the approach described in the first
sentence.

ESR/Appendices
Comment/Question
Chapter

Appendix ‐
Feedback from
March 28th CLC
meeting

Appendix ‐ General
Coorespondence

ESR Chapter 11

ESR Chapter 8
Subsection 8.2 ‐
Page 114

[Referring to tenth bullet point]: Mention the fact that trails have recently been
Partial changes made
ESR Chapter 5
completed that provide access to impressive panoramas of Toronto, Pickering, and
Subsection 5.7.6
Rouge National Urban Park provided at the top of the former landfill.
[Referring to footnote #1]: Change text to read: Section 7 was initially identified as an Partial changes made
incomplete section at early meetings with the TAC and CLC. At the time, it was noted
that parts of Section 7 were on federal land and would be further subject to a Parks
ESR Chapter 6 Canada Environment Impact Analysis. Prior to PIC #1 on April 24, 2019 it was decided
subsection 6.2 that Section 7 would be removed from this Class EA process and form part of the
completed portions of The Meadoway. Section 7 includes an existing trail within the
hydro corridor, as well as an existing separated multi‐use path along Meadowvale Road
providing access to Rouge National Urban Park.
[Referring to 8% slope grade]: State if this approach is intended to meet the universal
Noted
ESR Chapter 8
design principle.
Subsection 8.2

HONI

HONI

HONI

HONI

HONI

HONI

H4

H5

H6

H7

H8

H9

Date

23‐Jan‐20

23‐Jan‐20

Review
Agency

Infrastructure
Ontario

Infrastructure
Ontario

IO1

IO2

24‐Jan‐20

24‐Jan‐20

24‐Jan‐20

10‐Jan‐20

10‐Jan‐20

10‐Jan‐20

10‐Jan‐20

Unique
Identifier #

Infrastructure Ontario (IO)

HONI

H3

General

Matey Matev (Cc'd
Renee Pettigrew, Enza
Cancilla, Agnes Reid)

Lisa Myslicki

Lisa Myslicki

Technical Consideration (p. 135). Please remove reference to easement.

Land Ownership: Clarification ‐ the majority of the land within the LSA is owned by IO
on behalf of the Province of Ontario, and Hydro One has been granted a "statutory
easement ... " not a licence.

ESR Chapter 2
Subsection 2.2

ESR Chapter 2
Subsection 2.2

Response/Action

Change made

Change made

Please keep Section 2.2.1 ‐ assuming HONI has no comments about this section but
please eliminate the last statement “if technical clearance is provided by HONI, IO will
initiate the appropriate agreements to facilitate the proposed secondary land use (e.g
licence).

Changes made

Please completely remove Section 2.2. Including this section may cause confusion over Changes made
IO’s Class EA requirements. This is a category “A” process and does not require any
documentation. It may appear to the regulator that we are trying to streamline class EA
processes – which IO is not allowed to do. We have been contacted by MOECP about
this before – so we want to avoid this situation.

ESR/Appendices
Comment/Question
Chapter

General

Matey Matev (Cc'd
Renee Pettigrew, Enza
Cancilla, Agnes Reid)

Email sent from

General

ESR Chapter 7
Figure 7‐4

ESR Chapter 7
Figure 7‐3

Change made

Noted. TRCA to work with
HONI during detailed
design phase
Figure 7‐3. Ellesmere Ravine Bridge Option 2 – 3‐span bridge: Not acceptable to Hydro Noted. TRCA to work with
One.
HONI during detailed
design phase
Figure 7‐4. Ellesmere Ravine Bridge Option 3 – deck arch multi‐span: Not acceptable to Noted. TRCA to work with
Hydro One.
HONI during detailed
design phase
Bridges ‐ Recommendations: The bridge locations within Section 3 and 6 require
Noted
modifications from the current proposal and must be further evaluated by Hydro One
and receive technical approval prior to construction. Hydro One has also suggested that
the TRCA and the City consider alternative locations for the proposed bridges, ideally
outside of the transmission corridor boundary. Hydro One, however, is committed to
working with TRCA and the City to find an optimal solution.

“The majority of the land within the LSA is owned by IO on behalf of the Province of
ESR Chapter 5
Subsection 5.7.4 Ontario, with a license agreement provided to HONI…” – “to” should be replaced with
Land Ownership “by”.
Figure 7‐2. Ellesmere Ravine Bridge Option 1 – stress ribbon: Not acceptable to Hydro
ESR Chapter 7
One.
Figure 7‐2

Matey Matev (Cc'd
Renee Pettigrew, Enza
Cancilla, Agnes Reid)

Agnes Reid (Cc'd Brian
Majcenic and Lisa
Turnbull)
Agnes Reid (Cc'd Brian
Majcenic and Lisa
Turnbull)
Agnes Reid (Cc'd Brian
Majcenic and Lisa
Turnbull)
Agnes Reid (Cc'd Brian
Majcenic and Lisa
Turnbull)

23‐Jan‐20

23‐Jan‐20

Infrastructure
Ontario

Infrastructure
Ontario

IO4

IO5

Lisa Myslicki

Lisa Myslicki

Lisa Myslicki

Review
Agency

MHSTCI

MHSTCI

Unique
Identifier #

MH1

MH2

20‐Jan‐20

20‐Jan‐20

Date

Include the Safe Harbor Permit in Table 10‐1.

ESR Chapter 5

ESR Chapter 9

Joseph Harvey (Cc'd:
Rosi Zirger, Karla
Barboza, Chunmei Liu,
and Lisa Turnbull)

For your information MHSTCI records indicate that the Stage 1 archaeological
assessment report (Alvina Tam, August 7, 2018, P1016‐0157‐2018) was submitted to
MHSTCI for review as part of Phase 1 of the TRCA’s Meadoway Trail Project. This report
was reviewed and entered into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports.

Change made
Section 5.6.2 of the ESR includes only high‐level, general language regarding
archaeology. An ESR would typically provide a brief summary of the outcomes of the
technical study to describe the existing conditions. We offer the following text for
consideration: A Stage 1 archaeological assessment has been undertaken for this
project. It identified portions of the study area that retain archaeological potential.
Further archaeological assessment is recommended for those areas prior to any ground
disturbing activity. Refer to Appendix E.
Section 9.0 (Table 9) proposes to mitigate potential impacts to archaeological resources Change made
by conducting a Stage 2 AA of areas impacted by trail placement and construction
during detail design. While we concur with this, we would recommend that the
mitigation table and the commitment (section 11.0) acknowledge and indicate that if
during the Stage 2AA resources are uncovered, then further archaeological assessment
may be necessary.

Response/Action

Not included, as Safe
Harbour Permit pertains
only to the restored
meadow

Changes made
Page 3: Most of “this” hydro corridor is owned by the Ministry of Government and
Consumer Services. Hydro One has a statutory easement over these lands. The
Provincial Secondary Land Use Program (PSLUP) is jointly administered by Hydro One
Inc and Infrastructure Ontario. Through the PSLUP a license agreement will be prepared
to allow for the use of the corridor.

ESR/Appendices
Comment/Question
Chapter

ESR Chapter 10

ESR Chapter 1

Joseph Harvey (Cc'd:
Rosi Zirger, Karla
Barboza, Chunmei Liu,
and Lisa Turnbull)

Email sent from

Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism, and Culture Industries (MHSTCI)

23‐Jan‐20

Infrastructure
Ontario

IO3

Page i : Hydro One Inc and Infrastructure Ontario jointly manages the Provincial
Changes made
Secondary Land Use Program associated with the transmission corridors owned by the
Ministry of Government and Consumer Services. Hydro One Networks Inc. maintains a
Executive Summary
statutory easement over these lands and manages them for the primary use, which is
the safe transmission of electricity for the province.

MHSTCI

MHSTCI

MH3

MH4

20‐Jan‐20

20‐Jan‐20

ESR Chapter 5

We also understand from our recent phone discussion that the TRCA will continue to
Joseph Harvey (Cc'd:
engage with interested Indigenous groups.
Rosi Zirger, Karla
General Comment
Barboza, Chunmei Liu,
and Lisa Turnbull)

Joseph Harvey (Cc'd:
Rosi Zirger, Karla
Barboza, Chunmei Liu,
and Lisa Turnbull)

Noted. TRCA to continue
engaging with interested
Indigenous groups.

Change made
Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscapes
Section 5.6.3 of the ESR states that “numerous heritage resources can be encountered
within the RSA”. Consistent with comments above and our recent telephone
conversation we recommend that the ESR be amended to provide a more specific
account of built heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes within study area.
We offer the following text for consideration:
The background research for the Stage 1 AA included a search of designated or
otherwise recognized cultural heritage properties and resources. The City of Toronto’s
Heritage Register indicates a number of listed or designated properties in the vicinity of
The Meadoway Trail corridor. However, none are located within the corridor.

