
We agree with this genera l principle, however, it may be dictated by TRCA/MNR as the road way here is through NHS lands 
and we want to minimize the footprint into these environmenta lly sensitive lands wherever possible. By placing the 
sidewalk closer to the roadway, we are ab le to slope back down sooner to match t he existing ground. This is subject to 
change as there is currently on-going correspondence w ith both environmenta l agencies regarding this matter. 

14. The curvilinear alignment of Sideline 24 at NHS crossing #11 begs the question about use of curbs or guiderail to provide 
positive vehicle guidance. The same cross section has a shallow ditch which may not function well when full of snow and 
may also not be deep enough to accommodate culverts if any crossings are required. 
This wil l be mainly dependent on the ultimate typical cross-section chosen for t his section of road. Likely, a va riety of 
techniques will be utilized to aid in vehicle safety around these curves. If you were not already aware, these curves were 
implemented to avoid the environmenta lly significant lands on t he west side of the rea ligned roadway (within the original, 
stra ight alignment), which also al lows for a more ideal, perpendicular creek crossing. Super-elevated curves, that may 
include the presence of guide rails w ill have to be reviewed during deta iled design. 
In regards to the concern of shallow ditches, cu lvert crossing will only likely be requ ired at bus stops and would have to be 
modified accord ingly through t hese specific areas. 

I am out of the office tomorrow, but if you require clarification on any of the items above, then let me know. 

Regards, 

Chris Leitch, MCIP, RPP 
Principal Planner 

The Regional Municipality of Durham 
Planning and Economic Development Department 
605 Rossland Road East 
PO Box 623 
Whitby, ON L 1 N 6A3 
Tel: 905-668-4113 Ext. 2567 
Fax: 905-666-6208 
Email: chris.leitch@durham.ca 

-------
From: Janet Amos [mailto:amos@primus.ca] 
Sent: March 26, 2015 2:01 PM 
To: Paul Gee; Steve Mayhew; Chris Leitch; Amanda Spencer; Joel Walker; Ross Pym; Booker, Scott; Donald Yu 
Cc: 'Paul Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; Reg Webster 
Subject: FW: Seaton- Draft City/Regional Intersection Drawings 

Attached are the layouts for the Region-City intersections covered under the Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study. These 
intersections are being submitted for your review and comments and they will be discussed at the March 31 Advisory 
Committee meeting. 

Please refer to the following design notes which will give some insight into the direction we took when completing the attached 
drawings: 

• Intersections were laid out using both the City's guidelines as well as the Region' s standards. All right and left turn lanes 
show the Region's standard tapers and deceleration lengths as well as meet the Region's minimum standard for lane 
widths. 

o Where applicable, we have maintained as much consistency as possible with the lane widths shown on the City 
of Pickering's draft typical cross-sections. These are in development but should not have an effect on traffic 
movements through the intersection. They envision utilizing a 4 lane section in many areas that will allow for 2 
lanes ofthrough traffic (1 in each direction) and 2 lanes for parking/bike lanes that could ultimately be used as 
future peak traffic through lanes (although this is still under review) . For consistency, we have tried to 
accommodate this section where ever possible as it approaches intersections, so that it allows for maximum 
flexibility in the future by creating the ability to alter line pa inting and lane configuration. 
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• Additional property will be required at some four lane intersections as shown on the attached drawings. In these 
locations, where property requirements are a concern, shared lanes are used to accommodate bicycle traffic. It was 
agreed upon by the City that a minimum lane width of 4.0m would be used in these locations (meeting the criteria in 
Book 18). 

• On both the Type 1C' Arterial Roads (Sideline 24 and Road IV/East-West Residential Arterial) a minimum measurement 
of 7.2m was maintained from the centerline of the road to the edge of pavement, causing some receiving lanes to be 
wider than the typical 3.5m. This was requested by the City of Pickering to allow for some flexibility regarding lane 
configuration and use in the future. 

• We did not lay out any intersections that are not covered under our EA, specifically for roads located on the east side 
of Sideline 24. We will continue to coordinate with the developers and their consultants at these locations to ensure 
that they are properly accommodated. 

• Storage lengths were taken directly from the BA Group's report completed in May 2013. 

We look forward to receiving your comments. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Thanks, 

Paul A. Turner, P.Eng. 
Project Manager 

GHD 
T: +1905 429 50191 F: +1905 432 7877 IV: 8850191 C: +1289 387 00261 E: paul.turner@ghd .com 

65 Sunray Street Whitby ON UN 8Y3 I www.ghd.com 

WATER I ENERGY & RESOURCES I ENVI RONMENT I PROPERTY & BUILDINGS I TRANSPORTATION 

Please consider our environment before printing this email 

GHD and CRA have merged! To learn more1 visit www.ghd.com/cra 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email, including any attachments, is confidential and may be privileged. If you 
are not the intended recipient please notify the sender immediately, and please delete it; you should not copy it or use 
it for any purpose or disclose its contents to any other person. GHD and its affiliates reserve the right to monitor and 
modify all email communications through their networks. 

This e-mail has been scanned for viruses 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email, including any attachments, is confidential and may be privileged. If you 
are not the intended recipient please notify the sender immediately, and please delete it; you should not copy it or use 
it for any purpose or disclose its contents to any other person. GHD and its affiliates reserve the right to monitor and 
modify all email communications through their networks. 
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·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Categories: 

Hi Paul, 

Chris Leitch [Chris.Leitch@Durham.ca] 
Thursday, April 16, 2015 10:35 PM 
'Paul Turner' 
'Charlotte Pattee'; Ross Pym; Joel Walker; Steve Mayhew; Paul Gee; Amanda Spencer; 
'Janet Amos' ; James Garland 
RE: Seaton - Draft City/Regional Intersection Drawings 

Alternatives 

Please find below the Region's comments on the draft drawings and cross-sections circulated by Janet on. March 261
h and 

presented at the March 3ls1 Advisory Committee meeting. We recognize that it is only about a week away from the PIC. We 
hope that as many of these comments get incorporated before the PIC as possible, but recognize that a few may have to wait 
until the draft ESR stage. 

General Comments 

1. The City appears to be proposing intersections with insufficient right of way width on the approaches to accommodate all 
of the public space needs at arterial/collector intersections. There needs to be room for sidewalks, snow storage, utilities, 
bus facilities and bicycle facilities. In addition, street furniture and landscaping may be desirable. 

2. Typical cross sections need to identify how utilities, including hydro/streetlighting poles, pedestals, fire hydrants, etc. are 
accommodated. 

3. We are pleased to see that the left and right turn lane storage lengths were taken from the CPDP EA's Operational Analysis 
and Review. However, the taper and deceleration lane lengths should be checked to ensure they meet the Region's design 
specifications. 

Specific Comments 

4. Regional staff indicated that a 2m right of way increase on the Rossland Road Extension at the E-W Residential Arterial 
(Road IV) and Employment Collector (Road VI) intersections is included in the Regional Services Class EA to potentially help 
accommodate the need to have offset left-turn lanes at these intersections. The Region noted that offset left-turn lanes 
were not reflected on the Region's drawings since it was noted as a detailed design consideration subsequent to filing the 
Regional Services Class EA. One of the follow-up items from the January 21, 2015 meeting with the Project Team, Regional 
and City staff was to review the intersection sight lines for Rossland Road as part of the Seaton Roads Class EA Study to 
determine if additional right-of-way is needed on the Rossland Road Extension. The draft drawings for the Seaton Roads 
Class EA Study do not include any offsetting for these turn lanes on the Rossland Road Extension, so either we would need 
the calculations and checks to back up that offsetting is not needed, or include notation on the drawings at the PIC to 
identify that this will be confirmed during detailed design through R.J. Burnside's work. Regional staff feel it would be 
beneficial to the Project Team to determine the right-of-way requirements sooner (i.e., at the EA stage, now that the 
alignments and lane configurations are confirmed for the City's roads) so that this land can be included in revised draft 
plans of subdivision, rather than later (given that the Rossland Road Extension is not required in Phase 1 of Seaton, so the 
detailed design may come later) . 

5. The proposed Whites Road interchange commuter lot, currently being studied as pre-Transit Project Assessment Process 
(TPAP) by MTO as part of the 407 Transitway study, has driveway access on the Employment Collector west of Whites 
Road. While the Project Team has acknowledged that the alignment of the road is " fixed," it has not been determined at 
this point in time whether the Employment Collector can accommodate left-turn lanes, signalization, etc. to the access 
driveway, or whether some tweaking of the alignment may be required to accommodate these features. MTO's traffic and 
design work for the 407 Transitway stations is still in progress. A note should be added to the drawing(s) for the PIC 
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indicating that access to the proposed Whites Road interchange commuter lot is being stud ied by MTO and may require 
additional right-of-way than what is shown. 

6. At the March 3151 Advisory Committee Meeting for the EA, Pickering staff identified that they were considering that theE
W Residential Arterial and Sideline 24 be shown as 4-lane cross-sect ions through their entire length. The Regional Services 
Class EA assumed two-lane cross-sections with auxiliary turn lanes for these roads. Adding the additional through lanes will 
increase the required right-of-way and will necessitate adding median islands for the City's roads at the Regional Road 
intersections. 

7. Receiving lanes for two lane roads (i .e., roads with one receiving lane) need to be wider. A 4.25 m throat width to edge of 
pavement, tapering down to the regular lane width over a 30m length, is recommended at the following intersections: 

• Sideline 24 (Road I) west of the Rossland Road Extension 

• Sideline 24 north and south of Taunton Road 

• Sideline 24 north and south of Whitevale Bypass 

• E-W Residential Arterial east and west of Whites Road Extension 

• E-W Residential Arterial east and west of Rossland Road Extension 

• Employment Collector west and east of Whites Road Extension 

• Employment Collector west and east of Rossland Road Extension 

8. If the City wants to use the bike lane to provide the extra throat width, we would suggest that a safety analysis be 
completed. Otherwise, large turning vehicles will encroach into adjacent left turn lane or bike lane. The potential for large 
vehicle/cyclist conflict would not make this option appealing, particularly with these roads being new construction as 
opposed to a retrofit situation. Also, truck and bus turning templates should be checked for right turns and left turns into 
single receiving lanes- especia lly for the employment collector. 

9. The right of way w idth should be adjusted to allow installation of far side bus bays and shelter pads on all of the studied 
roads, where there is only a single lane per direction. Buses stopping all traffic on a single lane road will reduce capacity 
and increase col li sions. As it pertains to the Regional Road intersections, bus bays should be included at the following 
locations: 

• Sideline 24 west of the Ross land Road Extension 

• Sideline 24 north and south of Taunton Road 

• Sideline 24 north and south of Whitevale Bypass 

• E-W Residential Arteria l east and west of Whites Road Extension 

• E-W Residential Arterial west of Rossland Road Extension 

• Employment Collector east of Whites Road Extension (buses would likely turn into the 407 commuter lot on the 
Employment Collector at the west side of the intersection) 

• Employment Collector west of Rossland Road Extension 

10. At some locations, the interim or ultimate bus routing may mandate a near side stop in the right turn lane. There should be 
sufficient boulevard width to allow installation of a stop and shelter (no bus bay required) . 

11. The two-way centre left turn lane on Sideline 24 west of Rossland Road Extension shou ld be made into left turn lanes and 
painted median, since slip lane "frontage" roads are provided in this section. However, the left-turn lane dimensions 
(storage, deceleration and taper lengths) are identified in text. 

12. On 4-lane sections of Sideline 24 as shown in the draft drawings, the Region does not recommend using parking/bike lanes 
as traffic lanes during peak periods, as is not very advantageous for traffic capacity with only one receiving lane at major 
intersections. These sections should be painted as parking lanes adjacent to the curb (or open area for bus stops), and bike 

lanes painted between the parking and traffic lane. Alternatively, depending on adjacent land use and need for access, 
these sections could be painted with bike lanes adjacent to the curb, and a traffic lane in each direction with a two-way 
centre left turn lane. 
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13. On Sideline 24 north of Taunton Road, sidewalks (or if one side is considered for a multi-use path instead of sidewalk) 
should only be on back of curb where absolutely necessary to allow for snow storage. 

14. The curvilinear alignment of Sideline 24 at NHS crossing #11 begs the question about use of curbs or guiderail to provide 
positive vehicle guidance. The same cross section has a shallow ditch which may not function well when full of snow and 
may also not be deep enough to accommodate culverts if any crossings are required. 

I am out of the office tomorrow, but if you require clarificat ion on any of the items above, then let me know. 

Regards, 

Chris Leitch, MCIP, RPP 
Principal Planner 

The Regional Municipality of Durham 
Planning and Economic Development Department 
605 Rossland Road East 
PO Box 623 
Whitby, ON L 1 N 6A3 
Tel: 905-668-4113 Ext. 2567 
Fax: 905-666-6208 
Email: chris.leitch@durhamca 

From: Janet Amos [mailto :amos@primus.ca] 
Sent: March 26, 2015 2:01 PM 
To: Paul Gee; Steve Mayhew; Chris Leitch; Amanda Spencer; Joel Walker; Ross Pym; Booker, Scott; Donald Yu 
Cc: 'Paul Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; Reg Webster 
Subject: FW: Seaton - Draft City/ Regional Intersection Drawings 

Attached are the layouts for the Region-City intersections covered under the Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study. These 
intersections are being submitted for your review and comments and they will be discussed at the March 31 Advisory 
Committee meeting. 

Please refer to the following design notes which will give some insight into the direction we took when completing the attached 
drawings: 

• Intersections were laid out using both the City's guidelines as well as the Region's standards. All right and left turn lanes 
show the Region's standard tapers and deceleration lengths as well as meet the Region's minimum standard for lane 
widths. 

o Where applicable, we have maintained as much consistency as possible with the lane widths shown on the City 
of Pickering's draft typical cross-sections. These are in development but should not have an effect on traffic 
movements through the intersection. They envision utilizing a 41ane section in many areas that will allow for 2 
lanes ofthrough traffic (1 in each direction) and 2 lanes for parking/ bike lanes that could ultimately be used as 
future peak traffic through lanes (although this is still under review). For consistency, we have tried to 
accommodate this section where ever possible as it approaches intersections, so that it allows for maximum 
flexibility in the future by creating the ability to alter line painting and lane configuration . 

• Additional property w ill be required at some four lane intersections as shown on the attached drawings. In these 
locations, where property requirements are a concern, shared lanes are used to accommodate bicycle traffic. It was 
agreed upon by the City that a minimum lane width of 4.0m would be used in these locations (meeting the criteria in 
Book 18). 

• On both the Type 'C' Arterial Roads (Sideline 24 and Road IV/East-West Residential Arterial) a minimum measurement 
o.f 7.2m was maintained from the cente rline of the road to the edge of pavement, causing some receiving lanes to be 
wider than the typical 3.5m. This was requested by the City of Pickering to allow for some flexibility regarding lane 
configuration and use in the future. 
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• We did not lay out any intersections that are not covered under our EA, specifically for roads located on the east side 
of Sideline 24. We will continue to coordinate with the developers and their consultants at these locations to ensure 
that they are properly accommodated. 

• Storage lengths were taken directly from the BA Group's report completed in May 2013. 

We look forward to receiving your comments. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Thanks, 

Paul A. Turner, P.Eng. 
Project Manager 

GHD 
1 + 1 ~lOS 429 5019 1 F. •· 1 ':Jtl :l 4 ; ~ 't;n 1 '' :·~•'c (l'c. • C 1 . , ., 'J • ' " , ,., r paul.turner@ghd.com 

65 Sunray Str~et Whitby ON LIN t:'-"1 I www.qhd .com 

WATEI3, I EN.ERGY & RESQ.UR_CES I J;NVIB.PNf'lFNT I PROPJ;Rl Y & BlJLLDINGS I TRA['JSJ:ORTATIPN 

Please consider our envtromnent 1Jef01 .~ pri11t111•J th1s e"''"' ' 

GHD and CRA have merged! To lea rn more, vis 1t www.ghd.com / c ra 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email , including any attachments, is confidential and may be privileged. If you 
are not the intended recipient please notify the sender immediately, and please delete it; you should not copy it or use 
it for any purpose or disclose its contents to any other person. GHD and its affiliates reserve the right to monitor and 
modify all email communications through their networks. 
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Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
March 18, 2015 @ 1 :30 to 3pm 

City of Pickering 

DRAFT Agenda 

Attendees: 
City of Pickering - Ross Pym 
Consultant Team 

1) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

5) 

6) 

7) 

Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
Paul Turner, GHD 
Charlotte Pattee, GHD 
Reg Webster, GHD 

Overview 

Cross Sections Review 
a) Rural sections through NHS 
b) Urban sections 

Intersections Review 
a) City to City roads 
b) City to Region roads 

City-Region Meeting topics 

April23 PIC 
a) Initial mailings - deadline 
b) PIC notice- deadline 
c) PIC panels & maps 

Other 

Wrap up 



·anetamos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Thursday, March 12, 2015 4:26PM 
Ross Pym 

Subject: FW: Seaton Arterial Roads EA - Road Cross Sections 1 of 2 

Ross 
Thanks for taking the time to speak with me today. As discussed , I attach a copy of the chain of emails on 
this topic. Separate email to follow on new topic of the option of bikelanes in regular traffic through some 
intersections for you to review. 

I will advise about the meeting next week as soon as I am able. 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 I F: (705) 764-1514 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

From: Paul Turner 
Sent: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 9:17AM 
To: 'Pym, Ross' 
Cc: Janet Amos (InTouch); Reg Webster; Charlotte Pattee; Helgesen, Paal; Gadzovski, Marilee 
Subject: RE: Seaton Arterial Roads EA - Road Cross Sections 

Hi Ross, 

We have reviewed what you previously sent over and have some additional questions/comments for your review. I've also 
included commentary on the original draft cross-sections, which are included in the attached previous email. 

The only revised cross section you sent over related to our EA, is t he one fo r the Employment Collector. Will you also be 
forwa rding over revised typica l cross sections for t he Type C Arterial Road (Sideline 24) and the Special Type C Arteria l (East
West Residential)? 

We noted that there were no changes to the Employment Co llector cross section (just some minor adjustments of t he labelling, 
but none of t he measurements). 

In reviewing the currently approved draft plans for Neighbourhood 21 (a long the Employment Collector roadway), t here is a 
22.0m Right of Way width, while the City's typica l cross section shows a 21.0m Right of Way width. Th is discrepancy needs to 
be reso lved. 

I rea lize that in the typica l sections you sent over related to the email below, they show the schematic setback for residential 
properties, but this doesn't identify where along the length of the roads (in plan) that the City envisions t he change between 
the 2 to 4 travelled lanes will occur. Are t here any (planning/zoning) drawings or requi rements that show/state where the 
widening from 2 to 4 lanes for parking wi ll be utilized? Was the thought that it would transition between 2 to 41anes along the 
road length when required for commercia l zoning or high density residentia l? 

We will forward you the draft rural section (through the NHS) for your review by the end of the week. 

Regards, 

Paul A. Turner, P.Eng. 
Project Manager 

GHD 
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·anetamos 

From: 
Sent : 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Paul, 

Pym, Ross [rpym@pickering.ca] 
Tuesday, February 24, 2015 10:07 AM 
'Paul Turner' 
amos@primus.ca; Reg Webster; Charlotte Pattee; Helgesen, Paal; Gadzovski, Marilee 
RE: Seaton Arterial Roads EA - Road Cross Sections 
11 20m Employ Collector Road (R2).pdf; 10 A 21.5m Major Collector Road (R2).pdf; 10 
B 21 .5m Major Collector Road (R2). pdf; 09 20.1 m Minor Collector Road (R2).pdf; 09 A 
20.1 m Minor Collector Road (R2).pdf; 09 B 20.1 m Minor Collector Road (R2).pdf; 09 C 
20.1 m Minor Collector Road (R2).pdf; ATT00591.txt ; ATT00594.htm 

Please find attached the latest versions of the Seaton Road Cross-sections. As you can see the road ROW 
and curbs are fairly standard were the road wi ll change from 4 travel lanes to 2 travel lanes and on-street 
parking. 

As for the configuration where the road will cross the NHS, I will have to consult with others and get back to 
you. 

Thanks 

Ross Pym MCIP, RPP, PLE 

Principal Planner- Strategic Initiatives I City Development Department 
905.420.4660 ext. 2034 1 1.866.683.2760 1 TTY 905.420.1739 
rpym@pickering.ca 

CiJJtol 

"~· .4/4 
ll ~ • 

PI< 
Your City, Right Now. pickering.ca 

CityApp 

From: Paul Turner [mailto :Paui.Turner@ghd.com] 
Sent: February-19-15 11:24 AM 
To: Pym, Ross 
Cc: amos@primus.ca; Reg Webster; Charlotte Pattee 
Subject: RE: Seaton Arterial Roads EA - Road Cross Sections 

Hi Ross, 

facebook 

Have any further revisions and/or approvals occurred to the cross-sections for our 3 roadways? When we last met, you 
mentioned they were undergoing a final review in regards to where the parking lanes would be permanent and where they may 
alternate between parking and additional peak traffic capacity. 

Along that same vein , are there any drawings or requirements that show/state where the widening from 2 to 4 lanes for parking 
will be utilized? Was the thought that it would transition between 2 to 4 lanes along the road length when required for commercial 
zoning or even potentially for high density residential or would it be 4 lanes for the entire roadway length (from end to end)? 

Special consideration has to be given to the NHS crossings, where it is my understanding that the roadway will revert to a 2 lane 
cross-section. We are in the process of preparing a typical rural section through these areas where SWM facilities will not be able 
to capture the roadway drainage due to elevation/servicing constraints. Once complete, we will forward to your attention for 
review and comment. 

Regards, 

Paul A. Turner, P.Eng. 
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·a net amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Paul Turner [Paui.Turner@ghd.com] 
Thursday, February 19, 2015 11 :24 AM 
Pym, Ross 

Cc: 
Subject: 

amos@primus.ca; Reg Webster; Charlotte Pattee 
RE: Seaton Arterial Roads EA - Road Cross Sections 

Hi Ross, 

Have any further revisions and/or approvals occurred to the cross-sections for our 3 roadways? When we last met, you 
mentioned they were undergoing a final review in regards to where the parking lanes would be permanent and where they may 
alternate between parking and additional peak traffic capacity. 

Along that same vein, are there any drawings or requ irements that show/state where the widen ing from 2 to 4 lanes for parking 
will be utilized? Was the thought that it would transition between 2 to 4 lanes along the road length when required for commercial 
zoning or even potentially for high density residential or would it be 4 lanes for the entire roadway length (from end to end)? 

Special consideration has to be given to the NHS crossings, where it is my understanding that the roadway will revert to a 2 lane 
cross-section . We are in the process of preparing a typical rural section through these areas where SWM facilities will not be able 
to capture the roadway drainage due to elevation/servicing constraints. Once complete, we will forward to your attention for 
review and comment. 

Regards, 

Paul A. Turner, P.Eng. 
Proj ect Manager 

GHD 
T: + 1 905 429 5019 IF: + 1 905 432 7877 I v· 8850191 C: + 1 289 387 0026 IE: paul.turner@qhd.com 

65 Sunray Street Whitby ON UN 8Y3 I www.qhd.com 

WATER I ENERGY & RESOURCES I ENVIRONMENT I PROPERTY & BUILDINGS I TRANSPORTATION 

Please consider our enviro nment before printing this email 

From: Pym, Ross [mailto:rpym@pickering.ca] 
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2014 1:16PM 
To: Charlotte Pattee 
Cc: Paul Turner; Janet Amos (InTouch); Reg Webster 
Subject: RE: Seaton Arterial Roads EA- Road Cross Sections 

Charlotte, 

The cross-sections for the 24.0 metre right-of-way may look the same however in the Criteria book they 
have described different configurations. 

The intent was that the East-West Residential Arterial (North Road extension) Type C shall be designed 
with 2 travel lanes, 2 permanent parking bays and 2 bicycle lanes. 

Sideline 24 shall be designed as follows: 
• During peak hours, the road surface will accommodate 4 travel lanes and 2 bicycle lanes. 
• During off-peak hours, the road surface will accommodate 2 travel lanes and 2 on-street parking lanes in 
addition to 2 bicycle lanes on both sides of the road . 

Hope this clarifies the difference. 
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Thanks 

Ross Pym MCIP, RPP, PLE 

Principal Planner- Strategic Initiatives 1 City Development Department 
905.420.4660 ext. 2034 1 1.866.683.2760 1 TTY 905.420.1739 
rpym@pickerinq.ca 

Gut"l ~u. 

ta<E~c 
Your City, Right Now. pickering.ca 

~ CityApp eNews 

From: Charlotte Pattee [mailto:Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com] 
Sent: October-23-14 1:17PM 
To: Pym, Ross 
Cc: Paul Turner; amos@primus.ca; Reg Webster 
Subject: Seaton Arterial Roads EA - Road Cross Sections 

Hi Ross, 

face book 

I am working with Paul Turner and Janet Amos on the Seaton Arterial Roads EA and after meeting with them I want to follow up 
on the cross sections you sent for this area (Draft dated Sept 251

h, 2014). 

Can you please confirm some assumptions that I am making regarding which cross section applies to each road? (please see the 
attachment) . 

I understand that these are draft cross sections at this stage but I noticed that there are two "Type 'C' Arterial" sections and 
that there is currently no section noted as the "Special Type 'C' Arterial". Both of the "Type 'C' Arterial" sections are the same at 
this stage and I was wondering if a "Special Type 'C' Arterial" section has been completed since the sections had been sent 

over? 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Thank you, 

Charlotte Pattee, B.Sc.E., EIT 
Engineering Assistant 

GHD 
T: +1 905 752 4388 1 F: 905 432 7877 IV: 884388 IE: charlotte.pattee@qhd.com 

110 Scotia Court Unit 41 Whitby ON UN 8Y7 I www.ghd.com 

WATER I ENERGY & RESOURCES I ENVIRONMENT I PROPERTY & BUILDINGS I TRANSPORTATION 

Please consider our environment before print ing this email 

GHD and CRA have merged! To learn more, visit www.ghd.com/cra 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email, including any attachments, is confidential and may be privileged. If you 
are not the intended recipient please notify the sender immediately, and please delete it; you should not copy it or use 
it for any purpose or disclose its contents to any other person. GHD and its affiliates reserve the right to monitor and 
modify all email communications through their networks. 
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·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hi Charlotte, 

Chris Leitch [Chris.Leitch@Durham.ca] 
Thursday, December 11 , 2014 11 :31 AM 
'Charlotte Pattee' 
amos@primus.ca; Steve Mayhew; Paul Gee; Paul Tumer 
RE: Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
01097 _Phase1 SpineServ-Design-Package-Subdivision Assisgnments-Aug28-14. pdf 

I attended the 2"d Advisory Committee meeting last week at GHD for the Seaton Roads Class EA, and was speaking to Paul 
Turner about your email. Hopefully the notes below clarify a few questions/points you raised from the 151 Advisory Committee 
meeting discussion and minutes. 

You probably have the Supplemental Stormwater Management report to the CPDP Class EA for Regional Services, but in case 
not a link to it is below: 

http://www.durham.ca/apps/works/ cdeap/ projectdetails .aspx?project=401 

I am not directly involved in the stormwater component of the EA, but I found out from our Works staff that we do not have 
any drawings that were presented in the Supplemental report (these are with Cole Engineering and Sabourin Kimble). I would 
suggest touching base with Andrea Keeping at GHD Whitby as she may be able to provide some more information for you. My 
understanding is that the CPDP EA drawings (vertical profiles) will be refined if necessary as part of the detailed design work to 
accommodate any recommendations in the Supplemental Stormwater Management Report as well as other considerations 
such as t he sightlines at four signalized intersection locations on Rossland Road. 

Attached are contacts for the consultants involved with t he detailed design for owner constructed Regiona l services for 
different sections of the Phase One roads (you may have this already as well) . 

There are two signalized intersections planned on the Rossland Road extension we have noted where the sightlines are 
recommended for review as part of the Phase One detailed design work. They are both north of Taunton Road (Collector 3 and 
Street 16AG serving the Lebovic lands). Same goes for two signalized intersections planned as part of the Phase Two roads 
north of Whiteva le Bypass (Road IV- East-West Residential Arterial/Collector and Road VI- South Employment Collector), which 
impacts your EA study. From last week's meeting, the Road IV intersection will also need review based on the Wonowin site 
limits encroaching on the road's right-of-way. 

We are updating the map of intersection locations and treatments (signalized, unsignalized, rest ricted access, slip lane access) 
as identified in the CPDP EA traffic section (Appendix B-2), based on the recommended design in the EA and subsequent 
planned revisions to a few draft plans of subdivision. I can provide this in a separate emai l for reference once it is updated 
(hopefully Monday). 

Regards, 
Chris 

Chris Leitch, MCIP, RPP 
Principal Planner 

The Regional Municipality of Durham 
Planning and Economic Development Department 
605 Rossland Road East 
PO Box 623 
Whitby, ON L 1 N 6A3 
Tel: 905-668-4113 Ext. 2567 
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Fax: 905-666-6208 
Email: chris.leitch@durham.ca 

From: Charlotte Pattee [mailto:Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com] 
Sent: November 26, 2014 2:10PM 
To: Chris Leitch; Steve Mayhew 
Cc: Paul Turner; amos@primus.ca 
Subject: Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 

Hi Chris/Steve, 

I am working on the Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study with Paul Turner at GHD. I am following up on some of the items 
included in the meeting minutes from the Advisory Committee Meeting on September 161

h, 2014. I would like to confirm the 
information listed below: 

Item 3 

Item 6 

Intersections w ith Regional roads are based on draft plans- We are currently assuming that the elevations at 
intersections shown on the draft plans are correct while awaiting the drawings used in the addendum to the Regional 
EA. 
Rossland intersection sightlines are under review (may require left turn offsets) 
Regional Services Class EA Study information is available digitally on the FTP site- I have accessed the information 
available on the website but I would also like to be able to access the drawings that will be submitted as an addendum 
to the Regional EA. Would you be able to send these to me when they are complete? 
Steve Mayhew will provide changes to Regional Road intersections (e.g., sliplanes) 

Lloyd Cherniak confirmed with team members and Regional staff that the watermain on Sideline 24 is not altered from 
the MESPA or Regional Services Class EA Study. The road study should ensure that it coordinates and incorporates all 
future Regional trunk servicing. 
Paul Gee notes the Road VI, west of Whites Road is acceptable per the draft plan but that east of Whites Road, the 
limits of the NHS must be refined as revised by Infrastructure Ontario (Andrea Keeping has the latest plans); this change 
resulted from a land swap east of NHS 19. 
Steve Mayhew suggested adding control measures, for example on Road IV, adding traffic islands to control the access 
to the Regional road(s); after some discussion it was confirmed that this has been addressed at the draft plan approval 
stage but should be confirmed for our study purposes. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or comments . 

Thanks, 

Charlotte Pattee, B.Sc.E., EIT 
Engineering Assistant 

GHD 
T: +1 905 752 4388 I F: 905 432 7877 I V: 884388 I E: charlotte.pattee@qhd.com 

110 Scot ia Court Unit 41 Whitby ON UN 8Y7 J www.ghd.com 

WATER I ENERGY & RESOURCES I ENVIRONMENT I PROPERTY & BUILDINGS I TRANSPORTATION 

Please consider our environment before printing this email 

GHD and CRA have merged! To learn more, visit www.g hd.com/cr a 
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janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 

Jennifer Szczerbak [Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com] 
Tuesday, February 10, 2015 12:53 PM 

To: 
Cc: 

Emily.Funnell@ontario.ca; nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca; Jeremy Prahl 
amos@primus.ca 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA - Gap Analysis Meeting Minutes 
300035482.0000_Seaton Roads EA_Minutes of MNRF Meeting_Jan 27, 2015-
signed.pdf 

Emily, 

Thank you for taking the time to sit down with us. Please find attached the meeting minutes from January 27, 2015. Should you 
have any comments, or edits, please don't hesitate to follow up with me. 

Regards, 

Jenn 

BURNSiDE 
Jennifer Szczerbak, B.Sc. 
Senior Ecologist 

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 
128 Wellington Street West, Suite 301 
Barrie, Ontario L4N 8J6 
Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com 
tel: 705.797.4360 
fax : 705 .797.2037 
www .rjburnside.com 

•T l ()NFIDFN riAl II) NtHICI· ••• 
I hi~ ckctmm.: trnns•m"mn :llld am oc.:ompanv11 1g ><tl.lchm.:n t~ m,,, .:ont>llll P''''tlcgcd "' nmlidcnunl IIlii II matmn HllCIHkJ nUl} tnl the USl' ()fth~ JlldJvJdtJal c•J tJJb>Hll/allnnn,uncd ,Jhm·c 

1\n\ dJ$lnl>uuon. COf'\1111,!. 01 .J.:LJon L.J~ct• JJI Jcliancr ••n the ,·,uJI,nl5 of thts cnJnmum~aiJunl" .111\1111' ' ~>thcr than the llltt'ndcJ r•·.:tp1Cni(:~IIS S'fRJCI LY I'ROIIIHil'lll 

lf\·m• have rc,·cii'I!J thiS CtliHnmnJcntii>Jlll l Clll>l l)lcasc nntd\ tht~ sender til the :t l)ll\~ c1n,nl addre" '"'" J.:klc 1111, ematllrnmcdllltl.!iy 

BURNSiDE 
Jennifer Szczerbak 

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 
128 Wellington Street West, Suite 30 I 
Barrie, Ontario L4N 8J6 
Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com 
Office: 705-797-2047 
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R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 128 Wellington Street West Suite 301 Barrie ON L4N 8J6 CANADA 
telephone (705) 797-2047 fax (705) 797-2037 web www.rjburnside.com 

BURNSiDE 
[TH E DIFFERE NCE I S OUR PE OPLE ] 

Minutes of Meeting 

Meeting Date: January 27, 2015 Project No.: 300035482.0000 

Project Name : Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA 

Meeting Subject: Gap Analysis Review and Next Steps 

Meeting Location: Aurora District Office 

Date Prepared: January 28, 2015 

Those in attendance were: 

Emily Funnell Ministry of Natural Resources and Emily.Funnell@ontario.ca 
Forestry (MNRF) 

Nancy Mather Stonybrook Consulting Inc. 

Jeremy Prahl R.J . Burnside& Associates Limited 

Jennifer Szczerbak R.J. Burnside& Associates Limited 

n mather@stonybrookconsulting. ca 

jeremy. prahl@rj burnside. com 

jennifer.szczerbak@rjburnside.com 

The following items were discussed 

1. Project Background and Overview of NHS Gap Analysis 

1.1 Gap Analysis was undertaken to summarize existing natural 
heritage studies I information completed for lands within the 
Study Area, for the Seaton Roads EA. 

1.2 Burnside located references within reports, pinpointing the 
source(s) of information for all natural heritage features within the 
study area. The results are summarized in table format and reveal 
any gaps in existing information. 

Burnside to revise the table to reflect that BOBO I EAME surveys 
are not required for NHS lands. 

2. Potential Gaps 

2.1 
After discussion and review, Emily enquired about the status of 
butternut within the study area. Burnside to compile I review 
existing Butternut Health Assessment (BHA) and Notice of 
Butternut Activity (NBA) submissions andupdate MNRF. 

Action by 

Burnside 

Burnside 



Minutes of Meeting 
Project No.: 300035482.0000 
Meeting Date: January 27, 2015 

The following items were discussed 

2.2 

2.3 

2.4 

It was agreed that Bank Swallow have no habitat within the 
Roads EA study area. 

Although there is no applicable legislation, MNRF would like 
Species of Conservation Concern that may nest in forested NHS 
noted, with a recommendation to avoid clearing activities during 
nesting season. 

MNRF noted that coordination will be required to ensure that road 
construction does not interfere with concurrent grassland bird and 
barn swallow compensation activities for the overall development of 
Seaton. 

407 ETR Restoration projects were discussed as a potential 
conflict. MNRF to investigate where I when these are occurring. 

Add recommendation in EA to survey alignment for nesting SAR 
birds prior to staging I construction. MNRF would like EA report to 
highlight SAR for ease of review. 

Send revised Gap Analysis table with confirmed RSD reaches to 
MNRF. 

Page 2 of 2 

Action by 

Burnside 

MNRF 

Burnside 

Burnside 

The preceding are the minutes of the meeting as observed by the undersigned. Should there 
be a need for revision, please advise within seven days. In the absence of notification to the 
contrary, these minutes will be deemed to be an accurate record of the meeting. 

Minutes prepared by: 

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 

Jennifer Szczerbak 
Senior Ecologist 
JS:sr 

Distribution: 

All Attendees 
300035482.0000_Seaton Roads EA_Minutes of MNRF Meeting_Jan 27, 2015 
2/10/2015 12:17 PM 



janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Hi Janet, 

Sharon Lingertat [Slingertat@trca.on.ca] 
Wednesday, March 8, 2017 2:52 PM 
janet amos 
Antonietta Gentile 
51973- Seaton City Roads EA 

As a follow-up to our meeting on Monday, I double checked the MESPA and also checked with the Associate Director who is 
working on the subdivisions. I wasn't able to find an analysis in the previous reports showing how they came to the preferred 
road alignments, particularly through the natural heritage system. From what I can see the MESPA establishes the need for the 
roads, but does not complete the analysis. 

In addition, Official Plan Amendment 22 (City of Pickering) notes- local roads constructed through the Seaton Natural 
Heritage System will be subject to satisfying the Environmental Assessment process; 

Please ensure the EA clearly identifies how alignments were chosen through the NHS such that it meets our requirements, 
requirements through the EA process and requirements through OPA22. As mentioned, we went through a very detailed analysis 
while working on the Regional EA. Perhaps if you have additional information that you can provide as part of the next 
submission showing where the analysis was completed this may clarify things. 

In addition, it appears that the EA fee of $12,075 remains outstanding. Please forward a cheque to my attention or payment can 
also be made directly to Antonietta Gentile at extension 5796. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. We look forward to seeing the meeting minutes and next submission. 

Regards 
Sharon 

Sharon Lingertat, MCIP, RPP 1 Senior Planner, Environmental Assessment Planning 1 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 1 Office Location and Courier 
Address: 101 Exchange Avenue, Concord, ON L4K 5R61 Mailing Address: 5 Shoreham Drive, Downs view, ON M3N 1 S4l 'lil 41 6-661-6600 ext. 57171 121 
slinqertat@trca.on.ca 1-11 www.trca.ca 

"'PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING, STORING OR FORWARDING THIS MESSAGE• 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Confidentiality Notice: 
The information contained in this communication including any attachments may be confidential, is intended only for use of the recipient(s) named above, and may be 
legally privileged. If the reader of the message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution,disclosure or copying of this 
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to the sender and delete it permanently from your 
computer system. 
Thank you." 
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·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Sharon Lingertat [Slingertat@trca.on.ca] 
Wednesday, May 20, 2015 11 :34 AM 
Janet Amos 
'Charlotte Pattee' ; 'Funnell , Emily (MNRF)' ; 'lmran Khan' ; 'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)'; 
'Jennifer Szczerbak'; 'Jeremy Prahl' ; Nancy Mather; 'Paul Turner' ; 'Reg Webster'; 
'Shelley Gorenc' 

Subject: Re: Seaton Roads Class EA Study - TRCA-MNRF Draft Meeting Notes (May 1, 2015) 

Hi Janet, 

Please find our edits to the minutes below. Let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 
Sharon 

• Item 2, 2nd and 3rd bullets- Please revise to read , "TRCA and MNRF indicated that they could not complete a fu ll review 
of the material at the meeting and would need to see background reports to provide further comments. TRCA was also 
unable to review the crossings due to the scale of the mapping provided." 

• Item 3, 1st bullet - TRCA noted that at this point we typically have an opportunity to review the background reports, 
modelling, hydraulics, etc for each of the crossings that will feed into the final ESR design solution. 

• Item 3, 2nd bullet- Please revise to read , "TRCA indicated that they need to review the background material used to 
support the conclusions in the ESR and that information should be extracted from old reports and carried forward into the 
draft ESR. TRCA noted that the NFSSRs were never approved and that TRCA's comments on the NFSSR were never 
addressed as the draft plans went straight to the OMB." 

• Item 3, 3rd bullet- Please revise to read , "Once TRCA has reviewed the draft ESR, TRCA staff will prepare a report for 
information purposes to the TRCA Authority. A representative from the team will be asked to provide a short 
presentation on the ESR to the TRCA Authority and to respond to questions (1 0 minute presentation)." 

• Item 3, 4th bullet- Please also note that the information provided should address stormwater management issues. 
• Item 3, 5th bullet- Please revise to read, "Amy Winterhalt noted that the TRCA. .. " 
• Item 3, 8th bullet- Charlotte Pattee asked Amy about her preferences for oil grit separator treatment; Amy does not have 

a preference and believes flexibility is best- TRCA also noted that with respect to the OGS units to refer to TRCA's 
Stormwater Management Criteria - http://sustainabletechnologies. ca/wp/wp-content/uploads/20 13/01 /SWM-Criteria-
2012.pdf 

• Item 3, 8th bullet- Charlotte Pattee indicated that we have compiled the preliminary sizing information for oil grit 
separators and would like TRCA requirements before drafting; Charlotte Pattee also mentioned that we have City's 
preliminary concurrence to use oil grit separators where needed; Charlotte Pattee cautioned that additional stormwater 
management train would require additional intrusion into the NHS; Amy Winterhalt suggested that the train could be via 
bioswale or other infiltration method and that the team should consider erosive reaches in its review of alternatives. It 
was also noted that the treatment train could be any LID that retains stormwater. 

• Item 3, 9th bullet - TRCA also noted that the EA must clearly commit to meeting the Seaton stormwater management 
criteria including quantity control (see 2012 Duffins Creek Hydrology update), stream erosion control (see Seaton 
MESPA), and quality control (Seaton MESPA and TRCA SWM Criteria). 

• Item 3, 1oth bullet- With respect to the floodlines, TRCA noted that the study team can use the draft hydraulic modelling 
and floodlines for now. The ESR should demonstrate and provide supporting information confirming proposed crossings 
will not increase upstream or downstream flooding, as these structures will be carried forward to the design stage. At 
detailed design the proponent will need to ensure that the proposed crossing information is included in the modelling and 
mapping. The crossings will need to meet TRCA's Living City Policies including flooding policies and confirm no increase 
to upstream or downstream flooding. 

• Please add to the action item, " .... advise Infrastructure Ontario to confer directly with TRCA (Sharon Lingertat) on this. 
Once dripline is staked, EA team to work with 10 team to overlay dripline, 10 metre buffer, road grading and LID grading 

on aerial photography to better understand the space constraints in this area." 

Please note that we have moved to a new head office location (details below) 

Sharon Lingertat, MCIP, RPP 1 Senior Planner, Environmental Assessment Planning 1 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 1 Office Location and Courier 
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Address: 101 Exchange Avenue, Concord, ON L4K 5R6 1 Mailing Address: 5 Shoreham Drive, Downsview, ON M3N 1S4 IV 416-661-6600 ext. 5717 1181 
slingertat@trca.on.ca l"''l www.trca.on.ca 

From· "Janet Amos" <amos@primus.ca> 
To "Sharon Lingertat" <Slingertat@trca.on.ca>, <awinterhalt@trca.on.ca>, <eelton@trca.on.ca>, "'Burkart, Jackie \(MNRF\)'" <Jackie.Burkart@ontario.ca>, '"Funnell, 
Emily \(MNRF\)"' <Emily.Funnell@ontario.ca>, "'Jennifer Szczerbak"' <Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com>, '"Charlotte Pattee"' <Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com>, "Nancy 
Mather" <nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca>, "'Jeremy Prahl'" <Jeremy.Prahl@rjburnside.com>, '"lmran Khan"' <ikhan@beaconenviro.com>, '"Shelley Gorenc"' 
<sgorenc@beaconenviro.com>, 
Cc: '"Reg Webster'" <Reg.Webster@ghd.com>, "'Paul Turner"' <Paui.Turner@ghd.com> 
Date. 05/13/2015 12:57 PM 
SubJect: Seaton Roads Class EA Study - TRCA-MNRF Draft Meeting Notes (May 1, 2015) 

Hello 

I am pleased to attach the Draft Meeting Notes from our Seaton Roads team meeting with TRCA and 
MNRF on May 1, 2015. 

Please advise me of any errors or omissions. Note that action items are summarized on last page. 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 

P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-1514/ Mobi le: (705) 644-0547 

Integrating environmental assessment, land use and public consultation solutions 
(attachment "TRCA-MNRF May 1-15 Mtg Notes (May 13-15).docx" deleted by Sha ron Lingertat /MTRCA) 

"•PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING. STORING OR FORWARDING THIS MESSAGE' 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Confidentiality Notice: 
The information contained in this communication including any attachments may be confidential, is intended only for use of the recipient(s) named above, and may be 
legally privileged. If the reader of the message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, disclosure or copying of this 
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to the sender and delete it permanently from your 
computer system. 
Thank you. " 
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anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hello 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:45AM 
'Sharon Lingertat' ; 'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)' ; awinterhalt@trca.on.ca; eelton@trca.on.ca; 
'Funnell , Emily (MNRF)' 
'Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com'; Jeremy Prahl; ikhan@beaconenviro.com; 'Shelley 
Gorenc'; Nancy Mather (nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca) ; 'Reg Webster'; 'Paul 
Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
Seaton Roads Class EA Crossing Figures 
Seaton History final v2.pdf; Table A Crossing Design Summary April23-15.pdf 

I am pleased to forward to you a link to access the 12 NHS crossing maps as discussed at our last Advisory 
Committee meeting. Please note that the access below is available for downloading until approximately 
May 5, 2015. So if you wish to continue to refer to them past that date, please save them. Attached is a 
document called Table A which provides a summary of the road crossing information to assist you in 
referencing the materials that we used to come up with the crossing figures . 

Also enclosed is an updated Seaton history chart. The City added two new arrows. 

We look forward to meeting with you on May 1 at 1:30pm to review these materials. If you have questions, 
please contact me so that I may direct your question to the most appropriate member of our team. 

Soon after our public meeting tonight the panels and maps displayed will be posted on the City website and 
will be available for review at https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp 

Regards, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 I F: (705) 764-1514 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

Use the following links to download your flle(s) . 

httos;/1ghd sendtblsfile com/ErkJkJa38HSizk9a~ 

Note: These nles will expire In 14 days from the time this email was generated. 
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·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Categories: 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Thursday, April23, 2015 11:44 AM 
'Sharon Lingertat' ; 'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)'; awinterhalt@trca.on.ca; eelton@trca.on.ca; 
'Funnell , Emily (MNRF)' 
'Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com'; Jeremy Prahl; ikhan@beaconenviro.com; 'Shelley 
Gorenc'; Nancy Mather (nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); 'Reg Webster' ; 'Paul 
Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
RE: Seaton Roads Class EA Crossing Figures 
Cultural Heritage GAP ANALYSIS TABLE+ REF Dec 8-14 JA 15-03-11 .docx; Natural 
Heritage GAP ANALYSIS TABLE+ REF Jan 29 2015 JA 15-03-11 .docx; Geomorph 
214482_GAP ANALYSIS_TABLE_BEACON_Feb10-15 JA 15-03-11 .docx; Geotech GAP 
ANAL TABLE (Scott) mar 3-15- JA 15-03-11.docx; Seaton Roads References April 23, 
2015.pdf 

TRCA 

Further to my emai l this morning, I am also pleased to provide you with our data gap analysis sheets (by 
topic) and the list of references thus far. We expect that the data gap analysis will continue to evolve as we 
begin to prepare the Environmental Study Repori. Thought you would want to look at our background data 
collation efforts. We can discuss on May 1st. 

Regards, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 I F: (705) 764-1514 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

From: Janet Amos [mailto:amos@primus.ca] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:45AM 
To: 'Sharon Lingertat'; 'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)'; awinterhalt@trca.on.ca; eelton@trca.on.ca; 'Funnell, Emily (MNRF)' 
Cc: 'Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com'; Jeremy Prahl; ikhan@beaconenviro.com; 'Shelley Gorenc'; Nancy Mather 
(nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); 'Reg Webster'; 'Paul Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
Subject: Seaton Roads Class EA Crossing Figures 

Hello 
I am pleased to forward to you a link to access the 12 NHS crossing maps as discussed at our last Advisory 
Committee meeting. Please note that the access below is available for downloading until approximately 
May 5, 2015. So if you wish to continue to refer to them past that date, please save them. Attached is a 
document called Table A which provides a summary of the road crossing information to assist you in 
referencing the materials that we used to come up with the crossing figures. 

Also enclosed is an updated Seaton history chart . The City added two new arrows. 

We look forward to meeting with you on May 1 at 1:30pm to review these materials. If you have questions, 
please contact me so that I may direct your question to the most appropriate member of our team. 

Soon after our public meeting tonight the panels and maps displayed will be posted on the City website and 
wi ll be available for review at https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp 
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·anetamos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Hi Janet, 

Sharon Lingertat [Slingertat@trca.on.ca] 
Tuesday, April21 , 2015 3:13PM 
amos@primus.ca 
Jennifer. Szczerbak@rjburnside. com; Paul. Turner@ghd. com; 
Charlotte. Pattee@ghd .com; ikhan@beaconenviro. com 
51973 - Seaton Roads 

TRCA staff are reviewing the draft plan for the west portion of neighbourhood 21 , and have noted that woodlands FC3 and FC4 
require feature based water balance and an LID to feed them on the south side of road VI (west of Whites). As a result, it is 
recommended that the limit of these woodlands be staked to ensure that there is sufficient room on the south side of the road to 
construct the bioswales to feed the woodlands while remaining outside of the feature and the 10 m buffer to protect the root zone. 
The road will need to meet the minimum setback as well as provide space for the LIDs. 

We can discuss further next week when we meet. 

Regards, 
Sharon 

Sharon Lingertat, MCIP RPP 1 Senior Planner Environmental Assessment Plannmg I Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 1 5 Shoreham Drive 1 Toronto. ON 1 M3N 
1S4I:i: 416-661-6600 ext. 57171 r8l slingertal@trca.on.ca 1-t WVIIJ trra 'ir, ~1 

"*PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING, STORING OR FORWARDING THIS MESSAGE' 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Confidentiality Notice: 
The information contained in this communication including any attachments may be confidential, is Intended only for use of the recipient(s) named above, and may be 
legally privileged. If the reader of the message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution,disclosure or copying of this 
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to the sender and delete it permanently from your 
computer system. 
Thank you." 
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·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Hi Janet, 

Sharon Lingertat [Slingertat@trca.on.ca] 
Tuesday, April21 , 2015 3:13PM 
amos@primus.ca 
Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com; Paui.Turner@ghd.com; 
Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
51973- Seaton Roads 

TRCA staff are reviewing the draft plan for the west portion of neighbourhood 21, and have noted that woodlands FC3 and FC4 
require feature based water balance and an LID to feed them on the south side of road VI (west of Whites). As a result, it is 
recommended that the limit of these woodlands be staked to ensure that there is sufficient room on the south side of the road to 
construct the bioswales to feed the woodlands while remaining outside of the feature and the 10 m buffer to protect the root zone. 
The road will need to meet the minimum setback as well as provide space for the LIDs. 

We can discuss further next week when we meet. 

Regards, 
Sharon 

Sharon Lingertat MCIP RPP 1 Senior Planne1. Enlll(onmental Assessment Ptann1ng 1 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 1 5 Shoreham Drive 1 Toronto. ON 1 M3N 
IS412' 416-661-6600 ext 5717118l slinqertat@trca.on.ca 1-t~r .!.,.Q____ 

""PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING, STORING OR FORWARDING THIS MESSAGE" 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Confidentiality Notice: 
The information contained in this communication including any attachments may be confidential, is intended only for use of the recipient(s) named above, and may be 
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April15, 2015 

BY E-MAIL ONLY (amos@primus.ca) 

Janet Amos 
Amos Environment + Planning 
Class EA Study Manager 
65 Sunray Street 
Whitby, ON L 1 N 8Y3 

Dear Ms. Amos: 

re-conse;~ation 
for The Living City· 

CFN 51973 

Re: Response to Notice of Class Environmental Assessment Study (Phases 3 and 4) and Public 
Information Centre 
Seaton Arterial Roads - City of Pickering Roads 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment -Schedule C 
Duffins Creek Watershed; City of Pickering; Region of Durham 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) staff received the Notice of Class Environmental 
Assessment (EA) Study and Public Information Centre (PIC) for the above noted Environmental Assessment 
(EA) on April 2, 2015. 

It is our understanding that this EA will examine the preferred alignments for three (3) future arterial and 
collector roads within the Seaton Urban Area. Phases 1 and 2 of the Municipal Class EA process were 
completed through the Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment (MESPA). This EA will now address 
Phases 3 and 4 of the Municipal Class EA process and it is our expectation that outstanding comments provided 
during Phases 1 and 2 will be addressed through these final phases of the EA, together with any new concerns 
as a result of the alternative design analysis. 

TRCA Areas of Interest 
Staff has identified the following Areas of Interest within the study area. Please ensure that the status, potential 
impacts and opportunities for enhancement related to these Areas of Interest are documented and assessed 
through a review of background material , technical study, field assessment and detailed evaluation, as 
appropriate. 

Provincial Program Areas 

TRCA Regulated Areas • Greenbelt 

• Regulation Limit 
TRCA Program and Policy Areas 

• Crest of Slope • Aquatic Species and Habitat 
• Meander Belt • Aquifers and Hydrogeological Features 

• Regulatory Flood Plain • Environmentally Significant Areas 
• Wetlands • Stormwater Management 
• Watercourses • Terrestrial Natural Heritage System Strategy 

• Terrestrial Species and Habitat 

Tel t6 •1.660 .er.a en~lM I N Wll 



Janet Amos Page 2 of 6 April 15, 2015 

Please contact the Ministry of Natural Resources to confirm if there are program interests related to this 
project for: 

• Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest 
• Provincially Significant Wetlands 
• Provincially Endangered Species 

Please contact the relevant federal agency to confirm if there are issues related to: 
• Asian Long-horned Beetle Regulated Area 
• Federally Endangered Species 

There may be additional consultation with other federal and provincial agencies to ensure that the 
requirements of such legislation are met. This list is not inclusive and the onus is on the proponent and it 
consultants to consult with other agencies as required. 

Selection of Alternatives 
In consideration of TRCA's The Living City Policies, Ontario Regulation 166/06, and TRCA's other 
programs and policies, staff requires that the preferred alternative meets the following criteria: 

1. Prevents the risk associated with flooding, erosion or slope instability. 
2. Protects and rehabilitates existing landforms, features and functions. 
3. Provides for aquatic, terrestrial and human access. 
4 . Minimizes water/energy consumption and pollution. 
5. Addresses TRCA property and heritage resource concerns. 

Staff recommends that the preferred alternative meets the policies of Section 7, in particular Section 
7 .4.4, of The Living City Policies for Planning and Development in the Watersheds of the Toronto and 
Region Conservation Authority . Furthermore, staff recommends that the preferred alternative allows the 
detailed design to meet the policies of Section 8, including Section 8.9, of The Living City Policies for 
Planning and Development in the Watersheds of the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority. 

It is also recommended that a summary of detailed design commitments be included in the EA as a Pre
Design Brief. This summary should include, but not be limited to: 

a. An aerial photo indicating the study area, regulated area, existing conditions and preferred 
solution/design; 

b. Text indicating the preferred alternative solution/design; 
c. A Reference list of alternative solutions and designs considered; 
d. A synopsis of all TRCA requirements and technical commitments. 

It is intended that the proponent and their consultants, as well as TRCA, would use the Pre-design Brief 
during the preliminary stages of detailed design. In the Pre-design Brief, commitments made during the 
EA would be clearly articulated in order to facilitate a 90% detailed design submission to TRCA for all 
required permits. TRCA staff would then be able to review the required studies, reports or plans; and 
confirm any additional study requirements or revisions to the submitted materials. Ideally, the completion 
of the Pre-Design Brief will result in a more timely and streamlined permit approval process in the future. 

TRCAReview 
The TRCA Environmental Assessment Review Program Level of Service information can be found at the 
following link http://wvvw.trca.on.ca/dotAsset/40093.pdf . We recommend you refer to these submission 
standards during the study to facilitate TRCA review. Please provide the following submissions to 
expedite TRCA review: 

• Notices of public meetings and display material and handouts 
• Four hard copies of the Phase 3 Report 
• Four hard copies of the Draft EA Document 
• One hard copy of the Final EA Document. 

Please include a digital copy of all submitted material. Materials must be submitted in PDF format, with 
drawings pre-scaled to print on 11 "x17" pages. Materials may be submitted on discs, via e-mail (if less 
than 2.5 MB}, or through file transfer protocol (FTP) sites (if posted for a minimum of two weeks). 
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Public Information Centre CPICl 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) staff received notice of the upcoming Public 
Information Centre (PIC) scheduled for April 23, 2015. As you know, staff has expressed interest in this 
project and while staff is unable to attend the meeting, please forward one copy of any handouts or 
display materials from this meeting for our files. 

Fees 
'PieaSe be advised that the Authority adopted a new fee schedule in May 2014. The fee for reviewing this 
Schedule C project is $12,075 {http://www.trca.on.ca/dotAsseU189184.pdf). TRCA has been 
experiencing significant increase in growth area planning and infrastructure implementation review across 
our jurisdiction. All municipalities that are moving forward with major growth related Environmental 
Assessments are required to provide support to TRCA for technical review and coordination either 
through a negotiated service agreement or fee based review. 

Should you have any questions, please contact me at extension 5717 or slinqertat@trca.on.ca. 

Yours truly, j 
<..\,.,..... • - - I I ~~~ ~q.t..e~ 
Sharon Lingettat .X -
Senior Planner, Envir0nmental Assessment Planning 
Planning and Development 

Encl.: TRCA Areas of Interest Summary Table 

BY E-MAIL 
cc: Pickering: 

TRCA: 
Ross Pym (rpym@pickering.ca) 
Beth Williston, Associate Director, Environmental Assessment Planning 
Steve Heuchert, Associate Director, Planning and Development 
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EA Requirements 
Document and assess the status, potential impacts and opportunities for enhancement that relate to the following Areas of 
Interest through a review of background material, technical study, field assessment and detailed evaluation, as 
appropriate. Make reference to the applicable Program and Policy documents. Include in the EA Document appendices 
any minutes, structure summary sheets for watercourses or wetlands, or other material collected through meetings with 
TRCA staff. Natural features may need to be confirmed on site by TRCA staff. 

Area of Interest I 
Data Availability 

Program and Policy Concerns 

TRCA REGULATED AREAS 

Regulation Limit 

Crest of Slope 

Meander Belt 

Regulatory Flood 
Plain 

Wetlands 

Watercourses 

In accordance with Ontario Regulation 166/06 (Development, Interference with Wetlands and 
Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses), a permit is required from the TRCA prior to any 
development (e.g. construction) if, in the opinion of TRCA, the control of flooding, erosion, dynamic 
beaches or pollution or the conservation of land may be affected. The Regulation Limit defines the 
greater of the natural hazards associated with Ontario Regulation 166/06 (listed below). 

NOTE: The Regulation Limit provides a geographical screening tool for determining if Ontario 
Regulation 166/06 will apply to a given proposal. Through site assessment or other investigation, it 
may be determined that areas outside of the defined Regulation Limit require permits under Ontario 
Regulation 166/06. In these instances, it is the text of the regulation that will prevail; modifications to 
the regulation line may be required. 

Any development within the Regulation Limit must comply with the applicable sections of TRCA's 
Valley and Stream Corridor Management Program. 

Valley and stream corridors are dynamic systems that provide important natural functions and 
linkages for the physical , chemical and biological processes of wildlife, watercourses, and other 
natural features. The Crest of Slope identifies the physical limit of these corridors; however, due to 
ecological sensitivities, development restrictions typically extend beyond the actual Crest of Slope. 

Channel migration has a significant impact on infrastructure, structures and property located near 
river systems. Determining channel stability is important to ensure that damage from erosion, down
cutting or other natural channel processes is avoided. 

TRCA may require a meander belt delineation study or fluvial geomorphology analysis to confirm 
that any development does not conflict with natural channel processes. 

The Regulatory Flood Plain is the approved standard used in a particular watershed to define the 
limit of the flood plain for regulatory purposes. Within TRCA's jurisdiction, the Regulatory Flood 
Plain is based on the greater of the regional storm, Hurricane Hazel, and the 100 year flood. 

Any development or alterations to existing structures within the Regulatory Flood Plain may 
introduce risk to life or property, and may not be compatible with existing natural features. TRCA's 
framework for Flood Plain Management is the Valley and Stream Corridor Management Program. 

TRCA may require a flood study or hydraulic update to confirm that there will be no impacts to the 
storage or conveyance of flood waters. 

Wetlands are sensitive natural habitats that play an important role in numerous physical, chemical 
and biological processes, including storm water control, natural habitat and water quality 
improvement. Most wetlands are designated by the Ministry of Natural Resources as Provincially 
Significant or Locally Significant. Other wetlands have also been identified on a site specific basis 
by TRCA. All of these are regulated under Ontario Regulation 166/06. TRCA may require an 
environmental study or site confirmation of wetlands locations. 

Typically, watercourses are associated with aquatic species and habitat. Any alteration or 
interference to a watercourse (e.g. straightening, diverting, realigning, altering baseflow) has the 
potential to impact fish communities, but may also affect the Regulatory Flood Plain, erosion or 
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other natural channel processes. TRCA may require an environmental study or site confirmation of 
watercourse locations. 

TRCA PROGRAM AND POLICY AREAS 
Note: Additional program and policy information may be available at www.trca.on.ca, or by request. 

Aquatic Species and TRCA has prepared watershed plans or strategies, as well as watershed-based fisheries 
Habitat management plans for some of its watersheds in partnership with Aurora District MNR. TRCA may 

require an assessment of the existing aquatic system, together with an evaluation as to how the 
proposal will meet the objectives articulated in the watershed and watershed-based fisheries 
management plans, as well as prevent negative impacts to the aquatic system. 

If requested, TRCA will provide an opinion as to whether the project and its implementation will 
cause serious harm to fish. If serious harm to fish could result, then works will need to be reviewed 
and authorized by Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO). 

Aquifers and The extraction and discharge of groundwater has the potential to negatively impact surrounding 
Hydrogeological natural features. Even small amounts of groundwater extraction may reduce contributions to 
Features groundwater dependent features such as wetlands, springs, or fish spawning habitat. In addition , 

the discharge of groundwater must be controlled to avoid impacts to watercourses and fish habitat 
from erosion, sedimentation and water quality concerns. 

TRCA may require geotechnical or hydrogeological investigations to confirm dewatering and 
discharge requirements, and to identify appropriate mitigation measures with respect to potential 
impacts to natural features (i.e., wetlands, watercourses, natural features and aquatic habitat). 

Environmentally Environmentally Significant Areas have been identified by TRCA based on a set of ecological 
Significant Areas criteria regarding the function, significance and rarity of the features or species found in the area. 

Terrestrial Natural TRCA has identified the need to improve both the quality and quantity of terrestrial habitat. TRCA's 
Heritage System Terrestrial Natural Heritage System Strategy sets measurable targets for attaining a healthier 
Strategy natural system by creating an expanded and targeted land base. It includes strategic directions for 

stewardship and securement of the land base, a land use policy framework to help achieve the 
target system, and other implementation mechanisms. 

Terrestrial Species The terrestrial system includes landscape features, vegetation communities and flora and fauna 
and Habitat species. Terrestrial species and habitat should be assessed based on their conservation status 

according to sensitivity to disturbance and specialized ecological needs, as well as rarity. 

TRCA may require a site assessment and terrestrial inventory to confirm impacts to these 
resources. TRCA's Terrestrial Natural Heritage Strategy may be applicable to any work that impacts 
terrestrial species and habitat. In addition , relevant legislation (e.g. Migratory Bird Convention Act, 
Species at Risk Act) should be applied. 

PROVINCIAL AND FEDERAL PROGRAM AREAS 

Greenbelt The Greenbelt consists of approximately 728,000 hectares of environmentally sensitive land and 
agricultural land in the Golden Horseshoe. The Greenbelt Plan identifies limits to urbanization to 
provide permanent protection to the agricultural land base and the ecological features and functions 
occurring within this landscape. Contact the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing for more 
details. 

Alternatives must conform with Section 4.2 of the Greenbelt Plan. 



·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Categories: 

Hi Janet, 

Sharon Lingertat [Slingertat@trca.on.ca] 
Friday, April 10, 2015 8:21 AM 
amos@primus.ca 
Jackie.Burkart@ontario.ca; emily.funnell@ontario.ca; Pym, Ross; 
Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com; 'Paul Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; 
ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
Seaton Local Roads 

TRCA 

Further to our discussion regarding water quality treatment, please refer to the engineering response below. 

Regards, 
Sharon 

TRCA has adopted guidelines for OGS application based on testing carried out by the New Jersey Department of Environmental 
Protection. Testing showed that OGS devices, operating alone at their original design capacity are capable of achieving a TSS 
removal efficiency of 50%. As a result, TRCA staff recommends using OGS units as a pre-treatment device and/or OGS units 
may be used as part of a treatment train approach to achieve Enhanced quality control. 

There are a number of local and conveyance LID measures that could be incorporated into the road right-of-way as part of a 
treatment train approach. Some LID measures are more appropriate for urban cross-sections than others. TRCA does not 
establish limits for the minimum drainage area to be managed because we are concerned about cumulative impacts. If there are 
areas where a treatment train is not technically feasible, this will need to be demonstrated on a site by site basis. 

Sharon Lingertat MCIP RPP 1 Senior Planner. Envilonmental Assessment Planning 1 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority IS Shoreham Drive I Toronto. ON 1 M3N 
1S4 llif 416-661 6600 ext 5717118l slinqertat@trca.on.ca 1--tl www to 1 o 

••PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING, STORING OR FORWARDING THIS MESSAGE• 

Toronto and Region ConseNation Authority Confidentiality Notice: 
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computer system. 
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·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Sharon Lingertat [Slingertat@trca.on.ca] 
Wednesday, May 20, 2015 11 :34 AM 
Janet Amos 
'Charlotte Pattee'; 'Funnell , Emily (MNRF)' ; 'lmran Khan' ; 'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)' ; 
'Jennifer Szczerbak'; 'Jeremy Prahl'; Nancy Mather; 'Paul Turner' ; 'Reg Webster'; 
'Shelley Gorenc' 

Subject: Re: Seaton Roads Class EA Study - TRCA-MNRF Draft Meeting Notes (May 1, 2015) 

Hi Janet, 

Please find our edits to the minutes below. Let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 
Sharon 

• Item 2, 2nd and 3rd bullets - Please revise to read, "TRCA and MNRF indicated that they could not complete a full revie-v 
of the material at the meeting and wou ld need to see background reports to provide further comments. TRCA was also 
unable to review the crossings due to the scale of the mapping provided." 

• Item 3, 1st bullet - TRCA noted that at this point we typically have an opportunity to review the background reports, 
modelling, hydraulics, etc for each of the crossings that will feed into the final ESR design solution. 

• Item 3, 2nd bullet- Please revise to read, "TRCA indicated that they need to review the background material used to 
support the conclusions in the ESR and that information should be extracted from old reports and carried forward into thE 
draft ESR. TRCA noted that the NFSSRs were never approved and that TRCA's comments on the NFSSR were never 
addressed as the draft plans went straight to the OMB." 

• Item 3, 3rd bullet- Please revise to read , "Once TRCA has reviewed the draft ESR, TRCA staff will prepare a report for 
information purposes to the TRCA Authority. A representative from the team will be asked to provide a short 
presentation on the ESR to the TRCA Authority and to respond to questions (10 minute presentation)." 

• Item 3, 4th bullet- Please also note that the information provided should address stormwater management issues. 
• Item 3, 5th bullet- Please revise to read , "Amy Winterhalt noted that the TRCA. .. " 
• Item 3, 8th bullet- Charlotte Pattee asked Amy about her preferences for oil grit separator treatment; Amy does not have 

a preference and believes flexibility is best - TRCA also noted that with respect to the OGS units to refer to TRCA's 
Stormwater Management Criteria - http://sustainabletechnologies.ca/wp/wp-contenUuploads/2013/01 /SWM-Criteria-
2012.pdf 

• Item 3, 8th bullet - Charlotte Pattee ind icated that we have compiled the preliminary sizing information for oil grit 
separators and would like TRCA requirements before drafting; Charlotte Pattee also mentioned that we have City's 
preliminary concurrence to use oil grit separators where needed; Charlotte Pattee cautioned that additional stormwater 
management train would require additional intrusion into the NHS; Amy Winterhalt suggested that the train could be via 
bioswale or other infiltration method and that the team should consider erosive reaches in its review of alternatives. It 
was also noted that the treatment tra in could be any Ll D that retains stormwater. 

• Item 3, 9th bullet - TRCA also noted that the EA must clearly commit to meeting the Seaton stormwater management 
criteria including quantity control (see 2012 Duffins Creek Hydrology update), stream erosion control (see Seaton 
MESPA), and quality control (Seaton MESPA and TRCA SWM Criteria). 

• Item 3, 1Oth bullet -With respect to the flood lines, TRCA noted that the study team can use the draft hydraulic modelling 
and floodlines for now. The ESR should demonstrate and provide supporting information confirming proposed crossings 
will not increase upstream or downstream flooding , as these structures will be carried forward to the design stage. At 
detailed design the proponent will need to ensure that the proposed crossing information is included in the modelling and 
mapping. The crossings will need to meet TRCA's Living City Policies including flooding policies and confirm no increase 
to upstream or downstream flooding. 

• Please add to the action item, " .... advise Infrastructure Ontario to confer di rectly with TRCA (Sharon Lingertat) on this. 
Once dripline is staked, EA team to work with 10 team to overlay dripline, 10 metre buffer, road grading and LID grading 

on aerial photography to better understand the space constraints in this area. " 

Please note that we have moved to a new head office location (deta ils below) 

Sharon Lingertat, MCIP, RPP 1 Senior Planner. Environmental Assessment Planning 1 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 1 Office Location and Courier 
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Address: 101 Exchange Avenue, Concord , ON L4K 5R61 Mailing Address: 5 Shoreham Drive. Downsview, ON M3N 1S412 416-661 -6600 ext. 5717ll8l 
slingertat@trca.on.ca 1-t www. trca.on.ca 

From: "Janet Amos" <amos@primus.ca> 
To: "Sharon Lingertat" <Slingertat@trca.on.ca>, <awinterhalt@trca.on.ca>, <eelton@trca.on.ca>, "'Burkart, Jackie \(MNRF\)'" <Jackie.Burkart@ontario.ca>, "'Funnell, 
Emily \(MNRF\)'" <Emily.Funnell@ontario.ca>, "'Jennifer Szczerbak"' <Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside .com>, '"Charlotte Pattee'" <Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com>, "Nancy 
Mather" <nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca>, "'Jeremy Prahl"' <Jeremy.Prahl@rjburnside.com>, "'lmran Khan'" <ikhan@beaconenviro.com>, "'Shelley Gorenc'" 
<sgorenc@beaconenviro.com>, 
Cc: '"Reg Webster'" <Reg.Webster@ghd.com>, "'Paul Turner"' <Paui.Turner@ghd.com> 
Date: 05/13/2015 12:57 PM 
Subject: Seaton Roads Class EA Study - TRCA-MNRF Draft Meeting Notes (May 1. 201 5) 

Hello 

I am pleased to attach the Draft Meeting Notes from our Seaton Roads team meeting with TRCA and 
MNRF on May 1, 2015. 

Please advise me of any errors or omissions. Note that action items are summarized on last page. 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 

1236 Butte r & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1 L 1X4 

P: (705) 764-0580 I F: (705) 764-1514/ Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

Integrating environmental assessment, land use and public consultation solutions 
[attach ment "TRCA-MNRF M ay 1-15 M tg Notes (May 13-lS).docx" deleted by Sharon Lingertat/ MTRCA) 

"*PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING. STORING OR FORWARDING THIS MESSAGE' 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Confidentiality Notice: 
The information contained in this communication including any attachments may be confidential, is intended only for use of the recipient(s) named above, and may be 
legally privileged. If the reader of the message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, disclosure or copying of this 
communication is strictly p rohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to the sender and delete it permanently from your 
computer system. 
Thank you." 
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janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Tuesday, May 12, 2015 3:17 PM 
'Eiyssa Elton' 

Cc: 'Amy Winterhalt'; 'Steve Heuchert'; Nancy Mather (nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); 
'Charlotte Pattee'; 'Paul Turner'; 'Reg Webster'; Sharon Lingertat 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

RE: Seaton Road- Draft meeting notes March 31-15 Advisory committee 
Sharon Lingertat reply re OGS April 10-15. htm 

Thanks Elyssa, I have made the correction . I note that since the March 31 meeting we have received a 
reply from Sharon Lingertat on April 10 (see attached) and also discussed this further at our TRCA-MNRF 
meeting on May 1. At the May 1 meeting we agreed to pull together some additional materials (e.g., map of 
stormwater ponds as they apply to each segment of road) and to have a conference call with the respective 
technical people (i.e., Amy, Nancy, Charlotte) after that material has been reviewed. The May 1 meeting 
notes are just being finalized now and will be distributed shortly. 

I will keep track of this change, and any other changes, to the meeting notes and provide the updated notes 
at our next meeting. 

Regards, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Brace bridge ON P1L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-1514 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

From: Elyssa Elton [mailto:eelton@trca.on.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 2:30PM 
To: Janet Amos 
Cc: Amy Winterhalt; Steve Heuchert 
Subject: Re: Seaton Road- Draft meeting notes March 31-15 Advisory committee 

Hi Janet, 
Could you please change the bullet that says that I expressed concerns with using an OGS. I said that TRCA generally does not 
accept an OGS to be used alone but rather as part of a treatment train. The action also states that you want a response from us. 
Please ask your team to contact Amy Winterhalt if they have any questions regarding water quality. 
Thanks, 
Elyssa 

Elyssa Elton, B.Sc., MES I Senior Planning Ecologist I Planning, Greenspace and Communicaions 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 15 Shoreham Drive, Downsview, Ontario, M3N 1S4 1 W 416.661.6600 Ext. 57011 ~ 
eelton@trca.on.ca 

From: "Janet Amos" <amos@primus.ca> 
To: "Ross Pym" <rpym@pickering.ca>, "Chris Leitch" <Chris.Leitch@Durham.ca>, "Sharon Lingertat" <Slingertat@trca.on.ca>, <eelton@trca.on.ca>, "'lmran Khan'" 
<ikhan@beaconenviro.com>, "Nancy Mather" <nmather@stonybrookconsultinq.ca>, '"Jennifer Szczerbak"' <Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com>, "'Burkart, Jackie 
\(MNRF\)"' <Jackie.Burkart@ontario.ca>, "David Sawicki" <dsawicki@splconsultants.ca>, '1om albani" <talbani@metrusdev.com>, "'Charlotte Pattee"' 
<Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com>, "'Craig Scarlett"' <Craiq.Scarlett@mattamycorp.com>, '"Paul Turner'" <Paui.Turner@ghd.com>, 
Cc: <paul.gee@durham.ca>, "Joel Walker" <Joei.Walker@Durham.ca>, "Amanda Spencer" <Amanda.Spencer@Durham.ca>, "Steve Mayhew" 
<Steve.Mayhew@Durham.ca>, "'Reg Webster"' <Reg.Webster@qhd.com> 
Date: 05/12/201512:47 PM 
Subject: Seaton Road- Draft meeting notes March 31-15 Advisory committee 

1 



janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Hi Janet, 

Sharon Lingertat [Slingertat@trca.on.ca] 
Tuesday, April21 , 2015 3:13PM 
amos@primus.ca 
Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com; Paui.Turner@ghd.com ; 
Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
51973 - Seaton Roads 

TRCA staff are reviewing the draft plan for the west portion of neighbourhood 21 , and have noted that woodlands FC3 and FC4 
require feature based water balance and an LID to feed them on the south side of road VI (west of Whites). As a result, it is 
recommended that the limit of these woodlands be staked to ensure that there is sufficient room on the south side of the road to 
construct the bioswales to feed the woodlands while remaining outside of the feature and the 10 m buffer to protect the root zone. 
The road will need to meet the minimum setback as well as provide space for the Ll Ds. 

We can discuss further next week when we meet. 

Regards, 
Sharon 

Sharon Lingertat, MCIP RPP 1 Senior Planner. Environmental Assessment Planning I Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 1 5 Shoreham Drive 1 Toronto , ON 1 M3N 
1S4I'lii' 416·661-6600 ext. 5717 1 !8l slingertat@trca.on.ca i"'G www trc:l!.on ca 

""PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING. STORING OR FORWARDING THIS MESSAGE' 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Confidentiality Notice: 
The information contained in this communication including any attachments may be confidential, is Intended only for use of the recipient(s) named above, and may be 
legally privileged. If the reader of the message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, disclosure or copying of this 
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to the sender and delete it permanently from your 
computer system. 
Thank you." 
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April15, 2015 

BY E-MAIL ONLY (amos@primus.ca) 

Janet Amos 
Amos Environment + Planning 
Class EA Study Manager 
65 Sunray Street 
Whitby, ON L 1 N 8Y3 

Dear Ms. Amos: 

~ conse;vauon 
for The Living Cicy· 

CFN 51973 

Re: Response to Notice of Class Environmental Assessment Study (Phases 3 and 4) and Public 
Information Centre 
Seaton Arterial Roads -City of Pickering Roads 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment -Schedule C 
Duffins Creek Watershed; City of Pickering; Region of Durham 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority {TRCA) staff received the Notice of Class Environmental 
Assessment (EA) Study and Public Information Centre (PIC) for the above noted Environmental Assessment 
(EA) on April 2, 2015. 

It is our understanding that this EA will examine the preferred alignments for three (3) future arterial and 
collector roads within the Seaton Urban Area. Phases 1 and 2 of the Municipal Class EA process were 
completed through the Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment (MESPA). This EA will now address 
Phases 3 and 4 of the Municipal Class EA process and it is our expectation that outstanding comments provided 
during Phases 1 and 2 will be addressed through these final phases of the EA, together with any new concerns 
as a result of the alternative design analysis. 

TRCA Areas of Interest 
Staff has identified the following Areas of Interest within the study area. Please ensure that the status, potential 
impacts and opportunities for enhancement related to these Areas of Interest are documented and assessed 
through a review of background material, technical study, field assessment and detailed evaluation, as 
appropriate. 

TRCA Regulated Areas 

• Regulation Limit 
• Crest of Slope 
• Meander Belt 

• Regulatory Flood Plain 
• Wetlands 
• Watercourses 

Provincial Program Areas 
• Greenbelt 

TRCA Program and Policy Areas 

• Aquatic Species and Habitat 
• Aquifers and Hydrogeological Features 
• Environmentally Significant Areas 
• Stormwater Management 
• Terrestrial Natural Heritage System Strategy 
• Terrestrial Species and Habitat 

WV.I'I'.HCil.o n .c~ 
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Please contact the Ministry of Natural Resources to confirm if there are program interests related to this 
project for: 

• Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest 
• Provincially Significant Wetlands 
• Provincially Endangered Species 

Please contact the relevant federal agency to confirm if there are issues related to: 
• Asian Long-horned Beetle Regulated Area 
• Federally Endangered Species 

There may be additional consultation with other federal and provincial agencies to ensure that the 
requirements of such legislation are met. This list is not inclusive and the onus is on the proponent and it 
consultants to consult with other agencies as required . 

Selection of Alternatives 
In consideration of TRCA's The Living City Policies, Ontario Regulation 166/06, and TRCA's other 
programs and policies, staff requires that the preferred alternative meets the following criteria: 

1. Prevents the risk associated with flooding, erosion or slope instability. 
2. Protects and rehabilitates existing landforms, features and functions. 
3. Provides for aquatic, terrestrial and human access. 
4. Minimizes water/energy consumption and pollution. 
5. Addresses TRCA property and heritage resource concerns. 

Staff recommends that the preferred alternative meets the policies of Section 7, in particular Section 
7.4.4, of The Living City Policies for Planning and Development in the Watersheds of the Toronto and 
Region Conservation Authority. Furthermore, staff recommends that the preferred alternative allows the 
detailed design to meet the policies of Section 8, including Section 8.9, of The Living City Policies for 
Planning and Development in the Watersheds of the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority. 

It is also recommended that a summary of detailed design commitments be included in the EA as a Pre
Design Brief. This summary should include, but not be limited to: 

a. An aerial photo indicating the study area, regulated area, existing conditions and preferred 
solution/design; 

b. Text indicating the preferred alternative solution/design; 
c. A Reference list of alternative solutions and designs considered ; 
d. A synopsis of all TRCA requirements and technical commitments. 

It is intended that the proponent and their consultants, as well as TRCA, would use the Pre-design Brief 
during the preliminary stages of detailed design. In the Pre-design Brief, commitments made during the 
EA would be clearly articulated in order to facilitate a 90% detailed design submission to TRCA for all 
required permits. TRCA staff would then be able to review the required studies, reports or plans; and 
confirm any additional study requirements or revisions to the submitted materials. Ideally, the completion 
of the Pre-Design Brief will result in a more timely and streamlined permit approval process in the future. 

TRCAReview 
The TRCA Environmental Assessment Review Program Level of Service information can be found at the 
following link http://www.trca.on.ca/dotAsset/40093.pdf . We recommend you refer to these submission 
standards during the study to facilitate TRCA review. Please provide the following submissions to 
expedite TRCA review: 

• Notices of public meetings and display material and handouts 
• Four hard copies of the Phase 3 Report 
• Four hard copies of the Draft EA Document 
• One hard copy of the Final EA Document. 

Please include a digital copy of all submitted material. Materials must be submitted in PDF format, with 
drawings pre-scaled to print on 11 "x17" pages. Materials may be submitted on discs, via e-mail (if less 
than 2.5 MB), or through file transfer protocol (FTP) sites (if posted for a minimum of two weeks). 
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Public Information Centre CPIC) 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) staff received notice of the upcoming Public 
Information Centre (PIC) scheduled for April 23, 2015. As you know, staff has expressed interest in this 
project and while staff is unable to attend the meeting, please forward one copy of any handouts or 
display materials from this meeting for our files. 

~ 
Please be advised that the Authority adopted a new fee schedule in May 2014. The fee for reviewing this 
Schedule C project is $12,075 (http ://www.trca.on.ca/dotAsset/189184.pdf). TRCA has been 
experiencing significant increase in growth area planning and infrastructure implementation review across 
our jurisdiction. All municipalities that are moving forward with major growth related Environmental 
Assessments are required to provide support to TRCA for technical review and coordination either 
through a negotiated service agreement or fee based review. 

Should you have any questions, please contact me at extension 5717 or slingertat@trca.on.ca. 

Yours truly, 

~'!M-W: 
Senior Planner, Envi~nmental Assessment Planning 
Planning and Development 

Encl.: TRCA Areas of Interest Summary Table 

BY E·MAIL 
cc: Pickering: 

TRCA: 
Ross Pym (rpym@pickering.ca) 
Beth Williston, Associate Director, Environmental Assessment Planning 
Steve Heuchert, Associate Director, Planning and Development 
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EA Requirements 
Document and assess the status, potential impacts and opportunities for enhancement that relate to the following Areas of 
Interest through a review of background material, technical study, field assessment and detailed evaluation, as 
appropriate. Make reference to the applicable Program and Policy documents. Include in the EA Document appendices 
any minutes, structure summary sheets for watercourses or wetlands, or other material collected through meetings with 
TRCA staff. Natural features may need to be confirmed on site by TRCA staff. 

Area of Interest I 
Data Availability 

Program and Policy Concerns 

TRCA REGULATED AREAS 

Regulation Limit 

Crest of Slope 

Meander Belt 

Regulatory Flood 
Plain 

Wetlands 

Watercourses 

In accordance with Ontario Regulation 166/06 (Development, Interference with Wetlands and 
Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses), a permit is required from the TRCA prior to any 
development (e.g. construction) if, in the opinion of TRCA, the control of flooding, erosion, dynamic 
beaches or pollution or the conservation of land may be affected. The Regulation Limit defines the 
greater of the natural hazards associated with Ontario Regulation 166/06 (listed below). 

NOTE: The Regulation Limit provides a geographical screening tool for determining if Ontario 
Regulation 166/06 will apply to a given proposal. Through site assessment or other investigation, it 
may be determined that areas outside of the defined Regulation Limit require permits under Ontario 
Regulation 166/06. In these instances, it is the text of the regulation that will prevail; modifications to 
the regulation line may be required. 

Any development within the Regulation Limit must comply with the applicable sections of TRCA's 
Valley and Stream Corridor Management Program. 

Valley and stream corridors are dynamic systems that provide important natural functions and 
linkages for the physical, chemical and biological processes of wildlife, watercourses, and other 
natural features. The Crest of Slope identifies the physical limit of these corridors; however, due to 
ecological sensitivities, development restrictions typically extend beyond the actual Crest of Slope. 

Channel migration has a significant impact on infrastructure, structures and property located near 
river systems. Determining channel stability is important to ensure that damage from erosion, down
cutting or other natural channel processes is avoided. 

TRCA may require a meander belt delineation study or fluvial geomorphology analysis to confirm 
that any development does not conflict with natural channel processes. 

The Regulatory Flood Plain is the approved standard used in a particular watershed to define the 
limit of the flood plain for regulatory purposes. Within TRCA's jurisdiction, the Regulatory Flood 
Plain is based on the greater of the regional storm, Hurricane Hazel, and the 100 year flood. 

Any development or alterations to existing structures within the Regulatory Flood Plain may 
introduce risk to life or property, and may not be compatible with existing natural features. TRCA's 
framework for Flood Plain Management is the Valley and Stream Corridor Management Program. 

TRCA may require a flood study or hydraulic update to confirm that there will be no impacts to the 
storage or conveyance of flood waters. 

Wetlands are sensitive natural habitats that play an important role in numerous physical , chemical 
and biological processes, including storm water control, natural habitat and water quality 
improvement. Most wetlands are designated by the Ministry of Natural Resources as Provincially 
Significant or Locally Significant. Other wetlands have also been identified on a site specific basis 
by TRCA. All of these are regulated under Ontario Regulation 166/06. TRCA may require an 
environmental study or site confirmation of wetlands locations. 

Typically, watercourses are associated with aquatic species and habitat. Any alteration or 
interference to a watercourse (e.g. straightening, diverting, realigning, altering baseflow) has the 
potential to impact fish communities, but may also affect the Regulatory Flood Plain , erosion or 
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other natural channel processes. TRCA may require an environmental study or site confirmation of 
watercourse locations. 

TRCA PROGRAM AND POLICY AREAS 
Note: Additional program and policy information may be available at www.trca.on.ca, or by request. 

Aquatic Species and TRCA has prepared watershed plans or strategies, as well as watershed-based fisheries 
Habitat management plans for some of its watersheds in partnership with Aurora District MNR. TRCA may 

require an assessment of the existing aquatic system, together with an evaluation as to how the 
proposal will meet the objectives articulated in the watershed and watershed-based fisheries 
management plans, as well as prevent negative impacts to the aquatic system. 

If requested, TRCA will provide an opinion as to whether the project and its implementation will 
cause serious harm to fish. If serious harm to fish could result, then works will need to be reviewed 
and authorized by Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO). 

Aquifers and The extraction and discharge of groundwater has the potential to negatively impact surrounding 
Hydrogeological natural features. Even small amounts of groundwater extraction may reduce contributions to 
Features groundwater dependent features such as wetlands, springs, or fish spawning habitat. In addition, 

the discharge of groundwater must be controlled to avoid impacts to watercourses and fish habitat 
from erosion, sedimentation and water quality concerns. 

TRCA may require geotechnical or hydrogeological investigations to confirm dewatering and 
discharge requirements, and to identify appropriate mitigation measures with respect to potential 
impacts to natural features (i.e., wetlands, watercourses, natural features and aquatic habitat). 

Environmentally Environmentally Significant Areas have been identified by T RCA based on a set of ecological 
Significant Areas criteria regarding the function, significance and rarity of the features or species found in the area. 

Terrestrial Natural TRCA has identified the need to improve both the quality and quantity of terrestrial habitat. TRCA's 
Heritage System Terrestrial Natural Heritage System Strategy sets measurable targets for attaining a healthier 
Strategy natural system by creating an expanded and targeted land base. It includes strategic directions for 

stewardship and securement of the land base, a land use policy framework to help achieve the 
target system, and other implementation mechanisms. 

Terrestrial Species The terrestrial system includes landscape features, vegetation communities and flora and fauna 
and Habitat species . Terrestrial species and habitat should be assessed based on their conservation status 

according to sensitivity to disturbance and specialized ecological needs, as well as rarity. 

TRCA may require a site assessment and terrestrial inventory to confirm impacts to these 
resources. TRCA's Terrestrial Natural Heritage Strategy may be applicable to any work that impacts 
terrestrial species and habitat. In addition, relevant legislation (e.g. Migratory Bird Convention Act, 
Species at Risk Act) should be applied. 

PROVINCIAL AND FEDERAL PROGRAM AREAS 

Greenbelt The Greenbelt consists of approximately 728,000 hectares of environmentally sensitive land and 
agricultural land in the Golden Horseshoe. The Greenbelt Plan identifies limits to urbanization to 
provide permanent protection to the agricultural land base and the ecological features and functions 
occurring within this landscape. Contact the Min istry of Municipal Affairs and Housing for more 
details. 

Alternatives must conform with Section 4.2 of the Greenbelt Plan. 
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Subject: 

Hi Janet, 
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amos@primus.ca 
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Jackie.Burkart@ontario.ca; emily.funnell@ontario.ca; Pym, 
Ross; Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com; 'Paul Turner'; 'Charlotte 
Pattee'; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 

Seaton Local Roads 

Further to our discussion regarding water quality treatment, please refer to the engineering response below. 

Regards, 
Sharon 

TRCA has adopted guidelines for OGS application based on testing carried out by the New Jersey Department 
of Environmental Protection. Testing showed that OGS devices, operating alone at their original design 
capacity are capable of achieving a TSS removal efficiency of 50%. As a result, TRCA staff recommends 
using OGS units as a pre-treatment device and/or OGS units may be used as part of a treatment train 
approach to achieve Enhanced quality control. 

There are a number of local and conveyance LID measures that could be incorporated into the road right-of
way as part of a treatment train approach. Some LID measures are more appropriate for urban cross-sections 
than others. TRCA does not establish limits for the minimum drainage area to be managed because we are 
concerned about cumulative impacts. If there are areas where a treatment train is not technically feasible, this 
will need to be demonstrated on a site by site basis. 

Sharon Lingertat, MCIP. RPP I Senior Planner, Environmental Assessment Planmng J Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 15 Shoreham 
Drive 1 Toronto, ON 1 M3N 1S4jit 416-661-6600 ext. 57171 . slingertat@trca.on.ca I"" www.trca.on.ca 

"*PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING. STORING OR FORWARDING THIS MESSAGE* 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Confidentiality Notice: 
The information contained in this communication including any attachments may be confidential, is intended only for use of the recipient(s) named 
above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of the message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, 
distribution, disclosure or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this 
communication to the sender and delete it permanently from your computer system. 
Thank you." 

file:///C:/U sers/Janet/ AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/INetCache/Content. Outlook/9P7... 2/15/201 6 
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From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Hi Jennifer, 

Please find our revisions below. 

Re Seaton Roads (Phase 3-4) Class EA- Gap Analysis- Meeting Minutes.htm 

Sharon Lingertat [Slingertat@trca.on.ca] 
Monday, February 23, 2015 1:55PM 
Jennifer Szczerbak 
amos@primus.ca; Jeremy Prahl; 

nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca 
Re: Seaton Roads (Phase 3-4) Class EA - Gap Analysis - Meeting 

M inutes 

• TRCA requested that the reports include aerial photos with the ELC layers and an overlay of proposed 
alignments 

• The minutes state that any incidental amphibian sightings wi ll be summarized. We would advise that 
amphibian data should be collected this spring for any amphibian habitat identified within the study area. 

• Habitat lost should be summarized by habitat type in a chart. 

Thanks 
Sharon 

Sharon Lingertat, MCIP, RPP I Senior Planner, Environmental Assessment Planning 1 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 1 5 Shoreham Drive 1 

Toronto, ON I M3N 1841~ 416-661-6600 ext. 57171 H slingertat@trca.on.ca 1"'1 www.trca.on.ca 

From: Jennifer Szczerbak <Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com> 
To: eelton@trca.on.ca, slinqertat@trca.on.ca, awinterhalt@trca.on.ca, nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca, 

Cc: Jeremy Prahl <Jeremy.Prahl@rjburnside.com>, amos@primus.ca 

Date: 02/10/2015 01 :04 PM 
Subject: Seaton Roads (Phase 3-4) Class EA- Gap Analysis- Meeting Minutes 

Elyssa, Sharon and Amy, 

Thanks for taking the time to meet with us last week. I have drafted minutes to reflect our discussion and action 
items. Please review and let me know if you have any questions and/or edits. 

Regards, 

Jenn 

BURNSiDE 

Jennifer Szczerbak, B.Sc. 
Senior Ecologist 

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 

file:///K:/1-Projects/1405%20Seaton%20Roads%20(Ph3-4 )/ Aprii%20P IC%20%26%20Consulation/Correspondence%20-%20clean/Re%20Seaton%20.. . 1/2 
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~BURNSiDE 
[THE DIFFER ENCE IS OUR PE OPLE ] 

Minutes of Meeting 

Meeting Date: February 3, 2015 Project No.: 300035482.0000 

Project Name : Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA 

Meeting Subject: Gap Analysis Review and Next Steps 

Meeting Location: TRCA Office 

Date Prepared: February 6, 2015 

Those in attendance were: 

Elyssa Elton Toronto Region Conservation eelton@trca.on.ca 
Authority (TRCA) 

Sharon Lingertat TRCA Slingertat@trca.on.ca 

Amy Winterhalt TRCA awinterhalt@trca.on.ca 

Nancy Mather Stonybrook Consulting Inc. nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca 

Jeremy Prahl R.J. Burnside& Associates Limited jeremy.prahl@rjburnside.com 

Jennifer Szczerbak R.J. Burnside& Associates Limited jennifer.szczerbak@rjburnside.com 

The following items were discussed 

1. Project Background and Overview of NHS Gap Analysis 

1.1 Gap Analysis was undertaken to summarize existing 
studies I information already completed for Natural Heritage lands 
within the Study Area for the Seaton Roads EA. 

1.1 .1 Burnside located references within reports, pinpointing the 
source(s) of information for various natural heritage feature types 
within the Roads EA study area. The results are summarized in 
table format and reveal any gaps in existing information. 

Burnside to compare road alignments from MESPA to current 
alignments proposed in EA. 

Burnside to review MESPA and NFSSR agency comments, to 
ensure that they have been addressed in EA, and review Regional 
Roads EA comments from TRCA for guidance. 

Action by 

Burnside 

Burnside 
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The following items were discussed 

Verify that TRCA regulated lands are mapped along alignment. 
TRCA to provide updated regulated area mapping/dataset. 

Provide TRCA with history of proposed road alignments and 
summary of design alternative review. 

2. Potential Gaps 

2.1 

2.1.1 

After discussion and review, TRCA enquired about amphibian 
surveys conducted within the study area. Burnside to review 
potential amphibian habitat impacted and summarize incidental 
amphibian observations from wetland monitoring, where applicable 
to road alignments. 

TRCA would like lost habitat quantified by type (i.e., forest, wetland, 
etc.). This could be depicted in a figure with an air photo base. 

It was agreed that Burnside would use TRCA's data for 
non-evaluated wetlands and MNRF data for evaluated wetlands, 
when quantifying impacts to wetlands. 

TRCA requested that plant inventories, in impacted areas within the 
NHS, be recommended in the EA prior to construction , for the 
purpose of future plant transplantation and compensation. 

TRCA inquired about compensation at non-RSD crossings. 

TRCA started collecting data within Seaton in 2014, as part of their 
Monitoring Program. Applicable information will be made available 
to Burnside in GIS format. 

TRCA recommended revisiting the Compensation Letter for the 
Regional Roads EA. 

Page 2 of 3 

Action by 

TRCA 

Amos 

Burnside 

Burnside 

TRCA 

Burnside 
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The preceding are the minutes of the meeting as observed by the undersigned. Should there 
be a need for revision , please advise within seven days. In the absence of notification to the 
contrary, these minutes will be deemed to be an accurate record of the meeting. 

Minutes prepared by: 

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 

Jennifer Szczerbak 
Senior Ecologist 
JS:sr 

Distribution: 

All Attendees 

Janet Amos Amos Environment + Planning 

300035482.0000_Seaton Roads EA_Minutes of TRCA Meeting_Feb 3, 2015 
2/10/201512:33 PM 

Via: Email (amos@primus.ca) 
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Minutes of Meeting 

Meeting Date: February 3, 2015 Project No. : 300035482.0000 

Project Name : Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA 

Meeting Subject: Gap Analysis Review and Next Steps 

Meeting Location: TRCA Office 

Date Prepared: February 6, 2015 

Those in attendance were: 

Elyssa Elton Toronto Region Conservation 
Authority (TRCA) 

eelton@trca.on.ca 

Sharon Lingertat 

Amy Winterhalt 

Nancy Mather 

Jeremy Prahl 

Jennifer Szczerbak 

TRCA 

TRCA 

Stonybrook Consulting Inc. 

R.J. Burnside& Associates Limited 

R.J. Burnside& Associates Limited 

Slingertat@trca.on.ca 

awinterhalt@trca.on.ca 

nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca 

jeremy.prahl@rjburnside.com 

jennifer.szczerbak@rjburnside.com 

The following items were discussed 

1. Project Background and Overview of NHS Gap Analysis 

1.1 Gap Analysis was undertaken to summarize existing 
studies I information already completed for Natural Heritage lands 
within the Study Area for the Seaton Roads EA. 

1.1.1 Burnside located references within reports, pinpointing the 
source(s) of information for various natural heritage feature types 
within the Roads EA study area. The results are summarized in 
table format and reveal any gaps in existing information. 

Burnside to compare road alignments from MESPA to current 
alignments proposed in EA. 

Burnside to review MESPA and NFSSR agency comments, to 
ensure that they have been addressed in EA, and review Regional 
Roads EA comments from TRCA for guidance. 

Action by 

Burnside 

Burnside 
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The following items were discussed 

Verify that TRCA regulated lands are mapped along alignment. 
TRCA to provide updated regulated area mapping/dataset. 

Provide TRCA with history of proposed road alignments and 
summary of design alternative review. 

2. Potential Gaps 

2.1 

2.1.1 

After discussion and review, TRCA enquired about amphibian 
surveys conducted within the study area. Burnside to review 
potential amphibian habitat impacted and summarize incidental 
amphibian observations from wetland monitoring, where applicable 
to road alignments. 

TRCA would like lost habitat quantified by type (i.e., forest, wetland, 
etc.). This could be depicted in a figure with an air photo base. 

It was agreed that Burnside would use TRCA's data for 
non-evaluated wetlands and MNRF data for evaluated wetlands, 
when quantifying impacts to wetlands. 

TRCA requested that plant inventories, in impacted areas within the 
NHS, be recommended in the EA prior to construction , for the 
purpose of future plant transplantation and compensation. 

TRCA inquired about compensation at non-RSD crossings. 

TRCA started collecting data within Seaton in 2014, as part of their 
Monitoring Program. Applicable information will be made available 
to Burnside in GIS format. 

TRCA recommended revisiting the Compensation Letter for the 
Regional Roads EA. 
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The preceding are the minutes of the meeting as observed by the undersigned. Should there 
be a need for revision , please advise within seven days. In the absence of notification to the 
contrary, these minutes will be deemed to be an accurate record of the meeting. 
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R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 
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Attendees 

Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
TRCA-MNRF Meeting 

March 6, 2017 @ 1 :00 to 3:30pm 
MNRF Offices 

50 Bloomington Street West, Aurora, ON 
DRAFT Meeting Notes 

TRCA Sharon Lingertat, Amy Winterhalt, Elyssa Elton 
MNRF Natosha Fortini , Jeff Anderson 
Consultant Team 

Purpose: 

Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 

Steve Krossey, BA Group 
Shelley Gorenc, Beacon 
Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 

review the NHS crossing maps and related materials with TRCA and MNRF 
and provide information so that we may obtain their comments on the study, in 
particular the preferred cross-sections with potential to affect areas of NHS 

1. Overview and History of Seaton road projects 
website -https:/ /www. pickering. ca/en/cityhall/seatoncomm unity. asp 

• Janet provided an overview of the Seaton community development and various studies 
completed and underway; circulated Seaton history overview 

• Agencies seemed pleased with the progress that Janet reported that the City and the 
Project Team had made since 2015 particularly in reducing proposed roads from 4 lanes 
to 2 through lanes with bike lanes, through all road sections including the NHS crossings 
and that the intersection sizing has been reduced and tightened wherever possible. Steve 
Krossey presented the most recent roll plan showing the roads and numerous examples 
were cited where the paved areas were minimized. 

• Janet explained the 'nesting ' of this study in the prior studies and the methodology for the 
study to date, as follows: 

• Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment, 2014 contains the Phases 1-2 
Class EA process for the three City roads; this study will comply with Phases 3-4 
to complete the Class EA process ending with a Notice of Completion to authorize 
the landowners to move to detailed design and construction; 

• Study first provided key to overall Segmentation plan (distributed) which shows 
NHS and non-NHS segments of the roadways; NHS areas maintain same 
numbering system as the original Seaton documents (i.e., MESPA, natural 
heritage studies, etc.); 

• City roads are represented in four different Neighbourhoods #16, 18,19,21 (chart 
distributed) with each having a Neighbourhood plan and a detailed 
Neighbourhood Functional Servicing and Stormwater Report (NFSSR); 

• Study following the agreed upon Design Considerations for City Roads through 
Seaton NHS (Table C6.13, MESPA) (distributed); responses and comments 
reflected in Road Crossing Checklists will be updated with 2017 column for this 
study (draft Road Crossing Checklists distributed); 

• Also Table A, Summary of Road Crossing information will be another tool to 
accompany this study in order to make review and implementation as seamless 
as possible (draft Table A distributed); 

• TRCA noted that the Seaton Floodplain mapping (2013) was being updated 

1 of 2 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
March 6, 2017 

Agency Meeting #3 
Draft Meeting Notes 

• [Editor's note: GHD and TRCA met in mid-February to finalize the mapping. As a 
result of the discussion it was determined that the final floodplain mapping 
revisions required are very minor in nature and both organizations agreed to a 4-6 
week turnaround for completion and the submission is to be made on March 30.] 

2. Review of Meeting Notes of May 1, 2015 
• Janet provided an overview of the May 1 meeting notes with Toronto and Region 

Conservation and MNRF (attached to agenda) 

3. NHS Crossings 
• Updated plan and profile to be completed shortly; new NHS mapping will be provided to 

TRCA and MNRF to review once the Cross sections and intersections have been drafted 
• MNRF requested that the NHS figures include floodlines, staked dripline, meander belt, 

and meander belt plus 30 m (Redside Dace habitat); 
• TRCA requested one month to review them ; 
• MNRF clarified that areas of disturbance within the NHS need only be calculated for 

wetland and forest ELC units for each road crossing 
• The ongoing Overall Benefit Plan for Endangered Species Act is being updated ; MNRF 

noted that the Bat information is also being updated by lmran Khan, Beacon and that this 
will be used to coordinate authorizations 

• The Project Team plans to use the NFSSRs to provide detailed background to review the 
City road plans and NHS mapping; TRCA wanted to ensure that the NFSSR comments 
had been addressed for those areas affected by the proposed City roads under review; 
asked Janet Amos to provide a copy of their original comments on the NFSSRs. 

• [Editor's note: TRCA comments on the NFSSRs cannot be located. It should be 
noted that at the OMS settlement meetings, by agreement with the City and 
TRCA, it was agreed that the NFSSR's would not be finalized. For the City Roads 
EA study, we confirm that we are using the NFSSR information that was available 
at the time of the OMS settlement as a baseline and documenting the 
reviewed/updated information in the 2017 Roads Checklist to be compiled for 
each NHS crossing, as noted at our meeting.] 

• TRCA commented on March 27 that in "order for staff to signoff on the EA that the 
details and data that feed into the design (SWM, etc) need to be provided and not 
simply referenced from the MESP or NFSSR's" 

• Stormwater management requirements were raised and the need for an updated 
understanding of the stormwater management for the City roads is important for TRCA 

• TRCA commented on March 27 that "a solution will need to be provided within the 
EA for segments of road which will be left untreated (SWM)" 

4. Discussion 
• All discussed next steps 

5. Next steps 
1. Project Team to finalize road plans and intersections, NHS mapping for TRCA and 

MNRF review 
2. Draft Environmental Study Report to incorporate the above 
3. Finalize Environmental Study Report and issue Notice of Completion; expected by 

June 

2 of 3 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
March 6, 2017 

Agency Meeting #3 
Draft Meeting Notes 

• TRCA further commented on March 27: TRCA requested "a minimum 30 days to review 
and provide comment on the draft EA to ensure our requirements have been met moving 
into detailed design and so that comments can be incorporated into the EA prior to 
finalization and filing for public review". 

6. Follow-up from the Meeting 
• Sharon Lingertat, TRCA: raised the issue of the level of the evaluation of the alternative 

road locations; 
• she indicated that the MESPA did not provide an analysis showing how they 

came to the preferred road alignments, particularly through the natural heritage 
system. 

• Her comment was that, "From what I can see the MESPA establishes the need 
for the roads, but does not complete the analysis". 

• In addition, Official Plan Amendment 22 (City of Pickering) notes- local roads 
constructed through the Seaton Natural Heritage System will be subject to 
satisfying the Environmental Assessment process; 

• She asked the Project Team to ensure the Class EA Study clearly identifies how 
alignments were chosen through the NHS such that it meets our requirements , 
requirements through the EA process and requirements through OPA22. 

• As mentioned at the meeting TRCA went through a very detailed analysis while 
working on the Regional EA. Additional information showing where the analysis 
was completed this may clarify this matter. 

• Janet Amos' reply: 
• With regard to your comment that we have not analyzed the City road alignments 

(by which I understand you to mean the actual location of the City roads), as you 
know, the general road locations for City roads were dictated by the CPDP, 2006. 

• The Seaton team carried out their due diligence for Phases 1-2 (i.e., need for the 
roads and alternative road locations) via the MESPA. As we discussed at the 
March 6 meeting, an analysis of the need for and suitability of the road locations 
(not their detailed alignments) are found in Chapter C of the MESPA. 

• Our current Class EA study is complying with the Class EA process by beginning 
with those locations in order to then examine Phases 3-4 of the Class EA process 
(i.e., review of Alternative Design Concepts). 

• As a result of our development of Alternative Design Concepts in Phases 3-4, the 
road locations did not change from the MESPA. 

• Our efforts over the past three years have been to compile a detailed road plan 
taking into account the natural , social and transportation needs of each road 
alignment. The preferred road alignments, particularly through the natural 
heritage system, are the subject of this study. 

• In accordance with Official Plan Amendment 22 (City of Pickering) the above
described method is how the proponent is addressing those City required to 
comply with the Municipal Class EA. 

• We will continue to address TRCA comments as we move through the evaluation 
of the roads, especially in the NHS. 

Meeting notes prepared by Amos Environment + Planning 
Provide comments to: janet.amos2016@gmail.com 
Circulated March 17, 2017, updated March 28, 2017 
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janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Hello all 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Tuesday, August 25, 2015 3:31 PM 
'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)'; 'Funnell , Emily (MNRF)'; Sharon Lingertat; eelton@trca.on.ca; 
awinterhalt@trca.on.ca 
Reg Webster 
RE: Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study- Agency consultation 

This is just a short note to say that we have not forgotten our agreement to forward a detailed package of 
information to TRCA and MNRF following from our May 1st meeting. We have had ongoing discussions 
with the City of Pickering and the Region of Durham about the width of roads and intersections which has 
meant that we are refining our detailed mapping. Our goal remains to keep the rights of way to a minimum 
and to prevent disruption to the NHS, wherever possible. 

As it has taken much longer than expected to resolve these issues to our satisfaction, I just thought I would 
let you know. At this time I do not have a firm date for the circulation of the information. Please contact me if 
you have any questions. 

Regards, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1 L 1X4 

P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-1514/ Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

Integrating environmenta l assessment, land use and public consultation 
solutions 
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Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
TRCA-MNRF Meeting 

May 1, 2015@ 1:30 to 4pm 

MNR Offices, 50 Bloomington Street West, Aurora, ON 
4th floor boardroom 

DRAFT AGENDA 

Attendees 
TRCA- Sharon Lingertat, Amy Winterhalt, Elyssa Elton 
MNR- Jackie Burkart, Emily Funnell 
Consultant Team 

Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 
Charlotte Pattee, GHD 
Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 

Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 
Jeremy Prahl, BJBurnside 

Purpose: review the NHS crossing maps and related materials with TRCA and MNRF 
and obtain their comments on the study, in particular the preferred cross-sections 

1. Update on Seaton project and recent Public Information Centre 
website - https://www. pickering. ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity. asp 

2. NHS Crossings 
• Updated plan and profile 
• Cross sections and intersections 
• Gap Analysis Checklists 
• NHS Crossing maps and Table A 

3. Comments from TRCA on the NHS Crossings 

4. Comments from MNRF on the NHS Crossings 

5. Discussion 

6. Next steps 
Project Team to meet with City and Region to finalize intersections 
Draft Environmental Study Report 
Advisory Committee meeting #4 
Finalize Environmental Study Report and issue Notice of Completion 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
TRCA-MNRF Meeting 

May 1, 2015@ 1:30 to 4pm 

MNR Offices, Aurora, ON 
Draft Meeting notes 

Attendees 
TRCA- Sharon Lingertat, Amy Winterhalt, Elyssa Elton 
MNR- Jackie Burkart, Emily Funnell 
Consultant Team 

Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 
Charlotte Pattee, GHD 
Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
Shelley Gorenc, Beacon 

Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 
Jeremy Prahl, RJBurnside 
lmran Khan, Beacon 

Purpose: review the NHS crossing maps and related materials with TRCA and MNRF 
and obtain their comments on the study, in particular the preferred cross-sections 

1. Update on Seaton project and recent Public Information Centre 
website- https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp 

• Janet Amos advised that the PIC was successful; 12 attendees and 2 comment sheets 
received; no new/major issues 

2. NHS Crossings- the following information was provided to TRCA and MNRF before the 
meeting for their review: 

• Updated plan and profile for each road 
• Cross sections and intersections 
• Gap Analysis Checklists 
• NHS Crossing maps and Table A (summary of crossing design parameters and 

background explanation of data sources) 
• Jennifer Szczerbak and Janet Amos and other team members reviewed the materials 

circulated in advance to agency staff commenting specifically on changes made since 
the last agency meeting and the March 31 Advisory Committee meeting 

• TRCA and MNRF indicated that they were not prepared to review these materials at 
this meeting 

• Janet Amos asked if the NHS crossing maps were helpful in their present form; no 
additional revisions were requested 

• Janet Amos confirmed that Table A provides all the background of where the 
information was obtained on the NHS Crossing maps (i.e., chapters in NFSSR 
documents) 

3. Comments from TRCA on the NHS Crossings (main topics underlined) 
• Sharon Lingertat indicated a lack of comfort on the part of TRCA staff and a need for 

more background to be provided 
• TRCA is used to reviewing all the background reports and information; acknowledged 

that this project is different since they have already seen and reviewed the NFSSR's 
and the draft plans but that their comments were high-level only because they did not 
finish their review 

• This draft Environmental Study Report will be going to the TRCA board with a staff 
report and that a representative from the team will be asked to address the board (1 0 
minute presentation) 

• Sharon Lingertat indicated that TRCA will review a draft chapter on the NHS crossings; 
will require paper copies of the backup information (e.g., NFSSR's) 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
May 1, 2015 

Agencies Meeting 
Meeting Notes 

• Sharon Lingertat noted that the TRCA has not yet completed its final floodline review; 
Amy Winterhalt has not received the final TRCA flood lines; TRCA are awaiting the final 
version from GHD who are responding to TRCA last set of comments. TRCA 
endorsed the use of draft hydraul ics models for the NFSSR preparation as their 
outstanding comments on floodlines at that time were considered to be minor. They 
expect that the changes needed to finalize them will have any only minor implications 
to floodlines. Nancy Mather noted that this Class EA Study rel ies upon the hydraulics 
work done as part of the NFSSR's. She acknowledged that when the final 
flood lines/model are available, they should be used at detailed design to support final 
crossing designs. Amy advised that when the final floodline/model are ready, they will 
share it with the Project Team 

• Action: Janet Amos to add disclaimer to Environmental Study Report that TRCA 
floodlines are draft 

• Action: GHD/Stonybrook to prepare a stormwater management map, requested 
by Amy Winterhalt, showing where and how the road segments are linked to the 
stormwater management facilities 

• Charlotte Pattee asked Amy about her preferences for oil grit separator treatment; 
Amy does not have a preference and believes flexibility is best; Charlotte Pattee 
indicated that we have compiled the preliminary sizing information for oil grit 
separators and would like TRCA requirements before drafting; Charlotte Pattee also 
mentioned that we have City's preliminary concurrence to use oil grit separators where 
needed; Charlotte Pattee cautioned that additional stormwater management train 
would require additional intrusion into the NHS; Amy Winterhalt suggested that the 
train could be via bioswale or other infiltration method and that the team should 
consider erosive reaches in its review of alternatives. 

• A meeting will be set up with TRCA to review stormwater management 
recommendations (also confer with MNRF on reaches); Amy commented that both 
water quality and quantity requirements need to be addressed; Charlotte Pattee noted 
that specific discharge details for stormwater is beyond the scope of a Class EA Study 
and that it would be most properly left to detailed design 

• During the stormwater discussion, the group confirmed that hydraulic modeling would 
be assessed at the detailed design stage; Amy Winterhalt confirmed that flood lines 
need not be reviewed through the Class EA and that the only scenario under which the 
HEC model would require updates is if recommended span sizes would be reduced 
relative to the NFSSR spans. 

• Action: Team to prepare map showing where SWM ponds are available for 
subject roads run-off and approaches to SWM where no ponds are available, 
then set up stormwater management teleconference with Charlotte Pattee, Amy 
Winterhalt and Nancy Mather to discuss 

• Neighbourhood 21 bioswale issue raised due to TRCA review of Infrastructure Ontario 
draft plan; a bioswale is planned for south of the employment collector at NHS 16 and 
NHS 17; TRCA worried that it will not 'fit' between the road and trees; TRCA requires 
field staking of the tree dripline on the south of the road to prove that the bioswale can 
be provided without harm to trees; if the bioswale will not fit TRCA suggests moving 
the road; other options considered involve accommodating the bioswale in the grading 
limit of the road 

• Action: Janet Amos to advise Reg Webster and Infrastructure Ontario to ensure 
that the dripline staking in Neighbourhood 21 is carried out; advise 
Infrastructure Ontario to confer directly with TRCA (Sharon Lingertat) on this 

• Sharon Lingertat asked if piped infrastructure will be located under roads; Charlotte 
Pattee indicated that it would (as established in the Regional Class EA Study) 
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Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
May 1, 2015 

Agencies Meeting 
Meeting Notes 

• Sharon Lingertat requested background information on geotechnical and 
hydrogeological to also be provided and sent to her; Janet Amos indicated that this 
work was taken into account in the preparation of this study and was considered as 
part of the background and was planned to be included in our Class EA Study 

4. Comments from MNRF on the NHS Crossings 
• Questions were raised about the meander belt width and lmran Khan provided a full 

explanation of how and where the meander belt width is shown; Emily Funnell does 
not disagree with showing localized meander belt width but also inquired about 
meander belts to define Redside Dace habitat; needs comfort that lines on these 
drawings are accurate and that in the future these lines will not change; lmran Khan 
indicated that he will review all the meander belt width calculations to ensure they are 
accurate; Emily noted that she had not seen the actual work on belt width; 

• Jeremy Prahl provided an overview of the butternut trees shown on the maps 
• Emily Funnell noted that barrier removal is considered to be one of the overall benefit 

measures for the Seaton works. Once barriers are removed, contributing habitat 
reaches may become occupied in the future. Therefore, MNRF also have an interest 
in erosion and water quality in these reaches. She indicated that measures such as 
OGS and Jellyfish filtration together have the potential to enhance runoff quality; use of 
OGS and bioswales are also an option; Emily indicated that she does not need to 
participate in the stormwater management meeting 

• Emily Funnell indicated that she wanted crossing plans for each of the NHS crossings 
to show the road cross section with grading requirements to match existing grades 
upstream and downstream of the crossing. [Editor's note: Emily please confirm with 
Janet Amos that is what was requested.] 

• ACTION: Project Team to confirm that a general arrangement drawing showing 
grading requirements on the bridge/culvert cross-sections can be made 
available per MNRF request. 

5. Discussion 
• Action: Janet Amos will prepare and circulate the Environmental Study Report Chapter 

on the NHS crossings; in addition to referencing all the previously completed NFSSR's 
the materials circulated to TRCA will be provided in the form of a compendium of 
copies of the relevant materials; (Note: the final Environmental Study Report will not 
have paper copies appended; this information may be provided either in a disk or via 
website link) 

6. Next steps 
• Project Team to meet with City and Region to finalize intersections 
• Action: Janet Amos to draft Chapter of Environmental Study Report dealing with 

road alternative design concepts and circulate to agencies for comments 
• Advisory Committee meeting #4 
• Finalize Environmental Study Report and issue Notice of Completion 

Summary of action items: 

• Action: Janet Amos to add disclaimer to Environmental Study Report that TRCA 
floodlines are preliminary 

3 of 3 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
May 1, 2015 

Agencies Meeting 
Meeting Notes 

• Action: GHD/Stonybrook to prepare a stormwater management map, requested by 
Amy Winterhalt, showing where and how the road segments are linked to the 
stormwater management facilities 

• Action: Team to prepare SWM pond plan and approaches to SWM where no ponds 
are available, then set up stormwater management teleconference with Charlotte 
Pattee, Amy Winterhalt and Nancy Mather to discuss 

• Action: Janet Amos to advise Reg Webster and Infrastructure Ontario to ensure that 
the dripline staking in Neighbourhood 21 is carried out; Advise Infrastructure Ontario to 
confer directly with TRCA (Sharon Lingertat) on this (Note: email sent May 4-15) 

• ACTION: Project Team to confirm that a general arrangement drawing showing 
grading requirements on the bridge/culvert cross-sections can be made available per 
MNRF request. 

• Action: Janet Amos to draft Chapter of Environmental Study Report dealing with road 
alternative design concepts and circulate to agencies for comments 

Draft prepared by Janet Amos, Amos Environment+ Planning, with Project Team input, May 13, 2015 

On May 20, 2015, Sharon Lingertat, TRCA circulated the following additional comments on these meeting notes: 
• Item 2, 2nd and 3rd bullets - Please revise to read, "TRCA and MNRF indicated that they could not 

complete a full rel(iew of the material at the meeting and would need to see background reports to provide 
further comments. TRCA was also unable to review the crossings due to the scale of the mapping 
provided ." 

• Item 3, 1st bullet - TRCA noted that at this point we typically have an opportunity to review the background 
reports, modelling, hydraulics, etc for each of the crossings that will feed into the final ESR design 
solution. 

• Item 3, 2nd bullet - Please revise to read, "TRCA indicated that they need to review the background 
material used to support the conclusions in the ESR and that information should be extracted from old 
reports and carried forward into the draft ESR. TRCA noted that the NFSSRs were never approved and 
that TRCA's comments on the NFSSR were never addressed as the draft plans went straight to the 
OMS." 

• Item 3, 3rd bullet - Please revise to read, "Once TRCA has reviewed the draft ESR, TRCA staff will 
prepare a report for information purposes to the TRCA Authority. A representative from the team will be 
asked to provide a short presentation on the ESR to the TRCA Authority and to respond to questions (10 
minute presentation)." 

• Item 3, 4th bullet- Please also note that the information provided should address stormwater 
management issues. 

• Item 3, 5th bullet - Please revise to read, "Amy Winterhalt noted that the TRCA ... " 
• Item 3, 8th bullet- Charlotte Pattee asked Amy about her preferences for oil grit separator treatment; Amy 

does not have a preference and believes flexibility is best - TRCA also noted that with respect to the OGS 
units to refer to TRCA's Stormwater Management Criteria - http:l/sustainabletechnologies.ca/wp/wp
contenUuploads/2013/01 /SWM-Criteria-2012.pdf 

• Item 3, 8th bullet- Charlotte Pattee indicated that we have compiled the preliminary sizing information for 
oil grit separators and would like TRCA requirements before drafting ; Charlotte Pattee also mentioned that 
we have City's preliminary concurrence to use oil grit separators where needed; Charlotte Pattee 
cautioned that additional stormwater management train would require additional intrusion into the NHS; 
Amy Winterhalt suggested that the train could be via bioswale or other infiltration method and that the 
team should consider erosive reaches in its review of alternatives. It was also noted that the treatment 
train could be any LID that retains stormwater. 

• Item 3, 9th bullet- TRCA also noted that the EA must clearly commit to meeting the Seaton stormwater 
management criteria including quantity control (see 2012 Duffins Creek Hydrology update), stream 
erosion control (see Seaton MESPA), and quality control (Seaton MESPA and TRCA SWM Criteria). 

• Item 3, 1Oth bullet -With respect to the floodlines, TRCA noted that the study team can use the draft 
hydraulic modelling and floodlines for now. The ESR should demonstrate and provide supporting 
information confirming proposed crossings will not increase upstream or downstream flooding, as these 
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Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
May 1, 2015 

Agencies Meeting 
Meeting Notes 

structures will be carried forward to the design stage. At detailed design the proponent will need to ensure 
that the proposed crossing information is included in the modelling and mapping. The crossings will need 
to meet TRCA's Living City Policies including flooding policies and confirm no increase to upstream or 
downstream flooding. 

• Please add to the action item, " .... advise Infrastructure Ontario to confer directly with TRCA (Sharon 
Lingertat) on this. Once dripline is staked, EA team to work with 10 team to overlay dripline, 10 metre 
buffer, road grading and LID grading on aerial photography to better understand the space constraints in 
this area." 
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janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Thursday, April 23, 2015 11 :44 AM 
'Sharon Lingertat' ; 'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)'; awinterhalt@trca.on.ca; eelton@trca.on.ca; 
'Funnell, Emily (MNRF)' 
'Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com'; Jeremy Prahl; ikhan@beaconenviro.com; 'Shelley 
Gorenc'; Nancy Mather (nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); 'Reg Webster' ; 'Paul 
Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
RE: Seaton Roads Class EA Crossing Figures 
Cultural Heritage GAP ANALYSIS TABLE+ REF Dec 8-14 JA 15-03-11 .docx; Natural 
Heritage GAP ANALYSIS TABLE+ REF Jan 29 2015 JA 15-03-11.docx; Geomorph 
214482_GAPANALYSIS_TABLE_BEACON_Feb10-15 JA 15-03-11 .docx; Geotech GAP 
ANAL TABLE (Scott) mar 3-15- JA 15-03-1 1.docx; Seaton Roads References April 23, 
2015.pdf 

Further to my email this morning, I am also pleased to provide you with our data gap analysis sheets (by 
topic) and the list of references thus far. We expect that the data gap analysis will continue to evolve as we 
begin to prepare the Environmental Study Report. Thought you would want to look at our background data 
collation efforts. We can discuss on May 1st. 

Regards, 

Jane t Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Plann ing 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 
P: (705 ) 764-0580 I F: (705) 764-1514 I Mo bile: (705) 644-0547 

From: Janet Amos [mailto:amos@primus.ca] 
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:45 AM 
To: 'Sharon Lingertat'; 'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)'; awinterhalt@trca .on.ca; eelton@trca.on.ca; 'Funnell, Emily (MNRF)' 
Cc: 'Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com'; Jeremy Prahl; ikhan@beaconenviro.com; 'Shelley Gorenc'; Nancy Mather 
(nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); 'Reg Webster'; 'Paul Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
Subject: Seaton Roads Class EA Crossing Figures 

Hello 
I am pleased to forward to you a link to access the 12 NHS crossing maps as discussed at our last Advisory 
Committee meeting. Please note that the access below is available for downloading until approximately 
May 5, 2015. So if you wish to continue to refer to them past that date, please save them. Attached is a 
document ca lled Table A which provides a summary of the road crossing information to assist you in 
referencing the materials that we used to come up with the crossing figures. 

Also enclosed is an updated Seaton history chart. The City added two new arrows. 

We look forward to meeting w ith you on May 1 at 1:30pm to review these materials. If you have questions, 
please contact me so that I may direct your question to the most appropriate member of our team . 

Soon after our public meeting tonight the panels and maps displayed will be posted on the City website and 
wi ll be available for review at https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp 

Regards, 
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janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hello 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Thursday, April 23, 2015 8:45 AM 
'Sharon Lingertat'; 'Burkart, Jackie (MNRF)'; awinterhalt@trca.on.ca; eelton@trca.on.ca; 
'Funnell, Emily (MNRF)' 
'Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com'; Jeremy Prahl; ikhan@beaconenviro.com; 'Shelley 
Gorenc'; Nancy Mather (nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); 'Reg Webster' ; 'Paul 
Turner'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; ikhan@beaconenviro.com 
Seaton Roads Class EA Crossing Figures 
Seaton History final v2.pdf; Table A Crossing Design Summary April 23-15.pdf 

I am pleased to forward to you a link to access the 12 NHS crossing maps as discussed at our last Advisory 
Committee meeting. Please note that the access below is available for downloading until approximately 
May 5, 2015. So if you wish to continue to refer to them past that date, please save them. Attached is a 
document called Table A which provides a summary of the road crossing information to assist you in 
referencing the materials that we used to come up with the crossing figures. 

Also enclosed is an updated Seaton history chart. The City added two new arrows. 

We look forward to meeting with you on May 1 at 1:30pm to review these materials. If you have questions, 
please contact me so that I may direct your question to the most appropriate member of our team. 

Soon after our public meeting tonight the panels and maps displayed will be posted on the City website and 
will be available for review at https://www.pickering .ca/en/cityhalllseatoncommunity.asp 

Regards, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Pla nning 
1236 Butte r & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-1514 1 Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

Use the following links to download your file(s). 

https;llghd seodth!sfile c:om/Erk.JkJa38HSizk9gG.GiZw2Z.U 

Note: These files will expire in 14 days from the t ime this email was generated. 

1 



·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

janet amos Uanet.amos2016@gmail.com] 
Wednesday, May 10, 2017 8:51 AM 
steve krossey (krossey@bagroup.com) 
Sideline 24 at 407 

Attachments: DOC034.PDF 

See old correspondence below. We received no information in response. 

Janet Amos, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 
Email : Janet.amos2016@gmail.com 
Phone: (705) 764-0580 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

From: Charlotte Pattee [mailto:Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11:55 AM 
To: ryan.lian@ontario.ca; Calvin.Curtis@ontario.ca 
Cc: Paul Turner; amos@primus.ca 
Subject: FW: City -Region Mtg # 1 Jan 21-15 Draft Notes 

Hi Calvin/Ryan, 

We (GHD) are completing an Environmental Assessment for the development of the proposed arterial and collector roads 
through the Seaton area in the City of Pickering on behalf of the Seaton Landowners Group. Part of our study area includes 
Sideline 24 where is crosses the 407 and we are seeking any existing drawings from this area so that we can set a profile for 
Sideline 24 on both the north and south ends of the crossing. Please see the attached plan outlining the area we are interested 
in. 

Ross Pym for the City of Pickering recommended that we contact you (as per his e-mail below) to get some direction on who to 
contact in order to obtain these drawings. Any help with this would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you , 

Charlotte Pattee, B.Sc.E., EIT 
Engineering Assistant 

GHD 
T: +1 905 752 4388 1 F: 905 432 7877 1 V: 884388 I E: charlotte.pattee@ghd.com 

65 Sunray Street, Whitby ON UN 8Y3 I www.ghd.com 

WATER I ENERGY & RESOURCES I ENVI RONMENT I PROPERTY & BUILDINGS I TRANSPORTATION 

Please consider our environment before printing this email 

From: Pym, Ross [mailto:rpym@pickerinq.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 12:04 PM 
To: Janet Amos {InTouch); Paul Turner 
Cc: Reg Webster; Paul Gee (InTouch); Steve Mayhew (InTouch); 'Chris Leitch'; Joel Walker (InTouch) 
Subject: RE: City -Region Mtg # 1 Jan 21-15 Draft Notes 
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·anetamos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Charlotte Pattee [Charlotte.Pattee@ghd.com] 
Tuesday, February 24, 2015 11 :55 AM 
ryan.lian@ontario.ca; Calvin.Curtis@ontario.ca 
Paul Turner; amos@primus.ca 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

FW: City -Region Mtg #1 Jan 21 -1 5 Draft Notes 
DOC034.PDF 

Hi Calvin/Ryan, 

We (GHD) are completing an Environmental Assessment for the development of the proposed arterial and collector roads 
through the Seaton area in the City of Pickering on behalf of the Seaton Landowners Group. Part of our study area includes 
Sideline 24 where is crosses the 407 and we are seeking any existing drawings from this area so that we can set a profile for 
Sideline 24 on both the north and south ends of the crossing. Please see the attached plan outlining the area we are interested 
in. 

Ross Pym for the City of Pickering recommended that we contact you (as per his e-mail below) to get some direction on who to 
contact in order to obtain these drawings. Any help with this would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you, 

Charlotte Pattee, B.Sc.E., EIT 
Engineering Assistant 

GHD 
T: t1 905 752 4388 I F: 905 432 7877 1 V: 884388 I E: charlotte.pattee@ghd.com 

65 SLmray Street, Whitby ON UN 8Y3 I www.qhd.com 

WATER I ENERGY & RESOURCES I ENVIRONMENT I PROPERTY & BUI LDINGS I TRANSPORTATION 

Please consider our environment before printing this email 

From: Pym, Ross [mailto:rpym@pickering.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 12:04 PM 
To: Janet Amos (InTouch); Paul Turner 
Cc: Reg Webster; Paul Gee (InTouch); Steve Mayhew (InTouch); 'Chris Leitch'; Joel Walker (InTouch) 
Subject: RE: City -Region Mtg #1 Jan 21-15 Draft Notes 

Janet, 
For the below meeting I am currently available all day on March 2"d, and 3rd and only in the am on the 61

h. 

Not available on March 51
h. 

I have canvassed multiple staff here at the City and can advise that when Sideline 24 was constructed over 
the 407 the City was never provided any drawings for that section of the road . Further, since the road is on 
407 property, they then retain ownership of the road and the City has a maintenance/use agreement. 

In terms of a MTO contact, I would suggest some of the MTO team that are working on 407 projects now be 
contacted regarding the design work that exists along the current 407. I would suggest Ryan Lia at MTO 
Ryan.Lian@ontario.ca or Calvin Curtis at MTO Calvin.Curtis@ontario.ca be contacted who hopefully can 
direct you to the appropriate person to obtain the design drawings for Sideline 24 over the 407. 
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Janet, 
For the below meeting I am currently available all day on March 2nd , and 3rd and only in the am on the 61h. 

Not available on March 51
h. 

I have canvassed multiple staff here at the City and can advise that when Sideline 24 was constructed over 
the 407 the City was never provided any drawings for that section of the road . Further, since the road is on 
407 property, they then retain ownership of the road and the City has a maintenance/use agreement. 

In terms of a MTO contact, I would suggest some of the MTO team that are working on 407 projects now be 
contacted regarding the design work that exists along the current 407. I would suggest Ryan Lia at MTO 
Ryan.Lian@ontario.ca or Calvin Curtis at MTO Calvin.Curtis@ontario.ca be contacted who hopefully can 
direct you to the appropriate person to obtain the design drawings for Sideline 24 over the 407. 

Thanks 
Ross 

Ross Pym MCIP, RPP, PLE 

Principal Planner- Strategic Initiatives I City Development Department 
905.420.4660 ext. 2034 1 1.866.683.2760 1 TTY 905.420.1739 
rpym@pickering.ca 

Your City, Right Now. pickering.ca 

_ CityApp .-"" eNews twitter face book 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email, including any attachments, is confidential and may be privileged. If you 
are not the intended recipient please notify the sender immediately, and please delete it; you should not copy it or use 
it for any purpose or disclose its contents to any other person. GHD and its affiliates reserve the right to monitor and 
modify all email communications through their networks. 
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·anet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Dear Dan 

janet amos Uanet.amos2016@gmail.com] 
Wednesday, May 10, 2017 1 :33 PM 
'dan.panko@ontario.ca' 
Ross Pym 
Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
Seaton Roads class EA study MOEECC May 10-17.pdf 

Attached is a letter updating you on the Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study for three roads in the 
jurisdiction of the City of Pickering. As you will recall , the Provincially-approved Central Pickering 
Development Plan, 2006 for the Seaton lands identified these City roads to support development. Since 
then the landowners completed a Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment, 2014 which 
addressed the planning for the City roads in accordance with Phases 1 and 2 of the Municipal Class EA. 

Please advise to whom the draft ESR should be circulated. Please call me with any questions about this 
Class EA Study and note that my email address has changed since 2015. It is now 
janet.amos2016@gmail .com. 

Regards 

Janet Amos, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 
Emai l: Janet.amos2016@gmail.com 

Phone: (705) 764-0580 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

Integrating environmental assessment, land use and public consultation 
solutions 

1 



AlM[l-____ ';. ~~-·· 
. -- - - - ~ 

/ ·- - - --

May 10, 2017 

Mr. Dan Panko 
York-Durham District Office 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change 

Via email: dan.panko@ontario.ca 

Dear Mr. Panko 

Re: Class Environmental Assessment Study (Phases 3-4) 
Seaton City Roads in the City of Pickering 
Request for Comments 

Environment + Planning 

Further to our correspondence to you in spring 2015, the Seaton Landowners Group is continuing to 
carry out a Schedule C Class Environmental Assessment Study (Class EA Study) in accordance with 
the Phases 3-4 of the Municipal Class EA. This study is addressing the following three City of 
Pickering arterial and collector road projects located within the Seaton Community: 

• Road I - North-South Type C Arterial (Sideline 24) - From Existing Highway 7 to Sideline 22 
(Rossland Road) 

• Road IV - East-West Residential Arterial (north) - North Road to Rossland Road 
• Road VI - East-West Employment Collector - from North Road to Sideline 22 (Rossland Road) 

The roads subject to this Class EA Study are shown in Blue on the map below. 

Project Status 
One public meeting was held on April 23, 2015 and no additional public meetings are planned. Agency 
input is invited for the planning of these road projects. Upon completion of the planning for these roads 
an Environmental Study Report will be prepared and a Notice of Completion will be sent to you for your 
information. The Environmental Study Report is expected to be published shortly. 

Background 
The Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment, dated July 2013 [issued July 2014] 
(MESPA) documented Phases 1 and 2 of Municipal Class EA planning for these arterial and collector 
roads. For more information on any of the background see: 

https://www.pickerinq.ca/en/cityhall/studies.asp. The MESPA is available for review at: 
https://www.pickerinq.ca/en/cityhall/masterenvironmentalservicinqplan.asp. 

1236 Butter & Egg Road, Bracebridge ON, Pll1X4 
Phone: 705-764-0580 Fax: 705-764-1514 Email: janet.amos2016@gmail.com 



Amos Environment+ Planning page 2 

This Class EA study builds on the identification of these roads in the Provincially approved Central 
Pickering Development Plan (2006) and the examination of these roads in the MESPA. 
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Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study - Subject Road shown in blue 

MOECC Comments 
In April 2015, representatives of the project team communicated with you via a Notice of Public Meeting 
and a letter setting out the relevant background information. While we did not hear from you directly, 
we are familiar with the MOECC comments and are incorporating the Ministry areas of interest into the 
Class EA Study. 

Next Steps 
At this time we are preparing updated road plans for final review by City, Region and MTO. In the 
coming days a draft ESR could be sent to you for your review and comments. If you have any 
questions, please call the undersigned. 

We look forward to hearing from you and to your continued involvement in the development of the 
Seaton Urban Area. 

Yours truly , 

J=:~a.-- . 

Janet Amos, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 
Project Manager 

1236 Butter & Egg Road, Bracebridge ON, P1L1X4 
Phone: 705-764-0580 Fax: 705-764-1514 Email: janet .amos2016@gmail.com 



August 20, 2015 

Ms. Maria Agnew, 
Hydro One Real Estate Management 
185 Clegg Road, Markham L6G 187 

Via email: maria.agnew@hydroone.com 

Dear Ms Agnew 

Environment+ Planning 

Re: Class Environmental Assessment Study (Phases 3-4) 
Seaton City Roads 
Request for Comments 

The Seaton Landowners Group are carrying out a Schedule C Class Environmental Assessment 
Study (Class EA Study) in accordance with the Phases 3-4 of the Municipal Class EA (2007, 
amended 2011 ). This study will address the following three City of Pickering arterial and collector 
road projects located within the Seaton Community: 

• Road I - North-South Type C Arterial (Sideline 24)- From Existing Highway 7 to Sideline 22 
(Rossland Road) 

• Road IV - East-West Residential Arterial (north) - North Road to Rossland Road 
• Road VI - East-West Employment Collector- from North Road to Sideline 22 (Rossland 

Road) 

The roads subject to this Class EA Study are shown in Blue on the map below. 

The Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment, dated July 2013 ([issued July 2014] 
(MESPA) documents the examination of the initial two phases of Municipal Class EA planning for 
these arterial and collector roads. The MESPA is available for review at 
https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhalllmasterenvironmenta lservicingplan.asp. This Class EA study 
builds on the examination of the roads in the MESPA. 

Public and agency input is invited for the planning of these road projects. As the Study progresses, 
we will provide current project information by letter and through the City's website for your review 
and comment. Upon completion of the study an Environmental Study Report will be prepared and a 
Notice of Completion will be sent to you for your information. 

1236 Butter & Egg Road, Bracebridge ON, P1L1X4 

Phone: 705-764-0580 Fax: 705-764-1514 Email: amos@primus.ca 
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Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study -Subject Road shown in blue 

For more information see: https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/studies.asp 

We look forward to hearing from you and to your continued involvement in the development of the 

Seaton Urban Area. 

Yours truly, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 

1236 Butter & Egg Road, Bracebridge ON, P1L1X4 
Phone: 705-764-0580 Fax: 705-764-1514 Email: amos@primus.ca 



Ministry of Tourism, Culture & Sport 

Culture Services Unit 
Programs and Services Branch 

Ministere du Tourisme et de Ia Culture 

Unite des services culturels 
Direction des programmes et des 
services 

('~ 

t?ontario 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto ON M7A OA7 

Tel. 416 314-7159 
Fax: 416 212-1802 

401 , rue Bay, Bureau 1700 
Toronto ON M7A OA7 
Tel. : 416 314-7159 
Telec.: 416 212-1802 

April 29, 2015 (EMAIL ONLY) 

Mr. Ross Pym, Principal Planner, Strategic Initiatives 
City Development Department 
City of Pickering 
One The Esplanade 
Pickering, On L 1 V 6K7 
E: rpym@pickering.ca 

RE: MTCS file#: 
Proponent: 
Subject: 

Location: 

Dear Mr. Pym 

0002594 
Seaton Landowners Group 
Notice of Commencement: Seaton Community -City of Pickering Roads 
Municipal Class EA (Phases 3 & 4) and MOl Public Work Class EA 
City of Pickering, Ontario 

Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with the Notice of 
Commencement for the above noted project. MTCS's interest in this EA project relates to its mandate of 
conserving Ontario's cultural heritage, which includes: 

• Archaeological resources, including land-based and marine; 
• Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and, 
• Cultural heritage landscapes. 

Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project's potential impact on cultural 
heritage resources. 

Project Summary 

This EA is to consider three arterial and collector roads in the Seaton Urban Area and to determine the 
preferred alignments for these roads in accordance with the Central Pickering Development Plan (CPDP), 
the City of Pickering's Official Plan and the Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Pan (MESPA). 

The Study Area, currently owned by the Ministry of Economic Development, Employment and 
Infrastructure (MEDEl) are to be disposed of, and upon completion these roads will be owned by the City 
of Pickering. This EA follows both the Municipal Class EA (Phases 3 & 4) and also the Ministry of 
Infrastructure Public Work Class EA. 

Please note that the Standards and Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties (S&Gs), 
prepared pursuant to Section 25.2 of the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA), came into effect on July 1, 2010. All 
Ontario government ministries and public bodies that are prescribed under Ontario Regulation 157/10 
must comply with the S&Gs. They apply to property that is owned or controlled by the Crown in right of 
Ontario or by a prescribed public body. 

Cultural Heritage Resources 
While some cultural heritage resources may have already been formally identified, others may be 
identified through screening and evaluation . Aboriginal communities may have knowledge that can 
contribute to the identification of cultural heritage resources, and we suggest that any engagement with 
Aboriginal communities includes a discussion about known or potential cultural heritage resources that 
are of value to these communities. Municipal Heritage Committees, historical societies and other local 
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heritage organizations may also have knowledge that contributes to the identification of cultural heritage 
resources. 

Archaeological Resources 
We understand that a number of archaeological assessments have been undertaken for the Study Area. 
Please ensure that all archaeological assessments have been completed, reviewed by a ministry 
Archaeology Review Officer and the recommendations accepted prior to the completion of this EA. In 
addition, reports are reviewed on a first in first out basis and ministry Staff may have additional comments 
when reviewing. 

If you require information on the screening criteria for archaeological potential you may refer to the MTCS 
Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential. MTCS archaeological sites data are available at 
archaeologicalsites@ontario.ca. You should also be aware that the licenced archaeologist is responsible 
for submitting the archaeological assessment report directly to MTCS for review. 

Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
We understand that built heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes have already been 
identified within the Seaton Urban Area. If potential or known cultural heritage resources exist in the study 
area, MTCS recommends that a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) , prepared by a qualified consultant, 
should be completed to assess potential project impacts. 

Our Ministry's Info Sheet #5: Heritage Impact Assessments and Conservation Plans outlines the scope of 
HIAs. The HIA report should be sent to a MTCS Heritage Planner and the City of Pickering's Heritage 
Planning staff for review and comment. It should also be made available to local organizations or 
individuals who have expressed interest in heritage. 

Please also be aware that under the S&Gs for the Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties 
provincially-owned properties are subject to similar evaluation requirements and impact assessment. 

If you require information regarding determination of heritage potential, you may refer to the MTCS 
Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscapes . 

Environmental Assessment Reporting 

All technical heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and incorporated into EA 
projects. Please provide MTCS with any technical heritage studies completed for this EA before issuing a 
Notice of Completion. If the study area contains no known or potential cultural heritage resources, or no 
impacts to these resources are expected, please address this in the final EA report. The completed 
checklists noted above could be included as supporting documentation in the EA report or file. 

Thank you for consulting MTCS on this project. Please continue to do so through the EA process, and 
contact me for any questions or clarification. 

Sincerely, 

Rosi Zirger 
Heritage Planner 
rosi.zirger@ontario.ca 

Copied to: Janet Amos, Class EA Study Manager, Amos Environment + Planning 

It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or 
file is accurate. MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the any checklists, 
reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTCS be liable for any harm, 
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or supporting documents are 
discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent. 

Please notify MTCS If archaeological resources are impacted by EA project work. All activities impacting archaeological resources 
must cease immediately, and a licensed archaeologist is required to carry out an archaeological assessment in accordance with the 
Ontario Heritage Act and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. 

If human remains are encountered, all activities must cease immediately and the local police as well as the Cemeteries Regulation 
Unit of the Ministry of Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated with archaeological 
resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensure that the site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which would be a 
contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act. 
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·anetamos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Tuesday, May 26, 2015 11 :27 AM 
'Zirger, Rosi (MTCS)' 

Cc: Ross Pym 
Subject: RE: Seaton Community- City of Pickering Roads Class EA 

Rosi 
Thanks for your letter. We will keep you on the circulation list for this project. 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1 L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-151 4 1 Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

From: Zirger, Rosi (MTCS) [mailto :Rosi.Zirger@ontario.ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, April29, 2015 11:32 AM 
To: rpym@pickering.ca; amos@primus.ca 
Subject: Seaton Community- City of Pickering Roads Class EA 

Hello Mr. Pym 

The Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) received a Notice of Commencement for the project mentioned above. 
Please find attached MTCS comments and recommendations for this project. 

MTCS would be interested in remaining on the circulation list and being informed of the project as it proceeds through the EA 
process. Please continue to send future notices to Rosi Zirger Heritage Planner at the address or email below. 

Sincerely 

Rosi Zirger 
Heritage Planner 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture & Sport 
Culture Division I Programs & Services Branch I Culture Services Unit 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 Toronto, Ontario M7A OA7 

Tel. 416.314.7159 I Fax 416.314.71751 E-mail · rosi.zirger@ontario.ca 
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First Nations and Metis Correspondence 

Summary 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 

First Nations and Metis Consultation, page 1 of 2 

Appendix 6 
last updated July 20, 2017 

All persons on the First Nations and Metis mailing list received a copy of the PIC notice on April 7, 2015 (Chief Nahrgang's letter was 
returned to the Study team and was re-sent on April 19, 2015) and all will receive a copy of the Notice of Completion 

Person 
Mail out 

Response Follow up prior to PIC 
Mr. Dave Simpson April 6, 2015: individual letter with April16, 2015- keep on July 2017 
Lands and Resources Communications Officer explanation of study and invitation to PIC mail list Ind ividual letter providing an 
Alderville First Nation, 11696 Second Line, P.O. Box 46 update on the Seaton Roads 
Roseneath ON KOK 2XO (Phases 3-4) Class EA 
dsimQson@aldervillefirstnation.ca Study 

Ms Melanie Vincent April 6, 2015: individual letter with -- July 2017 
Huron Wendat explanation of study and invitation to PIC Individual letter providing an 
635 Jean-Picard update on the Seaton Roads 
Wendake QC LOA4 VO (Phases 3-4) Class EA 
Email: Melanieincent21 @yahoo.ca Study 

Ms Lois Taylor, Lands Resources Consultation Liaison April 6, 2015: individual letter with -- July 2017 
Curve Lake First Nations explanation of study and invitation to PIC Individual letter providing an 
22 Winookeeda Road update on the Seaton Roads 
Curve Lake ON KOL 1 RO (Phases 3-4) Class EA 
loist@curvelake.ca Study 

Ms Lori Loucks, Lands Resources/Consultation Worker April 6, 2015: individual letter with -- July 2017 
Hiawatha First Nations explanation of study and invitation to PIC Individual letter providing an 
(Mississagas of Rice Lake) update on the Seaton Roads 
123 Paudash Street, RR#2 (Phases 3-4) Class EA 
Keene On LOL 2XO Study 
I Ioucks@ h iawathafn. ca 

Chief Kris Nahrgang April 6, 2015: individual letter with -- July 2017 
Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation explanation of study and invitation to PIC Individual letter providing an 
REVIEW AND RESPOND#4 April19, 2015: follow up letter to update on the Seaton Roads 
Lakefield ON KOL 2HO corrected address (Phases 3-4) Class EA 

Study 

Summary of Key Consultation 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 

First Nations and Metis Consultation -continued 

Appendix 6 
last updated July 20, 2017 

All persons on the First Nations and Metis mailing list received a copy of the PIC notice on April 7, 2015 (Chief Nahrgang's letter was 
returned to the Study team and was re-sent on April 19, 2015) and a copy of the Notice of Completion 

Person 
Mail out Response Follow up prior to PIC 

Mr. Dave Mowat, Community Consultation Specialist April 6, 2015: individual letter with -- July 2017 
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation explanation of study and invitation to PIC Individual letter providing an 
22521 Island Road update on the Seaton Roads 
Port Perry ON L9L 186 (Phases 3-4) Class EA 
dmowat@scugogfirstnation.com Study 

Mr. Bob Walden April 6, 2015: individual letter with -- July 2017 
Executive Director explanation of study and invitation to PIC Individual letter providing an 
Metis Nation of Ontario update on the Seaton Roads 
500 Old St. Patrick Street, Unit D (Phases 3-4) Class EA 
Ottawa ON K1 N 9G4 Study 

Summary of Key Consultation 



July 26, 2017 

Chief Kris Nahrgang 
Rights and Resources Committee 
Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation 
RR#4 General Delivery 
Burleigh Falls ON KOL 2HO 

Environment+ Planning 

Re: Seaton Community Class Environmental Assessment Study 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Phases 3 and 4) 
For City of Pickering Roads 

Dear Chief Nahrgang 

Further to our correspondence to you in spring 2015, the Seaton Landowners Group is continuing to 
carry out a Schedule C Class Environmental Assessment Study (Class EA Study) in accordance with 
the Phases 3-4 of the Municipal Class EA. This study is addressing the following three City of 
Pickering arterial and collector road projects located within the Seaton Community: 

• Road I - North-South Type C Arterial (Sideline 24) - From Existing Highway 7 to Sideline 22 
(Rossland Road) 

• Road IV- East-West Residential Arterial (north)- North Road to Rossland Road 

• Road VI - East-West Employment Collector- from North Road to Sideline 22 (Rossland Road) 

Project Status 
One public meeting was held on April 23, 2015 and no additional public meetings are planned. Your 
input is invited for the planning of these road projects. Upon completion of the planning for these roads 
an Environmental Study Report will be prepared and a Notice of Completion will be sent to you for your 
information. The Environmental Study Report is expected to be published shortly. 

Background 
The Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment, dated July 2013 [issued July 2014] 
(MESPA) documented Phases 1 and 2 of Municipal Class EA planning for these arterial and collector 
roads. For more information on any of the background see: 

https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/studies.asp. The MESPA is available for review at: 
https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/masterenvironmentalservicingplan.asp. 

This Class EA study builds on the identification of these roads in the Provincially approved Central 
Pickering Development Plan (2006) and the examination of these roads in the MESPA. 

1236 Butter & Egg Road, Bracebridge ON, P1L1X4 
Phone: 705-764-0580 Fax : 705-764-1514 Email: janet.amos2016@gmail.com 
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In April 2015, representatives of the project team communicated with you via a Notice of Public Meeting 
and a letter setting out the relevant background information. 

Next Steps 
At this time we are preparing updated road plans and a draft Environmental Study Report for final 
review by agencies. In the coming weeks a Notice of Completion will be sent to you indicating how you 
may review the final Environmental Study Report and provide any comments. 

If you have any questions, please call the undersigned. 

We look forward to hearing from you should you have any comments or questions about in the 
development of the City roads within the Seaton Urban Area. 

Yours truly, 

¥-utfO-t~~ 

./ 
Janet Amos, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 
Project Manager 

1236 Butter & Egg Road, Bracebridge ON, P1L1X4 
Phone: 705-764-0580 Fax: 705-764-1514 Email: janet.amos2016@gmail. com 



April 19, 2015 

Chief Kris Nahrgang 
Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation 
P.O. Box 1432 
Lakefield ON KOL 2HO 

Environment + Planning 

Re: Seaton Community Class Environmental Assessment Study 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Phases 3 and 4) 
For City of Pickering Roads 

Dear Chief Nahrgang 

The Seaton Landowners' Group is currently undertaking a Class Environmental Assessment 
(Class EA) for three arterial and collector roads in the Seaton Urban Area of the City of Pickering 
(please refer to the attached key plan). These roads will be owned by the City of Pickering upon 
completion. 

Previous Aboriginal Consultation processes have addressed municipal roads and other 
infrastructure which cross small sections of the Seaton Natural Heritage System. These 
processes included the Seaton Natural Heritage System Management Plan and Master Trail 
Plan, the Seaton Community Master Environmental Servicing Plan, The Region of Durham 
Central Pickering Development Plan Class EA, the City of Pickering Neighbourhood Planning 
Review and Infrastructure Ontario's Seaton Servicing Dispositions/Easements Class EA. The 
purpose of this Class EA Study is to determine the preferred alignments for City of Pickering 
roads in accordance with the Central Pickering Development Plan, 2006, City of Pickering 
Official Plan and the Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Plan, as amended June 2013 
(MESPA). The roads have been planned to ensure long term transportation demands can be 
accommodated in the Seaton community with minimal disruption to the natural and social 
environment. There are no significant changes proposed as a result of this study. 

This Class EA Study for the road projects is in accordance with the approved process for Phases 
3 and 4 of the Municipal Class EA document. Previously, Phases 1 and 2 of the approved 
process for the Municipal Class EA, as described in Schedule "C", were addressed and 
documented in the Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment now posted on the City of 
Pickering website. The Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment also addressed the 
requirements of the MOl Public Work Class EA Environmental Assessment. 

A Public Information Centre is scheduled to present the preliminary preferred road alignments 
and the results of our study to date. You are invited to drop in to the Public Information Centre 
on April 23, 2015 from 5pm to 8pm at the Petticoat Creek Library, 470 Kingston Road 
West, Pickering. 

Following the information centre, feedback and comments from any participants including First 
Nations, agencies and members of the public will be addressed and the study results will be 

1236 Butter & Egg Road, Bracebridge ON Pll1X4 
phone: 705-764-0580 fax: 705-764-1514 email: amos@primus.ca 



Amos Environment+ Planning 
Page 2 

incorporated into an Environmental Study Report documenting the selection of the preferred road 
alignments. Upon completion of this Study, an Environmental Study Report will be filed with the 
City Clerk and made available for public review for a thirty (30) day review period. You will be 
notified again when the report is available for review. 

Whether or not you can attend the public meeting, we would appreciate any comments or 
suggestions that you may have regarding this study. You are invited to participate in the 
consultation process by visiting our project website at: 
https:l/www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp or sending your written comments to 
me. 

Yours truly, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 

1236 Butter & Egg Road R.R. #6 Bracebridge ON Pll 1X4 
phone: 705-764-0580 fax: 705-764-1514 email: amos@primus.ca 



Seaton Community Class Environmental Assessment Study 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Phases 3 and 4) for City of Pickering Roads 

Key Plan 
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April16, 2015 

Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road 
Bracebridge, ON 
P1L 1X4 

Attn: Janet Amos 

ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION 
P.O. Box 46 

11696 Second Line 
Roseneath, Ontario KOK 2XO 

Re: Seaton Community Class Environmental Assessment Study 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Phases 3 & 4) 
For City of Pickering Roads 

Dear Janet, 

Chief: 
Councillor: 
Councillor: 
Councillor: 
Councillor: 

James R. Marsden 
Dave Mowat 
Julie Bothwell 
Angela Smoke 
Jody Holmes 

Thank you for the information to Alderville First Nation regarding Seaton Community Class EA 
Study. We appreciate the fact Amos Environment and Planning recognizes the importance of First 
Nations Consultation and that your office is conforming to the requirements within the Duty to 
Consult Process. 

Please keep us apprised of any further developments and any environmental matters, should any 
occur. I can be contacted at the mailing address above or electronically via email, at the email 
address below. 

In good faith and respect, 

Dave Simpson 
Lands and Resources 

Communications Officer 
Alderville First Nation 

dsimpson@aldervillefirstnation.ca 

Tele: (905) 352-2662 
Fax: (905) 352-3242 



April 6, 2015 

Mr. Dave Mowat 
Community Consultation Specialist 
Mississaugas of Scugog Island 
22521 Island Road 
Port Perry ON L9L 1 86 

Environment + Planning 

Re: Seaton Community Class Environmental Assessment Study 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Phases 3 and 4) 
For City of Pickering Roads 

Dear Mr. Mowat 

The Seaton Landowners' Group is currently undertaking a Class Environmental Assessment 
(Class EA) for three arterial and collector roads in the Seaton Urban Area of the City of Pickering 
(please refer to the attached key plan). These roads will be owned by the City of Pickering upon 
completion. 

Previous Aboriginal Consultation processes have addressed municipal roads and other 
infrastructure which cross small sections of the Seaton Natural Heritage System. These 
processes included the Seaton Natural Heritage System Management Plan and Master Trail 
Plan, the Seaton Community Master Environmental Servicing Plan, The Region of Durham 
Central Pickering Development Plan Class EA, the City of Pickering Neighbourhood Planning 
Review and Infrastructure Ontario's Seaton Servicing Dispositions/Easements Class EA. The 
purpose of this Class EA Study is to determine the preferred alignments for City of Pickering 
roads in accordance with the Central Pickering Development Plan, 2006, City of Pickering 
Official Plan and the Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Plan, as amended June 2013 
(MESPA). The roads have been planned to ensure long term transportation demands can be 
accommodated in the Seaton community with minimal disruption to the natural and social 
environment. There are no significant changes proposed as a result of this study. 

This Class EA Study for the road projects is in accordance with the approved process for Phases 
3 and 4 of the Municipal Class EA document. Previously, Phases 1 and 2 of the approved 
process for the Municipal Class EA, as described in Schedule "C", were addressed and 
documented in the Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment now posted on the City of 
Pickering website. The Master Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment also addressed the 
requirements of the MOl Public Work Class EA Environmental Assessment. 

A Public Information Centre is scheduled to present the preliminary preferred road alignments 
and the results of our study to date. You are invited to drop in to the Public Information Centre 
on April 23, 2015 from 5pm to Bpm at the Petticoat Creek Library, 470 Kingston Road 
West, Pickering. 

Following the information centre, feedback and comments from any participants including First 
Nations, agencies and members of the public will be addressed and the study resu lts will be 

1236 Butter & Egg Road, Bracebridge ON Pll 1X4 
phone: 705-764-0580 fax: 705-764-1514 email: amos@primus.ca 



Amos Environment+ Planning 
Page2 

incorporated into an Environmental Study Report documenting the selection of the preferred road 
alignments. Upon completion of this Study, an Environmental Study Report will be filed with the 
City Clerk and made available for public review for a thirty (30) day review period. You will be 
notified again when the report is available for review. 

Whether or not you can attend the public meeting, we would appreciate any comments or 
suggestions that you may have regarding this study. You are invited to participate in the 
consultation process by visiting our project website at: 
https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp or sending your written comments to 
me. 

Yours truly, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 

1236 Butter & Egg Road R.R. #6 Bracebridge ON Pll 1X4 
phone: 705-764-0580 fax: 705-764-1514 email: amos@primus.ca 



Seaton Community Class Environmental Assessment Study 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Phases 3 and 4) for City of Pickering Roads 
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Ms. Lois Taylor 

Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
First Nations and Metis Mailing List 

Lands Resources Consultation Liaison 
Curve Lake First Nation 
22 Winookeeda Road 
Curve Lake ON KOL 1 RO 
Email : LoisT@curvelake.ca 

Ms. Melanie Vincent, M.Sc.AJS 
Huron-Wendat 
635, Jean-Picard 
Wendake QC GOA 4VO 
E-mail : Melanievincent21 @yahoo.ca 

Ms. Lori Loucks 
Lands Resources/Consultation Worker 
Hiawatha First Nation 
(Mississaugas of Rice lake) 
123 Paudash Street, R. R. #2 
Keene ON KOL 2GO 
E-mail: lloucks@hiawathafn.ca 

Mr. Dave Simpson 
Land Code Coordinator 
Alderville First Nation 
11696 Second Line 
Roseneath ON KOK 2XO 
E-mail: dsimpson@aldervillefirstnation.ca 

Mr. Dave Mowat 
Community Consultation Specialist 
Mississaugas of Scugog Island 
22521 Island Road 
Port Perry ON L9L 1 B6 
Email: dmowat@scugogfirstnation.com 

Chief Kris Nahrgang 
Rights and Resources Committee 
Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation 
RR#4 General Delivery 
Burleigh Falls ON KOL 2HO 

Mr. Bob Walden 
Executive Director 
Metis Nation of Ontario 
500 Old St. Patrick Street, Unit D 
Ottawa, ON K1 N 9G4 



October 3. l2014 

Email: LoisT@cutyeJake.ca 

Ms Lois Taylor 
Lands Resources Consultation Uais~m 
Curve Utke Fin;t Nation 
22 WiflQokeeda Road 
Curve Lake· ON KOL 1RO 

Dear Ms Taylor 

RE: Activities regarding Natural Heritage System (NHS) Lands 

Our .ref: 09262/2920509 

Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Pfan (MESPA) and Class EA for 
Re.giona.l Services C-entral Pickering Development Plan (CPOP EA) 
Secito.n (Pickering Ontario), 

We are wrltin·g to proVid:e a final updafeto yout community' With respect to the Seatbn. Master Environmental 
Servicing Pl~n (M.ESPA) and Class EA for Regional Service-s tor the Central Pick~ring Development Plah 
(CPDP EA) (for roads, water and waste water servidn.g, and municipal service facilities), specifically where 
the proposed works cross over and/or underdiscrete and disconnected p.orti'ons of Ministry of Economic 
Developrnellt, E;mptc;>yment al"ld ll1fra!)tructure (ME;DEI) lar'lds within th~ N'atural ;Herilage System .(NHS) as 
s.hown on. Plan 1. 

~EDEI is planning to dlsposeof discrete land parcels of NHS l-and within Seaton to municipaJ partners; these 
Jandhbldings are required to support u:rban development and servicing infrastructure based on the preferred 
solution(s) as recommended in ·the (MESPA and CPDP EA). A map showing the location where the 
proposed infrastructure crosses the NHS i.s attaqheQ .. The MESPA and CPDP EA·were informed by the 
archaeological assessment work conducted and the agreement to avoid significant archaeoiQgi~al sites, as 
~et out in. the ·three consultatiQ.IJ meetings .beld prev'iou·sly with respect to this. multi-partner undertakin·g 
(Octope-r 27 .20'09, December 1S 2009, and November 5 2010). 

As a part of the consU'It$ltiQn process and as discussed-during, our meeting_s,an.!il subsequent to. 
archaeological, engineering and ·environmental Gbn$ideratiQn ahd input, a number of loca.tions fb.t prop,osed 
roads·, SWMF's and other m'un'icipal infrastructure were adjusted for a varie.ty of reaSOI")S, inclu.<;ling 
-avoidance-of significant archaeological sites. 

1nfrastrLtClure Ontario (10), on behalf of MEDEl' and for this process ih partnership with consultants. GHQ .rno. , 
would like to complete discuss,i~n:? With yovr community ab,b'ut the following proposed activities: 

Activity 1 ·Proposed disposition of portions of ·NHS land for Stormwater Management Facilities 

(SWMF's) arid municipal roads proposed in the Seaton MESPA, led by North .Pickering Community 
Management Inc. (approximately 67 acres of land), 

GHDinc. 
110 Scotia bourt Unlt 41 Whitby ON L 1 N 8Y7 G~ina:da 
T 1 005 686.6402 F 1 905 432 7877 E whitby@ghd.com W'www.gt'l(l.com 



A Stage 1-:2 archaeolog.ical assessment was prepar.ed in support oHhe MESPA; a CD containing.a copy of 
the Flnal S@ge 1-.2 Archaeological Assessmenl prepared by Nchaeologic;ai.Servlces Inc;. ls ~tta.ch.ed for 
your records.. · 

As a result of the Stage.1 and 2 ,fJeld work one (1) Aboriginal archaeological :site, Identified as P2 on the 
:a.ttached plan was located that has the potential to be impacted by· the con~truclion of a. future mu.rnlcipal 
road. A dlagnosti9 projectile point, a tool (bifi3ce fragment) anq a flake identified at this locatr.cm re$1;llted In a 
recommendation to carry out a Sta£}e 3 assessment. Site P2 was diswvered within 'the extended study area 
(buffer area) and as such the sfte may not be lmpaGted oy the future toad construction: Si'lould it be 
deterrnini:ld ·di.Jring detailed design ~hat the site has the potential to be. impacted a Stage 3 assessment will 
be undertaken. As has· been th·e practice th:r.oughout the preparation of the ME SPA the Provim::e will consult 
yo·ur community prior to any, Stage 3 assessment to determine your ·Interest il"l the site and whether yo.u wish 
to-have a reJ::>res.entative on .site dudng the .fieldwork . 

. Ashbridge Site 

As a result.of previous ·Sta._ge 1 an:d 2 field work carried out wJthin Seaton, o.ne (1) .significant Aborigloal 
archaeologic;al site, refened to <wth~ ,Ashbri'd9e site was determined to have ·the poleoti'<!l to be impacted by 
a proposed stormwatet quantity controi fac;:ilily (dry pond) {SWMt=). A Stage. 3 and 4 archaeological 
a·ss~$srnent was undertai<E:!'n to determii'H~ the .limits of the .. s.ite .and ensur.e it would be protected from 
disturbi;tnce relat~o to construc;tion 9f the SWMF. 

Prior to the Stage 3 and 4 assessment the Province sent a- notification letter to yo~r community r~questing 
in·put, comments received ·in response to the natlficatton letter re"Sulfe.d: in ar.range:ments being made to 
ensure f.irst Nations monitors from Aldetvill'e Fiist Nation were ori site during fieldwork. Infrastructure 
Ontario c;~nd ttw landowner's gr,oll):l (North. Pickering CommLJr'litY Management lnc.)' completed Stag:e 3 and 4 
archaeolo9ical asse·ssment activities on this-slte as d'et-ailed in the attached letter oafed November 16 2012. 

Fieldwork commen.ced ·in the spr.lng of 2013, all archaeological fieldwork was conducted under the qirectlo:n 
of a licenced arch-aeologist .following the Mirl'istry of Tourism,, Culture and Sport's Standards and Guidetlnes 
for ·consulting Archaeologists (2011). The si.te was found to be a repeated camP occupation datfng from. 
Archaic to Middle Woodland periO'ds; the Stage 3-4 ar-chaf;lojogie·a,ll.icence field report i.s in :prqgress and will 
be provided to your community upon ·completion. 

To p totect this arctJaeolog'jcar resource (Ashbiidge Site) the configur.ation of the proposed SWMF was 
mo.dified :atro' a minimu:m 20. r:n buffer has been established: between the propos~d SWMF and the exi~ting 
archc;i~olo.g·tcal site to Ri"otect the s:rte from disturbanc~. 

ActivitY 2 - The prpp(ised disposition of land parcels for water at:td wastewater Infrastructure, 

regional transp.ortatlo.n, .and-·service facilities under the CPDP EA, led by the Regional Municipality of 
Durnam (approximately 58 .acr.es .of tan.d) 

A Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment .has beer:~ prepared to support the CPDP EA. ihere.were no 
significant.Aborigin~l archaeolo.gical .~i.tes rec.orded on thdse portions of Seaton NHS lands surveyed for 
propol?ed projects: water andwastewater infrastructure (e,g, water mains, sewers, pumping stations, 
reservoirs); regional transportation '(e._g. roads, bridges, cycling paths/lanes. a·nd sidewalks)' and transit 
infrastrLJcture; an.d .se.rvice facilfties (e.g. works yard). All archaeological fieldwork was conducted under 'the 
dir~ction of a licenced archaeologist following ttie Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport's Standards and 

09262/2B20509/)soct314letS!latonMESPA 2 
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Guidelines for Consulting Archaeologists (2011 ). The Stage 1 report is complete and included io the 
attached CD. The St~g4;! 2 archaeological licence field report is in progress and will be forward'ed to you for 
your information and tile upon completion. · 

NEXT STEPS 

At this time the due diligence work .h.as been completed and MEDEl has determined tMt tne proposed 
infrastructure to be located within the NH~ is not likely to impact on Aboriginal ar-cl:laeological resQurces. 
Based on the foreg.oing, this letter is be.ing s·ent to confirm the conclusion of our multi.-partner l:lndertaking 
that was i'nltiated in 200~ with respe¢tlo the full range of' Seaton Natural HerJtage System S.ervicing Works. 
Projects and Partners. 

The provfnce will be moving forward wlth dispositibn of the land parcels required to implement lhe 
recommendation~ ofthe MESPA and CPDP EA Please feel fre.e to contact me directly at (.Q05~ 429-500.9 or 
lynrt.c611ins@ghd.~t>m if'Yo!J ha11e any questio(ls, wbulcl l.ike to provide commt=nt$ or any additional 
Information. 

Sincerely 
GHD Inc. 

Senior Profe<:t Coordinator, Environmental Assessments 

90~ 429 50.09 

LQ/(111 

Attach 

ce: Infrastructure Ontario, Mr Frank Qie.terman·. Heritage. Manager 

0926272820.509n$9ct3141etSel!tOnMESFA 3 



Attachments to the letter from GHD to First 
Nations and Metis 

dated October 3, 2014 

are excluded from this Class EA Study due to 
their sensitive nature 



Advisory Committee Meetings 

1.September 16, 2014 

2. December 4, 2014 

3.March 31,2015 



janet amos 

From: Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Thursday, April9, 201511 :51 AM Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Sharon Lingertat; eelton@trca.on.ca; awinterhalt@trca.on.ca; Jackie Burkart; Funnell , 
Emily (MNR); Ross Pym 
Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com; 'Jeremy Prahl' ; Nancy Mather 
(nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); 'Paul Turner' ; 'Charlotte Pattee'; 
ikhan@beaconenviro.com; Shelley Gorenc (sgorenc@beaconenviro.com); Reg 
Webster; David Sawicki (dsawicki@splconsultants.ca); 'Scott Watson' 

Subject: Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study- Updated Information #1 
Attachments: Seaton History final. pdf; Crossings 3, 11 and 12 updated April 8-15. pdf; Crossings 3, 11 , 

12 Modified Urban and Rural Sections updated April 8-15.PDF 

In anticipation of upcoming meetings with our team, I am pleased to send you three separate emails in the 
next day or two with updated information as discussed at our March 31 , 2015 Advisory Committee meeting. 
These are for your background review and information. 

Email #1 -th is email 
• Cross-sections for NHS crossings 3, 11 and 12 have been updated to four lanes as discussed 

at the meeting. 
• a copy of the Seaton historical process chart that I mentioned at the meeting 

Email #2 - to follow 
• updated plan and profile maps for the Seaton Roads showing: 

o the ultimate 4-lane road section and all grading limits have been updated to reflect this 
change 

o butternut trees with a 25m buffer (both within and outside the grading limits) are now shown 
o TRCA Regulation limits are now shown 
o watercourses are now shown 

Email #3 - in the next couple of days 
• 12 NHS Crossing maps with accompanying information as requested for your review and comments. 
• checklists by road segment the NHS, geotechnical and geomorphological information prepared by 

our team 

We look forward to your meeting with our team members and learning your comments. 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1 L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-1514/ Mob ile: (705) 644-0547 
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Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
Advisory Committee Meeting #3 
March 31, 2015@ 1:30 to 4pm 

GHD Offices, 11 Allstate Parkway 
3rd Floor Boardroom, Markham, ON 

DRAFT AGENDA 

Attendees 
City of Pickering- Ross Pym, Scott Booker 
Region of Durham - Chris Leitch, Steve Mayhew, Amanda Spencer, Joel Walker, Paul Gee 
TRCA- Sharon Lingertat, Amy Winterhalt, Elyssa Elton 
MNR - Jackie Burkart, Emily Funnell 
Seaton Landowners' Group representatives 

Lloyd Cherniak, Lebovic 
Tom Albani , Metrus 
Craig Scarlett, Mattamy 

Consultant T earn 
Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 
Jeremy Prahl, BJBurnside 
David Sawicki, SPL 

1. Welcome and Introductions 

2. Update on Seaton project website - MEDEl notice 

Paul Turner, GHD 
Charlotte Pattee, GHD 
Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 
Reg Webster, GHD 

• https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp 

3. Study Update 
i. Roads under Review 

• Updated plan and profile 
• Cross sections and intersections 

ii. Segment maps -map circulated at meeting 
iii. Study Checklist Matrix 

4. Comments and Discussion 

5. Communications to public, stakeholders and agencies 

6. Next steps - PIC April 23, 2015 @ 5-Spm, Petticoat Creek Library 

7. Next Meeting Date 
• to be confirmed - post PIC, to discuss draft Environmental Study Report 

draft by Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
March 30, 2015 



janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Categories: 

Hello 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Tuesday, May 12, 2015 12:47 PM 
Ross Pym; Chris Leitch; Sharon Lingertat; eelton@trca.on.ca; ' lmran Khan' ; Nancy 
Mather (nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); 'Jennifer Szczerbak'; 'Burkart, Jackie 
(MNRF)' ; David Sawicki (dsawicki@splconsultants.ca); tom albani 
(talbani@metrusdev.com); 'Charlotte Pattee'; 'Craig Scarlett'; 'Paul Turner' 
paul.gee@durham.ca; Joel Walker; Amanda Spencer; Steve Mayhew; 'Reg Webster' 
Seaton Road- Draft meeting notes March 31-15 Advisory committee 
Adv Comm Mtg #3 March 31-15 Draft meeting notes May12-15.docx 

Events 

Attached please find the draft meeting notes from our March 31st Advisory Committee meeting. Note that 
the action items are summarized on page 6. 

Please advise me of any errors or omissions. 

We hosted the PIC on April 23rd. The team met with TRCA and MNRF on May 1st and determined that 
they would like to review and comment on the draft Chapter for the Environmental Study Report which 
deals with the alternative design concepts. We are also working to host a meeting with the City and Region 
to review the recommended cross-sections for the roads. 

Our next meeting will be scheduled once we have a draft Environmental Study Report to review. 

Regards, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 

P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-1514 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

Integrating environmental assessment, land use and public consultation 
solutions 

1 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
Advisory Committee Meeting #3 
March 31, 2015 @ 1 :30 to 4pm 

GHD Offices, 11 Allstate Parkway 
3rd Floor Boardroom, Markham, ON 

DRAFT Meeting Notes 

Attendees 
City of Pickering - Ross Pym 
Region of Durham - Chris Leitch, 
TRCA- Sharon Lingertat, Elyssa Elton 
MNR - Jackie Burkart 
Seaton Landowners' Group representatives 

Tom Albani, Metrus 
Craig Scarlett, Mattamy 

Consultant Team 
Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 
Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 
lmran Khan, Beacon 

Paul Turner, GHD 
Charlotte Pattee, GHD 
David Sawicki, SPL 

Regrets: Steve Mayhew, Amanda Spencer, Joel Walker, Paul Gee, Durham; Emily Funnell, 
MNRF; Reg Webster, GHD 

1. Welcome and Introductions Janet Amos 
At this meeting of the Advisory Committee Janet noted that we will share a full plan and 
profile, major intersections and a draft NHS crossing figure (an aerial photo with roads, natural 
heritage features and limits of grading for each NHS crossing). This meeting will provide an 
opportunity for all parties to hear and discuss the road configurations and understand the 
evaluation that went into the team's recommendations. Comments are welcome at any in the 
meeting or following the meeting. 

2. Update on Seaton project website- MEDEl notice Janet Amos 
• https:l/www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp 

Janet noted that the Infrastructure Ontario Class EA was reliant on the completion of the 
MESPA and accordingly a notice of availability for review was published on the City of 
Pickering website. 

3. Study Update Charlotte Pattee 
i. Roads under Review 

• Updated plan and profile 
• Cross sections and intersections 

We have been working with City of Pickering to assess the various road criteria that we are 
required to meet in Seaton and to determine how best to meet them. First, we assessed the 
length and types of each of the 12 NHS crossings in our study and examined the ability to use 
a standard rural cross-section. It was determined that a case-specific approach will increase 
our ability to protect each of the NHS crossings and ensure that the road is safe and 
comfortable to use by cars, bikes and pedestrians. The GHD team compiled about 7 
variations on cross sections each of which can be used to address specific crossing needs. 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
March 31, 2015 

Advisory Committee Meeting #3 
Draft Meeting Notes 

Charlotte presented the entire plan and profile highlighting the NHS crossings in detail and the 
team asked for input throughout the meeting. Various trade-offs were identified as the 
sections were reviewed to assist members to more fully understand the trade-offs being 
proposed. Discussion points are summarized in section 4, below. 

Ross Pym announced that a 2-lane section through the NHS crossings is not acceptable to 
the City; protection for a full four lanes on both the East-West Arterial and Sideline 24 will be 
required by the City. The team noted that all the plan and profile drawings and cross sections 
would have to be re-done to accommodate full four lanes being preserved for Sideline 24 and 
the East-West Residential Arterial. 

The following summarizes our findings to date by NHS crossing numbers: 

NHS 9, 4. 2 - on the East-West Arterial (Road IV), these three NHS crossings are very short 
spans between neighbourhoods and a change to rural cross section ra ised issues with regard 
to road safety, road and bicycle continuity and size of road footprint. Upon examination, we 
determined that changes from urban to rural and back to urban was overly disruptive for the 
shortest crossings (e.g., 9, 4 and 2). 

NHS 20 - on the Employment Collector is also recommended as an urban section because it 
is very short and contains a major Sideline 24 intersection within the west portion of the 
crossing. Stormwater from the road in this crossing can be directed to a nearby stormwater 
management facility. The use of ditches, as in a rural cross section, would be problematic 
since the crossing passes through a wetland. A rural cross section is not preferred as it would 
result in a larger footprint to the area. An urban cross section will minimize the disturbance 
through the wetland while maintaining road continuity and safety. 

NHS 16. 17. 18. 19 - for the four westerly NHS crossings on the Employment Collector (Road 
VI) , the City and GHD have worked to develop a modified cross section with as small a 
footprint as possible with a more rural feel on the south side adjacent to the NHS. 

On the Employment Collector to accommodate the developed area to the north as well as the 
NHS lands to the south, we designed a cross section which includes both urban and rural 
features. Please refer to the attached Modified Urban-Rural Cross Section 16-17-18-19 for a 
schematic. This cross section includes: 

• a concrete sidewalk on the north side of the road 
• full curb on both sides of the road 
• curb was included because through crossings 16, 17, and 19 all stormwater will be 

directed to stormwater management facilities 
• crossing 18 will likely require an oil grit separator 
• to keep a rural feel, a 2.4m asphalt trail was placed on the south side of the road, 

adjacent to the NHS lands. 
This cross section includes the best of both worlds from both the urban and rural type sections 
while maintaining the smallest possible footprint and therefore minimizing the disturbance to 
the NHS. 

NHS 21 - on the Employment Collector is a special case based on the location of the 
intersection with Sideline 22 at the east end of th is segment, the Wonowin Archaeological Site 
immediately south of the road and Butternut trees to the north. The preliminary preferred road 
cross section is as follows: 

• East portion: from the intersection at Sideline 22 full curb will be used to the end of the 
tapers for the turning lanes, retaining wall on the south side of the road and no 
sidewalk or trail on the south side of the road to protect the Archaeologica l site 

2 of6 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
March 31, 2015 

Advisory Committee Meeting #3 
Draft Meeting Notes 

• West portion: west of the Archaeological site use rural cross section including a 2.4m 
asphalt trail and infiltration trenches to provide quality and quantity control for any 
stormwater (similar to Crossing #12) on the north side. The south side will have 
ditching for stormwater quantity and quality control and no pedestrian access. There is 
an option at NHS 21 to use an urban cross section with an asphalt trail on the north 
side but that option will likely require an oil grit separator (OGS) for stormwater quality 
control and underground pipes for quantity control. 

NHS 3. 11. 12 - for these three crossings we have provided options for your review. On the 
attached Sketches of Cross Sections 3, 11 and 12, a modified rural section is highlighted in 
green and modified urban section is highlighted in blue. The effects of these sections on the 
limits of grading can be seen on the Sketches of these crossings. 

Highlights of NHS 3, 11, 12 Cross Sections (see Sketches) 

Modified Rural Cross Section (green) Modified Urban Cross Section (blue) 
- Laroer overall footprint - Smaller overall foot{>rint 
- Larger disturbance to natural features - Less disturbance to natural features 
- Pedestrian access is required - Sidewalks on both sides of the road in 
- Pedestrian "path" on one side provides access to accordance with the City of Pickering's guidelines 

link the neighbourhoods - No separate trail is proposed; this cross section 
- Pedestrian path must have some separation from could eliminate the need for a planned trail to be 

the road for pedestrian safety located west of the road at NHS 12 (does not 
- No formal"sidewalk" is proposed apply to NHS 11) 

- By including a sidewalk within the right-of-way, 
we ultimately minimize the total disturbance to the 
area, rather than using an urban cross section 
and then having to construct a path in another 
location (complete with a separate pedestrian 
bridge). 

- Bike lanes to accommodate continuous bike - Bike lanes to accommodate continuous bike 
access between neighbourhoods access for commuters 

- Stormwater quantity and quality control will be - Stormwater quality control will be through use of a 
accommodated through the use of ditches and small oil grit separator 
infiltration trenches - Stormwater quantity control will be 

- The use of an infiltration trench will result in a accommodated through the use of pipes 
smaller footprint (since a deeper ditch is no longer underneath the roadway 
required to convey the entire road drainage flows) . 

- Need to confirm that adjacent soils are sufficiently 
porous and conducive to infiltration. 

Preliminary Preferred for NHS 12 Preliminary Preferred for NHS 3 and 11 

NHS 12 on Sideline 24: 
Modified Rural cross section is preferred 
This cross section provides a separate pedestrian and bicycling path (2.4m) on the 
east side; eliminates sidewalks and provides bike lanes on both sides 
The City requirement for a pedestrian path through the NHS lands at this crossing 
which were going to be met by a separate trail through the NHS, west of Sideline 24 
can be met via the path provided on Sideline 24 
The path is proposed on the east side of Sideline 24 to minimize the disturbance to the 
Red Side Dace habitat on the west side, but the location is flexible 

NHS 3 on East-West Residential Arterial: 
Modified Urban cross section is preferred to minimize disturbance to the NHS lands 
NHS Crossing 3 is in close proximity to a high school to be located east of White's 
Road which will result in high levels of pedestrian traffic through this area. Including 
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sidewalks on both sides will allow for easier pedestrian access from the adjacent 
neighbourhoods 

NHS 11 on Sideline 24 
Modified Urban cross section minimizes disturbance to NHS lands 

Regional Intersections 
Charlotte presented the findings of the team with regard to the Regional intersections. We 
have been working with the Region of Durham and also used the most updated transportation 
sections and data per their request. Chris Leitch seemed overall pleased with our efforts. 

ACTION: The Region will complete its review and reply more fully in the coming days. 

NHS Crossing Figures 
Nancy Mather and lmran Khan distributed the draft NHS figure (planned to be used in order to 
create a revised version of the roads checklist). This figure was well received and comments 
were provided to improve what is shown to help parties understand and to create a record of 
what has been done to document in the Class EA Study. 

ACTION: The team agreed to complete the 12 NHS Crossing figures and circulate to all 
members in the short term including the details requested such as: 

• Culvert crossing sizes 
• Wildlife passage potential 
• Stormwater management 
• Limits of grading 
• Property requirements (i.e., where the plan would infringe on draft approved 

plans) 

4. Comments and Discussion 
There was a lot of good discussion and the meeting provided an opportunity to share the 
roads overview with the entire group and hear from all participants. Points of Discussion 
included: 
• Ross Pym: 2-lane section through the NHS crossings is not acceptable to the City; GHD 

team is revising the plan and profile, cross-sections 

• Charlotte Pattee: a rural x-section is not always more "environmentally friendly" than urban 
x-section; team is aware of TRCA and MNRF desire to reduce the footprints in the NHS 
and developed some hybrid cross-sections which address specific sensitive features and 
areas while meeting the municipal minimum standards 

• Elyssa Elton: asked for the pre-development catchments to be checked in the area of NHS 
#20 in the Infrastructure Ontario lands since it is unclear how/where this land drains. 

• ACTION: The team will update the Segments Key plan to show the land swap that 
has taken place in the area of NHS #20 between NHS and developable parcels. 

• Tom Albani: Space for utilities and turn signals was raised and discussed; generally 
agreed that the narrow right of way could be problematic. Ross Pym and others indicated 
that the boulevards are getting overly tight and there may have to be greater allowance for 
utilities to be located at the detail design stage. 

• ACTION: The team will share the proposed plan and profile with City, Region and 
developers' engineers to review for utilities spacing (and any other comments they 
have). 

4 of6 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
March 31, 2015 

Advisory Committee Meeting #3 
Draft Meeting Notes 

• Elyssa Elton: TRCA generally does not accept an OGS to be used alone but rather as part 
of a treatment train. The contact for questions regarding water quality is Amy Winterhalt, 
TRCA. Team to check with Amy Winterhalt, water resources engineer, to confirm the 
TRCA position. OGS are tentatively recommended by GHD in about 5 locations (7 
locations, if an urban section is selected). The discussion centred around the method and 
ability of OGS to reliably be used in place of infiltration. Infiltration takes a greater amount 
of space and increases the NHS footprint. City is open to the use of OGS (more 
expensive to install and require regular maintenance in perpetuit~) . The size of application 
for the OGS's is very small ranging from 1 ,650m2 up to 12,000m . 

ACTION: TRCA to review applicability of OGS and respond. 

ACTION: David Sawicki noted that the geotechnical information will be added to the 
NHS crossing figures 

• Jackie Burkart: why is the meander belt so small in the NHS #2 figure? lmran Khan 
responded that this area is not a contributing reach for Red Side Dace. 

• Sharon Lingertat: some questions regarding how the watercourse crossing sizes were 
determined (based on wildlife passage, flows, hydraulics, meander?) 

• ACTION: Where there are identified meander belts for Red Side Dace, they will be 
illustrated in the NHS Crossing maps 

• Jen Szczerbak: noted that a means to show the butternut that are located in non-NHS 
segments is needed. 

ACTION: team to consider means to illustrate this butternut non-NHS information 
and ensure that it is available for MNRF review. 

• TRCA: the impacts to the large east-west NHS connection that crosses Sideline 24 at 
NHS 12 will be disturbed by the road and while it is the team's goal to minimize that 
disruption there are important needs for bicycling needs, a trail and sidewalks due to the 
presence of 2 schools to the south, an urbanized park on the northeastern portion of the 
right of way. 

• Elyssa Elton: NHS#12 is a 15 m crossing and it should provide for wildlife passage. 

• Elyssa Elton: noted that there should be details about the crossing sizes on the NHS 
crossing maps. This was agreed. 

• Ross Pym reiterated the uses on the east side of Sideline 24 will include not only the 
urbanized park (as noted above) but a recreational complex, fields with lighting, 
community park, library. The City has concerns with a path switching from one side to 
another in such a busy area. The GHD team recommend that the path stay on the east 
side. 

• Jackie Burkart: is there availability of any further reductions in right of way requirements 
that would reduce the NHS footprint? Ross made the emphatic point that all the Seaton 
roads have already been assigned reduced rights of way. Jackie suggested that a path on 
one side only (east side?) for NHS#12 be considered 

5. Next steps Janet Amos 
• Distribution of Materials for Review prior to PIC 

Janet and team discussed the timing of the availability of the plan and profile, cross-sections, 
intersections and the NHS Crossing figures. Janet indicated that the materials to be 
presented at the PIC will be these updated materials. 
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ACTION: The team committed to prepare the revisions and finalize these items 
promptly and circulate to TRCA and MNRF prior to the next round of consultation. 

• PIC April 23, 2015 @ 5-Spm, Petticoat Creek Library 

Janet reviewed the need for the PIC and proposed that April 23 be retained as our date for the 
event. No one disagreed and the notices are going out immediately to facilitate the PIC notice 
provisions. 

ACTION: The team to complete the PIC notices and circulate in accordance with the 
Municipal Class EA requirements. 

6. Next Meeting Date 
• to be confirmed - post PIC, to discuss draft Environmental Study Report 

Summary of Action Items: 
1. ACTION: The Region will complete its review and reply more fully in the coming days. 

2. ACTION: The team agreed to complete the 12 NHS Crossing f igures and circulate to 
all members in the short term including the details requested such as: 
• Culvert crossing sizes 
• Wildlife passage potential 
• Stormwater management 
• Limits of grading 
• Property requirements (i.e., where the plan would infringe on draft approved 

plans) 

3. ACTION: The team will share the proposed plan and profile with City, Region and 
developers' engineers to review for utilities spacing (and any other comments they 
have). 

4. ACTION: TRCA to review applicability of OGS and respond. 

5. ACTION: David Sawicki noted that the geotechnical information will be added to the 
NHS crossing figures 

6. ACTION: Where there are identified meander belts for Red Side Dace, they will be 
illustrated in the NHS Crossing maps 

7. ACTION: team to consider means to illustrate this butternut non-NHS information and 
ensure that it is available for MNRF review. 

8. ACTION: The team committed to prepare the revisions and finalize these items 
promptly and circulate to TRCA and MNRF prior to the next round of consultation. 

9. ACTION: The team to complete the PIC notices and circu late in accordance with the 
Municipal Class EA requirements. 

draft by Janet Amos, Amos Environment+ Planning, May 12, 2015 
Please advise of errors and omissions at Amos@primus.ca 
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janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:59 PM 
'Sharon Lingertat'; awinterhalt@trca.on.ca; 'Martin, Graham (10)'; Lloyd cherniak 
(lcherniak@lebovic.ca); Ross Pym; 'Craig Scarlett' ; tom albani 
(talbani@metrusdev.com); 'Paul Turner'; Nancy Mather 
(nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); Joanne Thompson; Amanda Spencer; 
'eelton@trca.on.ca'; Reg Webster; Chris Leitch; paul.gee@durham.ca; Jackie Burkart; 
Funnell, Emily (MNR); Donald Yu; Jennifer.Szczerbak@rjburnside.com; Jeremy Prahl; 
Joel Walker; Steve Mayhew; 'Shelley Gorenc'; 'Charlotte Pattee'; 'David Sawicki'; 
'ikhan@beaconenviro.com'; Scott Watson; Booker, Scott 
RE: Seaton Roads (ph 3-4) class EA Study- Advisory Committee #3 
Modified Urb-Rural Cross Section 3-11-12.PDF; Advisory committee letter March 
26-15.pdf; Modified Urb-Rural Cross Section 16-17-18-19.pdf; Sketches of Cross 
Section Options 3-11-12.pdf; Seaton Roads Segmentation Key Plan Nov 2014.pdf; Adv 
Comm Mtg #3 March 31-15 Draft Agenda.docx 

Background letter (with all the details) and maps for the March 31 meeting. 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1 L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 I F: (705) 764-1514 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

-----Original Appointment-----
From: Janet Amos [mailto:amos@primus.ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 4:59PM 

Dear Advisory Committee members 

As discussed at our last Advisory Committee meeting, this confirms that our next meeting will be: 
• Tuesday March 31, 2015@ 1 :30-4:00pm 

« File: Adv Comm Mtg #3 March 31-15 Draft Agenda.docx » 

We are going to circulate maps to you on Wednesday for our discussion at that meeting. We feel that there is lots to 
discuss as a group and we will use the March 31 meeting to provide an introduction to the maps for all participants. 
Members of our team will set up meetings with TRCA, MNRF and the Region following March 31 to allow for direct 
discussion, as needed. 

An agenda is attached for your review. 

Please review the maps when you receive them tomorrow and come prepared to discuss the roads. If you have any 
questions, please call me to discuss. 

The PIC for this study is scheduled for Thursday April 23, 2015; please hold the date. 

Thank you, 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1 L 1X4 
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March 26, 2015 

Advisory Committee members 
Via email to list attached 

Dear Advisory Committee members 

Re: Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 

Environment+ Planning 

Draft Preliminary Preferred Road Cross Sections for Discussion 

As you know, the Seaton Roads Class EA study is focusing on developing and mapping the 
ideal typical cross-sections for City roads with special emphasis on the NHS crossings. The 
draft maps being sent to you today are for your review prior to our March 31 meeting. At that 
meeting we will walk you through the rationale for our recommendations and discuss options 
that remain . 

On behalf of the consulting team, I am pleased to attach the following documents for your 
review: 

• Seaton Roads Segmentation Key Plan - shows the Seaton area with each road 
segment clearly marked. Blue segments are NHS crossings 

• Sketches for Cross Section Options for NHS 3, 11 , 12 -shows options for the footprint 
styles which could be used 

• Modified Urb-Rural Cross Section 3-11-12- shows specialized road treatments 
• Modified Urb-Rural Cross Section 16-17-1 8-19 on Employment Collector- shows an 

example of the specialized road treatment where NHS is on one side only 
At the meeting we plan to share with you a full plan and profile, major intersections and a draft 
NHS Segment Plan which will show an aerial photo with roads, natural heritage features and 
limits of grading for each NHS crossing . 

We have been working with City of Pickering staff to assess the various road criteria that we are 
required to meet in Seaton and to determine how best to meet them. First, we assessed the 
length and types of each of the 12 NHS crossings in our study area and examined the ability to 
use a standard rural cross-section. It was determined that a case-specific approach will 
increase our ability to protect each of the NHS crossings and ensure that the road is safe and 
comfortable to use by cars, bikes and pedestrians. 

The following summarizes our findings to date by NHS crossing numbers: 

NHS 9. 4. 2- on the East-West Arterial (Road IV), these three NHS crossings are very short 
spans between neighbourhoods and a change to rural cross section raised issues with regard to 
road safety, road and bicycle continuity and size of road footprint. Upon examination, we 
determined that changes from urban to rural and back to urban was overly disruptive for the 
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shortest crossings (e.g., 9, 4 and 2). An oil grit separator to provide quality control and storage 
pipes to provide quality control for stormwater runoff may be required. 

NHS 20 - on the Employment Collector is also recommended as an urban section because it is 
very short and contains a major Sideline 24 intersection within the west portion of the crossing . 
Stormwater from the road in this crossing can be directed to a nearby stormwater management 
facility. The use of ditches, as in a rural cross section, would be problematic since the crossing 
passes through a wetland. A rural cross section is not preferred as it would result in a larger 
footprint to the area. An urban cross section will minimize the disturbance through the wetland 
while maintaining road continuity and safety. 

NHS 16, 17, 18, 19- for the four westerly NHS crossings on the Employment Collector (Road 
VI), the City and GHD have worked to develop a modified cross section with as small a footprint 
as possible, with a more rural feel on the south side adjacent to the NHS. 

On the Employment Collector, to accommodate the developed area to the north as well as the 
NHS lands to the south, we propose a cross section which includes both urban and rural 
features. Please refer to the attached "Modified Urb-Rural Cross Section 16-17 -18-19" for a 
schematic. This cross section includes: 

• a concrete sidewalk on the north side of the road 
• full curb on both sides of the road 
• curb was included because through crossings 16, 17, and 19 all stormwater will be 

directed to stormwater management facilities 
• crossing 18 will likely require an oil grit separator 
• to keep a rural feel, a 2.4m asphalt trail was placed on the south side of the road, 

adjacent to the NHS lands. 
This cross section includes the best of both worlds from both the urban and rural type sections 
while maintaining the smallest possible footprint and therefore minimizing the disturbance to the 
NHS. 

NHS 21 -on the Employment Collector, there is a special case based on the location of the 
intersection with Sideline 22 at the east end of this segment, the Wonowin Archaeological Site 
immediately south of the road and Butternut trees to the north. The preliminary preferred road 
cross section is as follows: 

• East portion: from the intersection at Sideline 22 full curb will be used to the end of the 
tapers for the turning lanes, a retaining wall on the south side of the road and no 
sidewalk or trail on the south side of the road to protect the Archaeological site 

• West portion: west of the Archaeological site, use a rural cross section, including a 2.4m 
asphalt trail and infiltration trenches to provide quality and quantity control for any 
stormwater (similar to Crossing #12) on the north side. The south side will have ditching 
for stormwater quantity and quality control and no pedestrian access. There is an option 
at NHS 21 to use an urban cross section with an asphalt trail on the north side but that 
option will likely require an oil grit separator (OGS) for stormwater quality control and 
underground pipes for quantity control. 

NHS 3. 11 . 12 - these crossings do not fall into the either of the categories noted above. In 
these three crossings, we have provided options for your review. On the attached Sketches of 
Cross Sections 3, 11 and 12, a modified rural section is highlighted in green and modified urban 
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section is highlighted in blue. The effects of these sections on the limits of grading can be seen 
on the Sketches of these crossings. 

Highlights of NHS 3, 11, 12 Cross Sections (see Sketches) 

Modified Rural Cross Section (green) Modified Urban Cross Section (blue) 
Larger overall footprint Smaller overall footprint 

. Larger disturbance to natural features - Less disturbance to natural features 
Pedestrian access is required - Sidewalks on both sides of the road in 

. Pedestrian ··path" on one side provides accordance with the City of Pickering's 
access to link the neighbourhoods guidelines 

. Pedestrian path must have some - A separate trail is proposed in NHS 12 
separation from the road for pedestrian which would be outside of the road location 
safety with a separate pedestrian bridge 
No formal "sidewalk" Is proposed . By including a sidewalk within the road 

right-of-way, we could minimize the total 
disturbance to the NHS by eliminating the 
need for ditches and separation of 
pedestrian traffic from the road. 

- Bike lanes to accommodate continuous . Bike lanes to accommodate continuous bike 
bike access between neiQhbourhoods access for commuters 

. Stormwater quantity and quality control will . Stormwater quality control will be through 
be accommodated through the use of use of a small oil grit separator 
ditches and infiltration trenches . Stormwater quantity control will be 

- The use of an infiltration trench will result in accommodated through the use of storage 
a smaller footprint (since a deeper ditch is pipes underneath the roadway 
no longer required to convey the entire 
road drainage flows). 

. Need to confirm that adjacent soils are 
sufficiently porous and conducive to 
infiltration. 
Preliminary Preferred for NHS 12 Preliminary Preferred for NHS 3 and 11 

NHS 12 on Sideline 24: 
Modified Rural Cross Section is preferred 
This cross section provides a separate pedestrian and bicycling path (2.4m) on the east 
side; eliminates sidewalks and provides bike lanes on both sides 
The City requirement for a pedestrian path through the NHS lands at this crossing which 
were going to be met by a separate trail through the NHS, west of Sideline 24 can be 
met via the path provided on Sideline 24 
The path is proposed on the east side of Sideline 24 to minimize the disturbance to the 
Red Side Dace habitat on the west side, but the location is flexible 

NHS 3 on East-West Residential Arterial: 
Urban Cross Section is the preferred option in order to minimize disturbance to the 
adjacent NHS lands 
NHS Crossing 3 is in close proximity to a high school to be located east of White's Road 
which will result in very high levels of pedestrian traffic through this area. Including 
sidewalks on both sides will allow for easier pedestrian access from the adjacent 
neighbourhoods 

NHS 11 on Sideline 24 
minimizes disturbance to NHS lands 
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We look foward to meeting with you on March 31 and having a good discussion about the road 
design concepts. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Yours truly, 

Janet E. Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment+ Planning 

Encl. 
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Region of Durham- Chris Leitch, Paul Gee, Donald Yu, Steve Mayhew, Amanda Spencer, Joel 
Walker 
TRCA - Sharon Lingertat, Amy Winterhalt, Elyssa Elton 
MNR - Jackie Burkart, Emily Funnell 
Seaton Landowners' Group representatives 

Lloyd Cherniak, Lebovic 
Tom Albani , Metrus 
Craig Scarlett, Mattamy 
Graham Martin, Infrastructure Ontario 

Consultant Team 
Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 
Jeremy Prahl , BJBurnside 
lmran Kahn, Beacon 
Reg Webster, GHD 
David Sawicki , SPL 

Paul Turner, GHD 
Charlotte Pattee, GHD 
Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 
Shelley Gorenc, Beacon 
Joanne Thompson, RJBurnside 
Scott Watson , SPL 
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Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
Advisory Committee Meeting #2 
December 4, 2014@ 1:30 to 4pm 

GHD Offices, 11 Allstate Parkway 
3rd Floor Boardroom, Markham, ON 

DRAFT AGENDA 

Attendees 
City of Pickering - Ross Pym 
Region of Durham - Chris Leitch, Steve Mayhew, Amanda Spencer, Joel Walker 
TRCA- Sharon Lingertat, Amy Winterhalt, Elyssa Elton 
MNR - Jackie Burkart, Samantha Jefferis, Emily Funnell 
Seaton Landowners' Group representatives 

Lloyd Cherniak, Lebovic 
Tom Albani , Metrus 
Craig Scarlett, Mattamy 

Consultant Team 
Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 

1. Welcome and Introductions 

Paul Turner, GHD 
Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 

2. Problem/Opportunity statement I Communications Plan 

3. Update on Seaton project website 
• https://www. pickering .ca/en/cityhall/seatoncomm unity. asp 

4. Study Update 
i. Roads under Review (see updated base map to be circulated): 

• I is Sideline 24 to be a North South Type C Arterial Road 
• IV is to be a new East-West Special Type C Arterial Road 
• VI is to be a new East-West Employment Collector 

ii. Segmentation (map to be circulated) 
iii. Study Checklist Matrix 

5. Communications to public, stakeholders and agencies 
• draft letter attached to agenda for your review 
• mailing list with City of Pickering and Region of Durham 

6. Next steps 

7. Comments and Discussion 

8. Next Meeting Date 
• to be confirmed I prior to PIC 

draft by Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
December 3, 2014 

Attachments: draft letter to public, stakeholders and agencies 
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TRCA- Sharon Lingertat, Amy Winterhalt, Elyssa Elton 
MNR - Emily Funnell 
Seaton Landowners' Group representatives 

Lloyd Cherniak, Lebovic 
Craig Scarlett, Mattamy 

Consultant Team 
Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
Jennifer Szczerbak, RJ Burnside 

1. Welcome and Introductions 

Tom Albani, Metrus 

Paul Turner, GHD 
Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 

After a round of introductions, Janet welcomed everyone to the meeting and noted that 
significant progress had been made since the previous meeting on September 16, 2014. 

2. Problem/Opportunity statement I Communications Plan 

Janet noted that the problem or opportunity statement and communications plan had been 
reviewed at the previous meeting on September 16, 2014. 

3. Update on Seaton project website 

Ross Pym confirmed that the updates to the Seaton Project website had been made at 
https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp. The MESPA has been added to 
the site and is now accessible (with the exception of Chapters B and H which are too 
large to post and can be obtained from the City). Janet thanked Ross for this follow up 
and indicated that the initial notices, to be discussed below, could now be sent out. 

4. Study Update 
i. Roads under Review 

Paul presented for the group, a large plan showing the plan and profile of each of the three 
subject roads: 

• I is Sideline 24 to be a North South Type C Arterial Road 
• IV is to be a new East-West Special Type C Arterial Road 
• VI is to be a new East-West Employment Collector 

Paul reviewed the source and type of background materials collected to date and noted that the 
plan and profile is almost done with data reflecting the most recent materials from the adjacent 
plans of subdivision. Only a small number of sites were awaiting updated information from 
others; most notably was the information requested from the Region of Durham for the 
Supplementary Stormwater management information prepared as a supplement to the Regional 
Class EA Study and the MTO with regard to the existing 407 flyover of Sideline 24. The plan 
and profile of each of the three roads will be used to assess information gaps and assist us in 
the completion of the Class EA Study. 

ii. Segmentation 
Janet introduced the concept of the road segmentation and handed out copies of the draft Road 
Segments Key Plan (Gap Analysis) , Figure 1. In addressing the key plan, she noted that the 
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team developed this approach as a sensible way to address these large road corridors and that 
this method was similar to that used in the Regional Class EA Study completed in June 2014. 

Janet indicated that the consulting team had developed segments only to gather and share 
information and not for phasing or development purposes. The segments were devised by 
taking each of the twelve locations where the proposed roads traverse the NHS lands and 
applying the MESPA label affiliated with these crossings (e.g., Crossing 12). Secondly, road 
links adjacent to the crossings were numbered and identified according to the NHS crossing 
numbers and an alphabetical reference (e.g., 12A). 

The segments are intended to make clear cross-referencing connections to the many previously 
completed Seaton documents for all participants and to ensure that road segments, with similar 
features and references are addressed together. Janet noted that at some later stage, the 
segmentation plan may evolve and some may be amalgamated as needs change and the study 
progresses. 

In addition to the key plan, the draft Road Segments Plans (Figures 2 and 3) showing more 
detail for each of roads were circulated to participants to aid discussion. 

111. Study Checklist Matrix 
Nancy circulated two draft documents: Table A , References and the Data Base Gap Analysis 
Summary Chart. Nancy provided an overview of the purpose of these charts. The references 
list is to provide a central compilation of the Seaton studies that contain the extensive research 
and findings relevant to the Class EA Study. The Data Base Gap Analysis Summary Chart will 
assist the team to identify and document the existing knowledge about all relevant road 
background information. While providing a summary of where relevant existing information can 
be found along the entire length of the road, this chart will also assist in the identification of 
gaps. It was noted that the extensive previous work completed to assess the subject roads and 
their NHS crossings in the preparation of the Seaton documents listed in Table A, References, 
means that there are few information gaps anticipated. 

Nancy noted that the MESPA, Neighbourhood Functional Servicing and Stormwater Reports 
(NFSSRs), Development Plan for Bobolink and Eastern Meadowlark and the Seaton Floodplain 
mapping and other documents listed in the References will be extremely useful for our analysis 
in this Class EA Study. Also, a primary source of detailed information is contained within the 
Roads Checklist, that were developed in consultation with TRCA and MNR for every NHS 
crossing. As a result, our goal is to compile a road by road summary of these sources to aid the 
planning and analysis for the design concepts being carried forward in this Class EA Study by 
road segment. 

Janet explained that the data gap analysis is substantively complete and that the study team will 
be setting up meetings in early January to sit down with TRCA, MNR and City/Region to review 
and discuss next steps. 

Following the gap analysis, confirmation with the agencies and follow up data collection, the 
next steps will be to review and address the relevant matters raised in the Roads Checklists (for 
the twelve NHS Crossings). The Roads Checklists will be reviewed and new information added 
as appropriate in consultation with the agencies. 

As required for the Class EA Study, a general inventory of the natural, social and transportation 
environments along each road corridor will be completed using the same road segment 
approach to document findings. In summary, the steps to be undertaken in consultation with 
relevant agencies will include: 

• Information gap analysis; 
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• Review of Roads Checklist; 
• Preparation of general inventory for roads segments; and 
• Analysis of findings and recommendations. 

Advisory Committee Meeting #2 
Draft Notes 

Janet noted there will be up to two rounds of consultation between study team members and 
their respective agency representatives prior to the PIC, tentatively scheduled in May 2015. 

Janet noted that in addition to the natural environmental work underway, the geotechnical and 
Archaeological Assessment gap analysis is near completion. She noted one site that will have 
to be examined in more detail at eastern terminus of Road VI, where it intersects Sideline 22 
(segment 21A) due to some possible encroachment on a First Nations village site. 

Nancy and Janet welcomed comments and suggestions either at the meeting or following the 
meeting. As a result of discussion at the meeting, a number of improvements were suggested 
to the Data Base Gap Analysis Summary Chart. These will be included in the updated Data 
Base Gap Analysis Summary Chart, to be used by the study team. 

Chris Leitch asked about the location of the NHS crossings and if some are on the edge of the 
NHS only and if that makes a difference. Janet and Nancy clarified that there are road 
crossings both in and out of NHS features and that the NHS lands include buffers. Janet noted 
that the Seaton approach to identifying NHS is unique and was developed specifically in 
response to the Central Pickering Development Plan, 2006. The NHS background is an area 
that will be explained in the Class EA Study document. 

Chris Leitch asked if road cross-sections will be illustrated for the PIC. Paul noted that they will 
be shown and they will reflect the City's draft road design guidelines provide by Ross Pym. 
Ross confirmed that the date of finalization of these guidelines is not known. 

5. Communications to public, stakeholders and agencies 

Janet noted that a draft letter was attached to the agenda for review and comments. She will 
work directly with Ross Pym of the City of Pickering to finalize a mailing list and target a first 
mailing by the end of January. Chris Leitch, Region of Durham offered to assist with their 
mailing list contacts from the Regional Class EA Study. 

6. Next steps 

• December- Consulting team members to contact agency reps to schedule meetings 
• January - meet with agency representatives to review Data Base Gap Analysis Summary 

Chart, discuss gap analysis and identify any issues or concerns for the general inventory 
• January -first mailing 
• February - consulting team to meet with agency representatives to review roads analysis 
• March 31 -Advisory Committee #3 (April23- optional dated for Advisory Committee #3) 
• May- Public Information Centre 

7. Next Meeting Date- PLEASE HOLD THESE DATES for our next meeting (will use one) 

Tuesday March 31 , 2015@ 1 :30-3:30pm 
Thursday April 23, 2015 @ 1 :30-3:30pm 

draft by Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning and Paul Turner, GHD 
December 11 , 2014 
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Attendees: 

Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
Advisory Committee Meeting #1 

September 16,2014@ 1:30 to 4pm 
GHD Offices, 11 Allstate Parkway 

3rd Floor Boardroom, Markham, ON 

DRAFT AGENDA 

City of Pickering - Ross Pym, Marilee Gadzovski 
Region of Durham - Donald Yu, Chris Leitch 
TRCA - Sharon Lingertat 
MNR- Samantha Jefferis, Emily Funnell (tentative) 
Seaton Landowners' Group representatives Lloyd Cherniak, Lebovic 

Tom Albani , Metrus 
Craig Scarlett, Mattamy 

Consultant Team Janet Amos, Amos Environment+ Planning 
Paul Turner, GHD 
Andrea Keeping, GHD 
Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 
Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 
David Sawicki, SPL 

1. Welcome and Introductions 

2. Start Up Activities 
• Confirm the subject roads based on MESPA 
• Phase 3-4 Road Study Area (s) 
• Problem/Opportunity statement 
• Stakeholders and public mailing list with City of Pickering and Region of Durham 
• Draft Communication Plan 

3. Study progress I Project Team meeting #1 report 
• Mapping with all draft plans and design details available 
• Regional Class EA Study update - Revisions to Appendix C and application of 

stormwater management methods to our roadways (e.g., Taunton to Sideline 24) 

4. Next Steps: Phase 3 -Alternative Design Concepts Evaluation 
• Environmental conditions including social, natural, technical and costs for study area 

including alternatives for roads 
• Identify and review feasible alternative design concepts for each road and any required 

refinements from MESPA including: (i) road cross-sections, (ii) need for sidewalks or 
other active transportation facilities, (iii) turning lanes, (iv) traffic signals or other traffic 
controls, (v) road way designations, (vi) stormwater management, (vii) traffic 
management, (viii) other demand management measures 

5. Update Seaton project website 
https://www.pickerinq.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp 

6. Comments and Discussion 
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Attendees: 

Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
Advisory Committee Meeting #1 

September 16, 2014@ 1:30 to 4pm 
GHD Offices, 11 Allstate Parkway 

3rd Floor Boardroom, Markham, ON 

DRAFT Meeting Notes 

City of Pickering- Ross Pym, Tom Dole 
Region of Durham - Donald Yu, Chris Leitch, Paul Gee, Steve Mayhew 
TRCA- Sharon Lingertat, Amy Winterhalt, Rob Grech, Elyssa Elton 
MNR- Jackie Burkart 
Seaton Landowners' Group representatives 

Lloyd Cherniak, Lebovic 
Tom Albani, Metrus 
Craig Scarlett, Mattamy 

Consultant Team 

Regrets: 

Janet Amos, Amos Environment+ Planning 
Paul Turner, GHD 
Andrea Keeping, GHD 
Reg Webster, GHD 
Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 
David Sawicki, SPL 

Marilee Gadzovski, City of Pickering: Samantha Jefferis, Emily Funnell MNR 

1. WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

Janet Amos welcomed the participants and outlined the purpose of the meeting -to become familiar 
with the objectives of the Seaton Roads Phases 3-4 Class EA Study. Introductions were made around 
the table. She outlined the key features of this study and how it may differ from other more traditional 
Class EA studies. These are the highlights: 

• One study to address three roads 
• MESPA serves as the documentation for Phases 1-2 of the Class EA 
• Road alignments have been established over the long history of the Seaton community 

planning (i.e., CPDP, 2006, MESPA, NFSSR's, draft plans of subdivision and the recent 
Regional Services Class EA Study) 

• Phases 3-4 will only be examining minor refinements to the selected routes (alternative 
design concepts) and not new routes 

• Highly likely that some routes will have no alternative design concepts due to the work 
undertaken already 

• The routes will be examined on the basis of (1) the overall Seaton community Study Area 
and (2) a narrow band or corridor around each route. 

Janet encouraged participants to contact her at any time with comments or questions. 

2. START UP ACTIVITIES 

• Confirm the subject roads based on MESPA 



Seaton Roads (Phases 3-4) Class EA Study 
September 16, 2014 

Advisory Committee Meeting #1 
Meeting Notes 

• Janet confirmed that Roads I, IV and VI as outl ined in Chapter C of the MESPA are the 
sole focus of our Class EA Study 

• These three roads are highlighted on the map circulated with original meeting request (re-
circulated with these notes) 

• I is Sideline 24 to be a North South Type C Arterial Road 
• IV is to be a new East-West Special Type C Arterial Road 
• VI is to be a new East-West Employment Collector 

• Problem/Opportunity statement 
• Janet confirmed that participants received the emailed problem or opportunity statement 
• Comments are invited at any time 

• Stakeholders and public mailing list with City of Pickering and Region of Durham 
• This was not specifically discussed at the meeting; Janet will request mailing list 

information from the City and Region. 
• Utility contacts for the Seaton community were provided by GHD per recent circulation to 

the landowners agents. The utilities will be circulated to determine existing plant and to 
determine the potential locations of any new required infrastructure. 

• Draft Communication Plan 
• The draft plan was circulated to participants on September 15 
• Janet welcomes comments; this plan can be used to highlight the level and detail for public, 

stakeholders and agencies consultation and may be used by municipal staff or councils 
• The plan will become an Appendix to the Class EA Study 
• Janet particularly noted the Sections on the role and timing of the Advisory Committee and 

aboriginal consultation to be completed by ASI per the agreement to combine efforts on 
behalf of the Regional Services Class EA Study and the earlier Seaton community planning 
studies 

3. STUDY PROGRESS 

• A base map for use in the study is being compiled by the GHD team using all available 
digital data including draft plans, NFSSR's, MESPA and Regional Services Class EA Study 

• Not all the landowners' consultants have been able to update us on the most recently 
available digital information (Janet noted that this is likely due to their extensive and 
ongoing efforts on the Regional Class EA Study update e.g., revisions to Appendix C and 
application of stormwater management methods) 

• Paul Turner presented the draft of the base map with the various notations indicating where 
there are outstanding information requests. 

• The following summarizes the discussion which was held regarding the base map: 
• Lebovic lands are incorrectly labeled Metrus between NHS 11 and 12; 
• Intersections with Regional roads are based on draft plans 
• Rossland Brock Roae intersection sightlines are under review (may require left turn 

offsets) 
• Regional Services Class EA Study information is available digitally on the FTP site 
• Steve Mayhew will provide changes to Regional Road intersections (e.g., sliplanes) 
• All of the study will assume a 2031 horizon (ultimate) and shall not be concerned 

with staging- which will occur in line with the 2012 SSIS (confer with Chris Matson 
and Roland Roovers) 

• Road VI staging is dependent on the completion of the 407 interchange (2018??) 
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Advisory Committee Meeting #1 
Meeting Notes 

• Road IV will be built to mitigate traffic impacts to Whitevale (as agreed by 
landowners) 

• Janet noted that known revisions from the proposed Supplementary Stormwater 
Report being prepared for the Regional Services Class EA Study will be 
incorporated into our work (e.g., Taunton Road provisions could be applied to 
Sideline 24) 

[Note: John Bourrie, WSP earlier provided the consulting team with the reference to the 
Regional Class EA Study information being located on the FTP site and asked us to send our 
requests directly to Kevin Morawski (Kevin.Morawski@wspgroup.com) to access the 
information.) 

4. NEXT STEPS: PHASE 3 -ALTERNATIVE DESIGN CONCEPTS EVALUATION 

• Environmental conditions including social, natural, technical and costs for study area 
including alternatives for roads 

• Identify and review feasible alternative design concepts for each road and any required 
refinements from MESPA including the following components which were listed in the 
Terms of Reference for this study: (i) road cross-sections, (ii) need for sidewalks or 
other active transportation facilities. (iii) turning lanes, (iv) traffic signals or other traffic 
controls, (v) road way designations, (vi) stormwater management, (vii) traffic 
management, (viii) other demand management measures 

• Note that since there is no status for the proposed trails shown on the Seaton plan 
since agreement has not been reached as to who would pay for and maintain the trails, 
we recommend that this Class EA Study not deal with the trails. 

• Janet noted that a letter will be prepared to send to the agencies introducing the study 
prior to making contact with them or scheduling the PIC 

5. Update on Seaton project website 
• https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp 
• Janet and Ross Pym discussed the plans for the use of the City of Pickering website for 

updating the public on this project; the website is out of date and there is no firm 
timeline for updating it 

• Janet to submit information for posting to Ross directly and they can discuss 

6. Comments and Discussion 
• Janet asked City and Region about possible PIC venues; Petticoat Creek Library, 470 

Kingston Road, Pickering was the preferred location (it is small scale and accessible) 
• Chris Leitch noted that there are two ongoing studies in the 407 area: (1) Parsons is 

doing the Class EA Study for the 407 Transitway (from east of Kennedy to Brock Road) 
and at Whites Road and Sideline 22 they propose stations on the southwest corners 
and, (2) a design and construction study for the Brock Road transit station to be built in 
next 4-5 years 

• City of Pickering road standards for Seaton are in draft and being finalized now; Ross 
noted that the report is not required to return to Council; 

• Action: Ross Pym to forward a draft City road standards to Janet Amos and Paul 
Turner 

• Ross confirmed that the City road rights of way as approved in the draft plans conform 
to the City's standards 

• Lloyd Cherniak confirmed with team members and Regional staff that the watermain on 
Sideline 24 is not altered from the MESPA or Regional Services Class EA Study. The 
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Meeting Notes 

road study should ensure that it coordinates and incorporates all future Regional trunk 
servicing. 

• Paul Gee noted that Road VI, west of Whites Road is-ekay acceptable per the draft plan 
but that east of Whites Road, the limits of the NHS must be refined as revised by 
Infrastructure Ontario (Andrea Keeping has the latest plans); this change resulted from 
a land swap east of NHS 19 

• Steve Mayhew suggested adding control measures, for example on Road IV, adding 
traffic islands to control the access to the Regional road(s); after some discussion it was 
confirmed that this had been addressed at the draft plan approval stage but should be 
confirmed for our study purposes 

7. Next Meeting Date 
• December 4 @ 1 :30 to 4pm, Location: GHD I to be confirmed 

Respectfully submitted, 

Janet Amos, Amos Environment + Planning 
September 18, 2014 

Please report errors and omissions to Janet Amos at amos@primus.ca. 

Circulation to: 

City of Pickering 
Ross Pym, Tom Dole, Marilee Gadzovski 

Region of Durham 
Donald Yu, Chris Leitch, Paul Gee, Steve Mayhew, Amanda Spencer, Joel Walker, 

TRCA 
Sharon Lingertat. Amy Winterhalt, Rob Grech, Elyssa Elton 

MNR 
Jackie Burkart. Samantha Jefferis, Emily Funnell 

Seaton Landowners' Group representatives 
Lloyd Cherniak, Lebovic 
Tom Albani, Metrus 
Craig Scarlett, Mattamy 

Consultant Team 
Reg Webster, GHD 
Paul Turner, GHD 
Andrea Keeping, GHD 
Jennifer Szczerbak, RJBurnside 
David Sawicki, SPL 
Nancy Mather, Stonybrook 
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Circulation 

Advisory Committee Meeting #1 
Meeting Notes 

July 31 , 2014- Chris Leitch, Region of Durham asked for the following to be circulated: 
Paul Gee, Works Department (Transportation Design) 
Steve Mayhew, Works Department (Transportation Infrastructure) 
Amanda Spencer. Works Department (Traffic Engineering and Operations) 
Joel Walker, Works Department (Traffic Engineering and Operations) 
Donald Yu, Works Department (Environmental Services) 

Noted revisions: 
September 30, 2014 - from Paul Gee: "The sight line issues with potential of requiring offset lefts 
is on Rossland and not Brock. Also, my comment about the intersection on Whites south of the 
407 interchange was that the alignment of the west leg of the intersection is acceptable as per 
the draft plans. but the east leg was revised in the EA as the alignment was not acceptable." 
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Seaton Roads Class EA Study (Phases 3-4) 
Problem or Opportunity Statement 

DRAFT Problem or Opportunity Statement 

In accordance with the findings of the Seaton Master Environmental Servicing Plan 
Amendment (MESPA), 2014, Table C10.1, the following road projects have been 
identified as being subject to Schedule 'C' of the MEA Class EA: 

• Road I- North-South Type C Arterial (Sideline 24) ($6.77 million) 
• Road IV- East-West Special Type C Arterial ($5. 77 million) 
• Road VI - East-West Employment Collector ($4.5 million) 

A Seaton Roads Class EA Study was initiated to address the requirements of Phases 3 
and 4 of the Municipal Class EA. Accordingly, the problem/opportunity to be addressed 
in the Seaton Roads Class EA Study is to provide a recommended City arterial and 
collector road network for the Seaton area that: 

• Addresses the goals and policies of the CPDP, City of Pickering Official Plan , 
Seaton Conformity Official Plan amendment, MESPA (2014), Neighbourhood 
Plans and plans of subdivision ; 

• Builds on the projects MESPA (2014) which satisfied the requirements of Phases 
1 and 2 of the Municipal Class EA; 

• Satisfies the requirements of Phases 3 and 4 of the Municipal Class 
Environmental Assessment (2007, amended 2011 ); 

• Provides for appropriate levels of service on City roads with in Seaton; 
• Ensures residents mobility and safety whether on the road or as pedestrians and 

prevent negative social impacts for area residents; and , 
• Takes into account externally planned roads and transit to ensure future network 

operational flexibility and cost effectiveness of capital expenditures. 

Amos Environment + Planning 
1 

September 2014 



Seaton Roads Class EA Study (Phases 3-4) 
Problem or Opportunity Statement 

MESPA Problem Statement (from MESPA 2014, Chapter A, Section 9.3) 

Phase 1 of the Class EA process involves identifying and describing the problems and 
opportunities pertaining to the projects, in this case, the non-Regional arterial and 
collector roads required for the development of the Seaton Community. 

In 2006, the Province of Ontario approved the CPDP that established a vision for the 
development of a sustainable urban community in Seaton 1. The CPDP, recently 
amended in 2012, established that Seaton would grow by the addition of a series of 
urban neighbourhoods. Through the Provincial Facilitator's office, a proposed 
conformity amendment to the City of Pickering Official Plan was prepared. This Seaton 
Conformity Official Plan was endorsed by City Council in February 201 1 and approved, 
in part, by the OMB on September 10, 2012 as Pickering Official Plan Amendment No. 
222 (OPA No. 22). Within the CPDP and Official Plan Amendment No. 22, there has 
been established a hierarchy of studies, including the Master Environmental Servicing 
Plan, all of which must be completed prior to development occurring . 

The existing transportation system of non-Regional roads, transit, pedestrian linkages, 
and pathways will not adequately accommodate the mobility needs of future residents 
and workers within Seaton. New roads are projected to be required to serve planned 
urban growth. This MESPA addresses the non-regional arterial and collector road 
requirements within Seaton3

. 

The relevant transportation goals of Official Plan Amendment No. 22 as set out in 
Section 4.3 of the Pickering Official Plan include ensuring that transportation, land use 
and community design plans and actions complement each other. To this end, the City 
of Pickering Official Plan Amendment No. 22 revises the Type A, B and C arterial roads 
and adds a collector road pattern in Seaton. The arterial and collector roads shown on 
the City of Pickering Conformity Official Plan Schedule II - Transportation System reflect 
the proposed arterial and collector roads as outlined in this MESPA. 

In addition, Pickering OPA No. 22 establishes that the Seaton Neighbourhood Plans, 
Draft Plans of Subdivision and Site Plans are to be designed so as to encourage and 
maximize public transit usage in the Seaton Urban Area from the earliest stage of 
development through : 

(a) the accommodation of dedicated transit lanes on Type A arterial roads as 
the arterial roads are rebuilt or widened ; 

1 At the same time, the CPDP established a vision for the Duffins Rouge Agricultural Preserve. 
2 At the time of preparing this MESPA, the Official Plan Amendment No. 22 was not yet in effect. As a result of the 

declaration of Provincial interest, decisions by the Ontario Municipal Board on planning matters related to Seaton will not 
become final and binding until such time as the Lieutenant Governor in Council makes a decision. This decision could 
confirm, vary or rescind the decision(s) of the Board. 

3 In considering recommending a City arterial and collector road network for the Seaton area, this MESPA has been 
prepared in consultation with the Region of Durham study team preparing the CPDP Class Environmental Assessment for 
Regional Services which is currently underway. 

Amos Environment + Planning 
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Problem or Opportunity Statement 

(b) the efficient arrangement of collector roads and Type Band Type C 
arterial roads to maximize the integration of transit through the 
neighbourhoods; 

(c) a system of streets as per section 11.1 0; 
(d) the creation of safe and comfortable streets for pedestrians on their walk 

to the transit corridors; 
(e) the incorporation of park and ride and carpooling facilities at each of the 

Highway 407/ETR transitway stations; 
(f) the location of transit stop pads in accessible, safe and comfortable 

locations, which maximize pedestrian accessibility from surrounding 
residential neighbourhoods, and the identification of such locations on the 
engineering drawings as a condition of draft plan approval in consultation 
with Durham Transit; and 

(g) the arrangement of higher density housing in the vicinity of arterial roads 
and collector roads that also serve as the transit spines as shown on 
Schedule II. 

Therefore, the problem/opportunity to be addressed in this MESPA is to provide a 
recommended City arterial and collector road network for the Seaton area that: 

• Addresses the goals and policies of the CPDP, City of Pickering Official Plan , 
Seaton Conformity Official Plan amendment, Neighbourhood Plans and plans of 
subdivision; 

• Satisfies the requirements of Phases 1 and 2 of the Municipal Class 
Environmental Assessment (2000, amended 2007) ; 

• Provides for appropriate levels of service on City roads within Seaton; 
• Ensures residents mobility and safety whether on the road or as 

pedestrians and prevent negative social impacts for area residents; and, 
• Takes into account externally planned roads and transit to ensure future 

network operational flexibility and cost effectiveness of capital 
expenditures. 

This MESPA has been completed in concert with and should be read in conjunction with 
the City of Pickering Official Plan and the Pickering OPA No. 22, endorsed Seaton 
Neighbourhood Plans and , to a limited extent, the plans of subdivision for developments 
within Seaton. 

This Phase 2 MESPA therefore addresses Phase 1 and 2 of the Municipal Class EA 
relating to City of Pickering arterial and collector roads. As described in more detail in 
Chapter J, Future Study Requirements, many of these arterial and collector roads are 
potentially the subject of further Class EA processing. 

Amos Environment+ Planning 
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DRAFT FOR DISCUSSION 

In consultation with : 
GHD 
RJ Burnside & Associates 
Archaeological Services Inc. 
Stonybrook Consulting 
SPL Consultants Limited 

Prepared for Seaton Landowners' Group 

Amos Environment+ Planning 
Ms. Janet E. Amos, MCIP, RPP 

1236 Butter & Egg Road 
Bracebridge ON P1 L 1X4 
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Class Environmental Assessment Study 
Seaton - Phases 3-4 for City of Pickering Arterial and Collector Roads 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Purpose of the Study 

Draft Communication Plan 
page 1 

Seaton Landowners' Group is undertaking a study (Class EA Study) to examine 
Phases 3-4 of the Municipal Engineers Association Class Environmental 
Assessment (2007, as amended 2011) ("Municipal Class EA") process with regard 
to City of Pickering arterial and collector roads. The location of these roads was 
established in both the Central Pickering Development Plan, 2006 and again in the 
City's Official Plan amendment for the Seaton community. 

The purpose of the study is to determine the preferred alternative design concepts 
for three roads which are required to comply with Schedule C of the Municipal 
Class EA. These roads are required to service the Seaton community. 

Background 

The Class EA study addressing Phases 1-2 of the Municipal Class EA was 
contained in the Master Environmental Servicing Plan (MESP) prepared by the 
landowners in 2010 to 2014. The MESP analyzed and documented the various 
modes of transportation for the Study Area. Recommendations with regard to 
planned routes and modes of travel were provided where appropriate. 

As a result of investigations, the MESP (final 2014 version entitled Master 
Environmental Servicing Plan Amendment (MESPA) to reflect the various 
amendments that have occurred since the original version was published in 201 0) 
has recommended minor changes to the alignments of roads shown in the CPDP 
to minimize the effects to sensitive natural and cultural heritage areas, and to 
respond to public input. In all there were about nine recommended modifications 
to the CPDP roads. Notably, the MESPA recommended the downgrading of the 
road designation of North Road, from north of Highway 7 to Sideline Road 28, and 
the East-West Mid-Block Road, from Arterial to Collector. This recommendation 
was made to encourage through-traffic flow to stay on the Regional roads and not 
travel via the Whitevale community. 

The Seaton Natural Heritage System Management Plan and Master Trails Plan, 
October 2008 (NHSffrails Plan) included dedicated 3m asphalt paths within the 
rights-of-way of the Arterials roads, on-road 1.5m bike lanes along the Collector 
roads as well as a network of 3m paths through the NHS in Seaton. Primary 
connections to the trails within the NHS have been identified in the NHSffrails 
Plan. There also will be potential for numerous secondary connections of local 
streets within the neighbourhoods to the NHS trail system via parks, SWMF, 
schools and major community facilities, as identified in the MESPA. 

Policies and recommendations to reduce the public's dependence on the car and 
use alternate modes of transportation (transit, carpooling, walking, cycling , active 
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transportation) are termed Travel Demand Management (TOM). TOM measures 
are outlined in the MESPA, with recommendations to implement some or all of the 
measures to reduce auto dependency. 

A number of locations were identified where new roads would be required to cross 
the NHS or where existing roads that crossed the NHS would require upgrades in 
support of future development. Chapter C indicates the general location of these 
crossings. The natural heritage conditions of these crossing locations were 
investigated in the field and recommendations were made related to alignment 
modifications, as detailed in the MESPA. 

The MESPA outlined key factors that should be considered in the design of road 
crossings of the NHS as follows: 

• Fluvial geomorphology related criteria for crossing placement and design 
are provided in the MESPA. The estimated crossing size required to 
account for geomorphic processes for each stream reach that will be 
crossed also is provided. The crossing sizes presented are planning level 
estimates and should be refined at detailed design. 

• Requirements to facilitate wildlife crossing at roads are detailed in the 
MESPA 

• Hydraulic design requirements are detailed in the MESPA 

Steps in the Study Process 

This study will address Phases 3-4 of the Municipal Class EA planning process, 
document that process, consult with public, stakeholders and agencies and provide 
opportunities for issues to be raised with the study team before issuing a Notice of 
Completion in conformity with the Municipal Class EA process. The successful 
completion of the 30 day Notice of Completion public review period signals the end 
of the Class EA study process. 

The study will begin with the completed MESPA as the premise for moving forward 
with the City of Pickering arterial and collector roads designs. The purpose of 
Phases 3-4 of the Class EA is to review the alternative design concepts for the 
preferred alternative roads identified in the MESPA. This will include looking at 
ways to address design options for the proposed improvements and the ways to 
mitigate any potential effects on the natural and social environment. 

Objectives of Public Consultation 

This Class Environmental Assessment Study is being prepared to comply with the 
Environmental Assessment Act. The study is being undertaken in accordance with 
the approved process for a Schedule C, Class EA study, in accordance with the 
Municipal Class EA. The Class EA both encourages and requires public and 
agency consultation . 
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All correspondence and advertisements for the Class Environmental Assessment 
study will note that the Proponent welcomes public comments or suggestions 
regarding this project at any time. 

The outcome of the study depends upon satisfying the public and agencies that the 
project recommendations are appropriate and that the Class Environmental 
Assessment study reflects the analysis as explained to the public and any views as 
expressed to the project team. 

The objectives of public consultation, therefore, include: 
• Provide an appropriate and adequate level of communication with all parties 
• Inform parties about the study in a timely manner 
• Obtain parties' input into the study in a timely manner 
• Educate parties as to the need for a project and the various alternatives 
• Provide opportunities for parties to provide their own knowledge of the 

proposed project or the study area 
• Allow parties to make informed recommendations and comments 

2. PUBLIC COMMUNICATION PLAN 

Purpose of the Communication Plan 

The purpose of this Communication Plan is to outline all the activities that will be 
carried out to consult with the public, agencies and interested and affected persons 
throughout the course of the study. 

The Municipal Class Environmental Assessment recommends that a 
Communication Plan be prepared to address the following types of considerations: 

• Who will be consulted? 
• What they will be consulted about? 
• At what point in the process they will be consulted? 
• Methods of consultation to be used 
• How input will be integrated into the study? 
• Methods of responding to concerns 
• How the plan will be monitored to determine effectiveness? 

(Municipal Class EA, page A-60) 

Introduction to the Communication Plan 

For Schedule C projects such as the three roads that are subject to this Class EA 
Study, the consultation activities will be as follows: 

• Confirm the community profile as presented in the MESPA 
• Establish an Advisory Committee 
• Letter to public and agencies regarding project start up 
• Notify parties in the study area of the project start up 
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• Host one Public Information Centre with comment sheets for input 
• Respond to letters and inquiries from parties 
• Provide written feedback to parties who write to the project team 
• Summarize the input (comment sheets, letters, etc.) into the Class 

Environmental Assessment document (Environmental Study Report) 
• Publish updates on the City of Pickering's Seaton website 
• Publish Notice of Completion for public, stakeholders and agencies and 

release Environmental Study Report for 30 day review and feedback 

Community Profile 

Based on a review of many local and Regional municipal documents, the project 
team will compose a summary of the community's social and economic 
characteristics. This will include a review of the following: 

• Region of Durham Official Plan 
• City of Pickering Official Plan 
• Conservation Authority data 
• MESPA details 

This profile will provide a basis for understanding the study area. Input from the 
Advisory Committee will be sought to assist the project team to accurately reflect 
the study area conditions. 

Project Team 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP, Amos Environment+ Planning, will be the project team 
leader for the Seaton Landowners' Group. She will lead the project team consisting 
of the following members: 

Paul Turner, P. Eng., GHD, Transportation lead 
Nancy Mather, P. Eng. , Stonybrook, Water Resources lead 
Joanne Thompson, M.Sc. , P.Geo., R.J. Burnside, Environmental lead 
Other members of the project team as required 

The project team will meet approximately eight times over the course of the study 
to set the direction of the study progress. All communications with Municipal staff, 
Councillors and other parties will be directed through Janet Amos to staff of City of 
Pickering. 

Advisory Committee 

The Advisory Committee will meet at four key points throughout the course of the 
study. Ideally, these meetings will provide a smaller forum for discussion and 
dialogue than a public meeting. The Committee will consist of the following : 

• Selected Project T earn members, 
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• City of Pickering staff person(s) 
• Region of Durham staff person(s) 
• Toronto and Region Conservation (TRCA) 
• Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) 
• Seaton Landowners' Group Representatives 
• Others as needed 

The duties of the Advisory Committee will include: 

• Assisting with project direction 
• Sounding board for ideas (e.g. prior to public meetings) 
• Assisting the Project Team with technical input 
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• Providing comments to the Project Team on the project schedule 

Additional members may be added following the first Advisory Committee meeting 
and prior to the second meeting, if so desired. 

The Advisory Committee meetings will be facilitated by Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP, 
of Amos Environment + Planning, the project team lead. She will create the 
agendas, enlist participants to make presentations and answer questions and 
prepare meeting notes for these meetings. Consensus on the meeting notes is 
encouraged and any changes accepted by the committee will be reflected in the 
final version to be included in the Environmental Study Report. 

This Communications Plan, after review by the Project Team will be on the agenda 
for the first meeting. The following summarizes the topics to be addressed at each 
Advisory Committee meeting: 

Three of the four Advisory Committee are planned to take place before and 
during the technical evaluation process, that is, during start-up and Phase 3. 
Following the Public Information Centre, the Project Team will circulate the Public 
Information Centre comments and responses to the Advisory Committee following 
the Public Information Centre to allow the members to view the comments and 
responses prepared by the Project Team. Of course, if information from an 
individual member of the Advisory Committee is required to prepare the 
responses, those comments will be sought directly from the member. 

Our Study Schedule anticipates that we will begin to work on the draft 
Environmental Study Report as soon as the Public Information Centre has been 
completed in June 2015. We anticipate that it will take the summer to prepare a 
draft. Then, following review by the Project Team, including the landowners, it will 
be presented to the Advisory Committee for their review and comments. Since 
many of the agencies involved make it a practice to require a longer period for their 
draft review of the Environmental Study Report, this will be incorporated into the 
Schedule. 
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• draft Communications Plan as recommended by the Project Team 
• overview of Class Environmental Assessment process 
• role of the Advisory Committee 
• Review the MESPA/Seaton Master Plan and all related background 

Reports/Studies; 
• Confirm the problem statement, preferred alternatives from Phase 2, and 

identify City of Pickering design standards for the proposed roads; 
• Identify problems, issues or unresolved matters for further attention; and 
• Review the Project Schedule for the completion of Phases 3 and 4. 

Advisory Committee Meeting #2 - tentative late November 2014 
• Review of Alternative Design Concepts 
• Review and discuss agency consultation 
• Review preferred design concept evaluation 

Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - tentative February 2015 
• Select "Recommended' design concepts 
• Confirm preliminary arrangements for Public Information Centre 

Note: Public Information Centre tentatively scheduled for early May 2015 and the 
draft Public Information Centre Summary will be distributed to the Advisory 
Committee following the Public Information Centre for their review and comments 
prior to Advisory Committee #4. 

Advisory Committee Meeting #4 - tentative September 2015 
• Review draft Public Information Centre Summary 
• Discuss responses to comments raised 
• Review draft Environmental Study Report 
• Discuss comments and provide suggestions to consultant to finalize ESR 
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Notice of Study Commencement/ Public Information Centre 

At the outset of the study, the project team will forward a letter to all potentially 
affected agencies with potential for input into the study outcomes. The letter will 
contain study background and Class EA Study process information to solicit 
feedback and to confirm agency participants. This mailing list will be collected 
from the MESPA, in consultation with the City. The letter will solicit input for the 
study. 

According to the Class Environmental Assessment, a Notice of Study 
Commencement is an optional means of informing the public about the initiation of 
the study process. It is proposed that the Notice of Commencement will be 
combined with the notice of the Public Information Centre. This notice will consist 
of a notice in two editions of local newspaper(s), on the City of Pickering website 
and a mail out to the project mailing list. The list of landowners potentially affected 
by the study is to be based on the most recent City assessment rolls 

A notice indicating the availability of the final MESPA for public and agency review, 
will be published later in 2014. This notice will provide the public and agencies 
with an opportunity to comment on the MESPA. This will be an optional notice as it 
is not required for the MEA Class EA. The notice, however, will serve to advise the 
public and agencies that the Phases 1 and 2 of the arterial and collector roads 
projects are complete and allow for additional review and input by them to the 
MESPA process. The implementation process will be described very briefly in the 
notice of public review; however, a more detailed account will be made available in 
the final MESPA. 

The Region of Durham is preparing its own MEA Class EA Study for the water and 
wastewater projects and Regional arterial and collector roads which will traverse 
the NHS. The Notice of Completion for the Durham Class EA Study was issued in 
June 2014 and the review period expires on September 24, 2014. 

Public Consultation and Notices 

As part of the preparation for the MESPA, the Seaton Study Team completed three 
rounds of public and agency consultations. In addition to meetings with individual 
and groups of agencies, three PIC's were held as follows: 

• June 27, 2007 
• January 1 0, 2008 
• Apri113, 2010 

Each notice indicated that the MESPA helped to fulfill the requirements of the MEA 
Class EA for the non-Regional roads. At each PIC, the public was presented with 
a number of panels outlining the MESPA planning process and the background 
related to the CPDP. Topics addressed included: NHS and environmental 
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conditions, land uses, neighbourhood planning, location of servicing for the Seaton 
Urban Area including water, wastewater, arterial and collector roads and 
stormwater management facilities. These Public Information Centres were 
advertised in local newspapers, notices were mailed to public, agencies and a 
growing list of stakeholders. 

City of Pickering Website Updates 

The project team will forward a copy of all notices created during the study to City 
of Pickering staff to place on the website. These updates will contain the same 
information as the notice of study commencement, provide access to public 
documents and will solicit input. 

Public Information Centre 

As part of the overall public information program, the Proponent will hold a Public 
Information Centre in the spring of 2015. The purpose of this meeting is to: 

• present study progress 
• outline the preferred solutions indicated in the MESPA 
• describe alternative design concepts and any potential environmental 

effects and the means to mitigate those effects 
• discuss the recommended alternative design concepts 
• obtain public feedback on the study and the proposed projects 

The Public Information Centre will be hosted during evening hours at a central 
location chosen for its proximity to the study area. The format of the Public 
Information Centre will be tailored to meet the needs of the community and will be 
designed by the project team in consultation with the Advisory Committee. A 
standard format, which will be considered as a likely option, would include: 

• welcome desk 
• series of displays on the Class Environmental Assessment process and the 

proposed project 
• opportunities to meet with City of Pickering staff and consultants to ask 

questions 
• provide comment sheets and encourage participants to complete them 

Comment sheets will be distributed to those in attendance and a period of 
approximately 1 0 days will be provided for replies to be mailed in to the project 
team. Once received, the replies will be tallied and responses prepared where 
necessary. Comments received will be incorporated into the selection of the 
preferred solution. 

A mailing list will be maintained throughout the study and notification of meetings 
will be provided to those listed. Written or verbal comments are welcome at any 
time throughout the study. 
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Individual community groups or agencies who may have specific concerns with 
respect to the proposed projects or the proposed mitigation measures will be 
identified for direct consultation during the proposed two rounds of stakeholders 
consultation . The project team or its representatives may arrange for a meeting 
with the group or agency. The two rounds of consultation will allow for concerned 
groups or agencies to be consulted about proposed alternative design concepts 
and preferred alternative design concepts. 

Written Responses to Comments 

Upon receiving any comments on the study, the project team will review the 
comments and respond in kind. For example, telephone inquiries will receive a 
return telephone call and written correspondence would receive a written reply. 
Form letters or other mass mailings will be dealt with on a case-by-case basis by 
the project team in consultation with the Project Manager. The study 
documentation (Environmental Study Report) will address all the concerns raised 
during the course of the study and outline how each was addressed. 

Notice of Completion 

Upon completion of the Study, a copy of the Environmental Study Report will be 
made available for public review by the Municipal Clerk (as well as the website and 
at other central locations per discussion with the City staff) for a thirty (30) day 
review period. If there are no objections raised, the project may proceed to the 
detailed design stage and construction . If there are any objections, the project 
may be delayed until Proponent (and potentially, the Minister of the Environment 
and Climate Change) resolve the matter with the objector. 

An objection must take the form of a written request for a Part II Order (formerly a 
bump-up request). To be valid , a request for a Part II Order is required to be made 
providing written reasons to the Minister of Environment and Climate Change (a 
copy the Project Manager) within the 30 day review period. The Minister may 
dispose of an objection in the one of the following ways: 

1. Deny the request for a Part II Order, with or without conditions 
2. Refer the matter to mediation 
3. Grant the request for a Part II Order and require proponent to prepare terms 

of reference and/or individual EA 
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A joint Aboriginal consultation program has been undertaken since 2009 by all 
parties involved in the development of the Seaton lands. 

Aboriginal Consultation Background 
Archaeological Services Inc. ("ASI") coordinated the consultation process with the 
Province (represented by Infrastructure Ontario ("10") , on behalf of the Ministry of 
Infrastructure ("MOl")), and the landowners group (comprised of the Province and 
private landowners referred to as the 'Seaton Landowners Group' and represented 
by the consulting firm GHD) for the Master Environmental Servicing Plan (MESP). 
The consultation program was developed in accordance with the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change's Code of Practice- Consultation in Ontario's 
Environmental Assessment Process, 2007. 10 developed a list of the Aboriginal 
communities to be consulted on the technical aspects of the archaeological 
assessments being undertaken on the CPDP Planning Area including the NHS 
lands. 

The consultation program included three information sessions held with interested 
and potentially affected Aboriginal communities and Provincial representatives. 
This consultation process was documented in Chapter H of the MESPA and was 
formally documented in the MESPA and has been updated in the CPDP Regional 
Services Class EA Study, 2014. 

Archaeological Assessments Background 
In 2004/2005, Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessments were carried out for 
proposed arterial and collector roads and stormwater management facilities in the 
NHS as identified in the 10 Class EA Study for the Oak Ridges Moraine/Seaton 
Land Exchange. 

Currently, Stage 2 Archaeological Assessments for any rema1mng arterial and 
collector roads (plus 15 m additional survey on either side to allow for adjustments 
in design) in the NHS which were not previously completed are being carried out 
by ASI for the Seaton Landowners' Group. ASI reports on these assessments to 
the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport ("MTCS") as part of their licensing 
obligations. 

ASI reported in their April 4 , 2011 Interim Report #2 that design changes have 
been made to project locations so that there remain only three Euro-Canadian 
sites which will require Stage 3 site assessments prior to any disturbance. A small 
number of locations remain to be surveyed and this work is being undertaken now 
with the results to be incorporated into the Class EA Study process. 
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In accordance with the RFP, correspondence with First Nations and Metis will be 
undertaken by the project manager advising of study commencement, Public 
Information Centre, Notice of Completion and to address comments and 
suggestions. If meeting(s) are required, these shall be used from the 8 
agencies/key stakeholders meetings); 

ASI will engage the Aboriginal communities with respect to the Stage 2 
archaeological assessments by sending letters and summaries of the results of the 
assessments. Meetings can also be organized to present these results if the 
Aboriginal communities are interested. These steps are in accordance with the 
best practice guidelines mandated by the 2011 MTCS Standards and Guidelines 
for Consultant Archaeologists with respect to engaging Aboriginal communities in 
archaeology. 
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4. SCHEDULE OF STUDY & CONSULTATION ACTIVITIES (subject to revisions as Class EA Study proceeds) 

Phase a nd P roject Team Tasks Start M ilestone End 
Start Up & Confi rm Phase 2 Road Locations 
0 Confirm the Problem/Opportunity statement June June 
0 Confirm the arterial and collector roads to be included in the Class EA Study and compile Study Area(s) -all based on June June 

MESPA 
0 Project Team meeting #II each meeting will be a conference call of up to 2 hours August 11, 

2014 
0 Develop stakeholders and public mailing list with City of Pickering and Region of Durham June September 

0 Develop Communication Plan to assist review agencies, stakeholders and First Nations to understand the steps to be June September August 
undertaken 

0 Draft Communication Plan to Advisory Committee at the first meeting to obtain feedback 
0 Communication Plan is distributed, as needed 
0 Advisory Committee meeting #1 1 for each meeting the Project lead will (I) provide a verbal report outlining the progress September 

and summarize data collected, analyses completed and any input or comments received, (2) provide responses to comments, 
and (3) provide agenda and meeting notes to assist parties to monitor study progress 

16, 2014 

0 Update Seaton project website (https://www.pickering.calen/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp) September 

P hase 3 -Alternative Design Concepts Evaluat ion 

0 Compile environmental conditions including social, natural, technical and costs for study area including alternatives for roads September December 

0 P roject Team meeting #2 October 

0 Identify and review feas ible alternative design concepts for each road and any required refinements from MESPA including: August December 
(i) road cross-sections, (ii) need for sidewalks or other active transportation facilities, (iii) turning lanes, (iv) traffic signals or 
other traffic controls, (v) road way designations, (vi) stormwater management, (vii) traffic management, (viii) other demand 
management measures 

0 Identify best practices and mitigation measures to address potential negative environmental effects June November 

0 Project Team meeting #3 August 

0 Advisory Committee meeting #2 I review alternative design concepts, agency consultation, environmental conditions, Late November 
evaluation criteria 

0 Round 1 stakeholders consultation I individual meetings with stakeholders (i.e., Region of Region, MNR, MTO, Region of August November 
Durham, Infrastructure Ontario, TRCA and others) 

0 Evaluate alternative design concepts based on selected evaluation criteria and input from the agencies, the Project Team will November January 
assess the potential impacts and net effects (after mitigation) of each of the alternative design concepts. This evaluation will 
also provide the City with an assessment of future property requirements. 

0 Confirm need for any additional background studies and initiate if required 
0 Round 2 stakeholders consultation I individual meetings with stakeholders (i .e., Region of Region, MNR, MTO, Region of December February 
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Phase and Project Team Tasks Start Milestone End 
Durham, Infrastructure Ontario , TRCA and others) 

0 Project Team meeting #4 November 
0 Advisory Committee meeting #3 I review preferred design concept evaluation, confum arrangements for Public Information Mid February 

Centre, review draft Table of Contents for draft Class EA 
0 Selection the preliminary preferred solutions Februa ry Early March March 
0 Present at City of Pickering Committee or Council by Project team leaders Early April 
0 Municipal election in the fall of20 14 / no scheduled Committee or Council meetings from mid-September to January 2015 
0 Project Team meeting #5 April 
0 Notice of Public Information Centre to Seaton Master Plan mailing list and new residents and businesses who are potentially Late April 

affected due to proximity and newspaper notices 
0 Update Seaton project website (httos://www.oickerino.ca/en/citvhall/seatoncommunitv.aso) 
0 Public Information Centre 1 public, stakeholders and agencies consultation Early May 
0 Prepare Public Information Centre Summary_ to respond to consultation input June 
0 Confirm the selection of the preliminary preferred design concepts, plans of subdivision and the proposed timing and next May June 

steps 

Phase 4- C lass EA Study & Notice of Completion 
0 Project Team meeting #6 June 
0 Document the DRAFT Class EA Study that will highlight preferred design concepts and mitigation measures to reduce or June Late August August 

eliminate environmental impacts and address implementation measures (e.g., Environmental Compliance Approval, Permit To 
Take Water, etc.) and list any commitments made by the Project Team during the Class EA study 

0 Circulate DRAFT to Advisory Committee for their review and comments 
0 Project Team meeting #7 August 
0 Advisory team meeting #4 I review Public Information Centre Summary, comments for final Class EA Study Mid September 
0 Document FINAL Class EA Study (minimum five paper copies and twelve CDs for Seaton Landowners' Group and 2 paper August Late October October 

copies and 2 CDs for City of Pickering) 
0 Project Team meeting#S August 
0 Issue Notice of Study Completion for arterial and collector roads Late October 
0 Update Seaton project website (https://www.pickering.ca/en/cityhall/seatoncommunity.asp) 
0 Address Part II Orders, if any (allowance of 20 hours to review and comment on responses, if needed and to compile a November December 

Summary of Comments that could be posted on the Seaton website) I 

Original dates 
Updated calendar September 15, 2014 
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janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Ladies and gentlemen 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Monday, September 15, 2014 2:31 PM 
'paul turner (paul.turner@ghd.com)'; 'Andrea Keeping' ; 'Jennifer Szczerbak'; Nancy 
Mather (nmather@stonybrookconsulting.ca); tom albani (talbani@metrusdev.com); Craig 
Scarlett (Craig.Scarlett@mattamycorp.com); Jefferis, Samantha (MNR); 'Sharon 
Lingertat'; 'Chris Leitch'; Pym, Ross (rpym@pickering.ca); 'Reg.Webster@ghd.com'; 
Marilee Gadzovski (mgadzovski@cityofpickering.com); David Sawicki 
(dsawicki@splconsultants.ca) ; Lloyd cherniak (lcherniak@lebovic.ca); Donald Yu; 'Chris 
Leitch'; Dole, Tom 
richard holborn (rholborn@cityofpickering.com); 'Reg Webster' ; Funnell, Emily (MNR) 
Seaton Roads Class EA Study - SEPT 16 -Advisory Committee Mtg #1 

Thank you for confirming your attendance at the first Advisory Committee meeting for the Seaton Roads 
Class EA Study (Phases 3-4) for the City of Pickering arterial and collector roads. 

I attach a draft updated agenda and some additional materials for your review prior to and at tomorrow's 
meeting. 

See you tomorrow at 1:30 at GHD offices at 11 Allstate Parkway, 3rd floor boardroom. 

rn rn 
Advisory DRAFT Problem 

nmittee Mtg #1 Seer Opportunity S ... 

rn ' . 
Communication Seaton Roads 

Jlan Seaton Road .. Consultants list. ... 

Road Figure 1 -

Seaton_ Class_E ... 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Brace bridge ON P1 L 1X4 
P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-15141 Mobile: (705) 644-0547 
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janet amos 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hello 

Janet Amos [amos@primus.ca] 
Friday, July 25, 2014 11 :23 AM 
'sheuchert@trca.on.ca'; Jackie Burkart; Pym, Ross (rpym@pickering.ca); richard holborn 
(rholborn@cityofpickering.com); susan.siopis@durham.ca; paul.gee@durham.ca 
paul turner (paul.turner@ghd.com); 'Reg Webster' 
Seaton Roads Class EA Study - Phases 3-4 
Appendix A- Roads.pdf; Appendix 8- Personnel chart. pdf; Appendix C - Schedule.docx 

I have now had an opportunity to speak with most of you. As project manager for this Class EA Study, I 
can confirm that our Class EA Study is underway and we are aiming for our first (of four) Advisory 
Committee meetings in mid-September. 

As you know, Phases 1-2 of the Class EA for the City of Pickering arterial and collector roads were 
addressed in the MESPA (see Chapter C in particular) in the Master Plan method. As a required follow up 
to that work, for the three roads designated as subject to Schedule C of the Municipal Class EA, we will 
now be undertaking review per Phases 3-4 of the Class EA. These Phases entail the consideration of 
alternative design concepts (design considerations for the routes already established in the MESPA). The 
Class EA Study will document the process, including one public meeting and public, stakeholders and 
agencies consultation. At the end of the process, the Class EA Study will be made available for public 
review and comment in a 30-day public review period with opportunity provided to request a Part II Order 
from the Ministry of the Environment. We will host one Public Open House in spring 2015. 

As you can see from the attached study personnel chart (Appendix B) our team is composed of mostly 
longstanding Seaton experts and we expect that will make for enhanced understanding of the project 
needs. Appendix A contains a map showing the subject roads. Appendix C is the list of project tasks and a 
draft study schedule. 

We are contacting you to consider participating in the Advisory Committee or 
providing a rep from your agency to do so. We are considering the following dates: 
September 9, 10, 16, 17. Please let me know your availability for those dates. 

Please contact me with any questions or comments. 

Janet Amos, MCIP, RPP 
Amos Environment + Planning 
1236 Butter & Egg Road I Bracebridge ON P1L 1X4 

P: (705) 764-0580 IF: (705) 764-1514 I Mobile: (705) 644-0547 

Integrating environmental assessment, land use and public consulta tion 
solutions 
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