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8 Public and Stakeholder Consultation 

In accordance with Section 8 of Ontario. Reg. 231/08 Transit Projects and Metrolinx Undertakings (the 
Regulation), this section summarizes how Metrolinx consulted with the public, property owners, review 
agencies, Indigenous communities and nations, and other stakeholders during the New Track and 
Facilities Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP) (i.e., during the Pre-Planning Phase and the 120-
day TPAP phase). A detailed summary of stakeholder feedback, comments received and how they were 
considered throughout the planning and design process has been provided. This further demonstrates 
how Metrolinx has met the requirements for consultation under the Regulation. 

8.1 Consultation & Engagement Strategy 
At the outset of the Pre-Planning Phase of the TPAP, a Stakeholder Engagement Plan was developed 
that outlined a strategy and approach for consulting with stakeholders throughout the course of the 
TPAP. The key elements of this plan and how they were executed are summarized below. 

The main goals of the New Track and Facilities TPAP, as outlined in the Stakeholder Engagement Plan, 
were as follows: 

• Maintain/build support for Metrolinx GO Rail expansion; 

• Update stakeholders on the progress of GO Rail expansion since the completion of the 
Electrification TPAP, and subsequent TPAPs completed within the past 5 years; 

• Understand and mitigate local impacts in a way that is fair, consistent, transparent and equitable 
across the network; 

• Meet regulatory requirements for consultation and mitigate impacts (as required) to receive 
regulatory approval; 

• Coordinate consultation system-wide; 

• Make technically precise and often complicated information clear and digestible; 

• Communicate regional and local benefits of expanded transit; 

• Be transparent about how priorities are determined by Metrolinx and investments are made; 

• Build understanding and trust; and, 

• Engage Indigenous communities and nations.   

In an effort to engage a diverse set of participants, provide information and updates on the project, and 
to allow opportunities for interested persons to provide comments and feedback throughout the process, 
the following methods of consultation were employed: 

• Project website (https://www.metrolinxengage.com/en/engagement-initiatives/new-track-
facilities); 
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• Online via Metrolinx Engage (https://www.metrolinxengage.com/en/content/get-engaged-new-
track-facilities-0)1; and 

• Project email address (GOexpansionTPAP@metrolinx.com) or the appropriate Metrolinx 
Regional Representative at the following emails: 

o TorontoEast@metrolinx.com (residents east of Don River)  

o TorontoWest@metrolinx.com (residents west of Don River) 

o HaltonRegion@metrolinx.com 

o DurhamRegion@metrolinx.com 

o YorkRegion@metrolinx.com  

o Peel@metrolinx.com 

o SimcoeCounty@metrolinx.com  

• Public open houses and public review opportunities; 

• Newspaper and radio advertisements; 

• Notifications and email updates; 

• Meetings with review agencies (provincial, municipal and conservation authorities); 

• Meetings with elected officials; 

• Meetings with Indigenous Communities and Nations; 

• Meetings with other stakeholders (e.g., utilities), as required; and 

• Meetings with property owners. 

Metrolinx attempted to conduct consultation activities that were accessible, as defined by the 
Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA). This includes hosting events in AODA compliant 
facilities, providing multiple methods for providing feedback, and reviewing materials. 

 Integration with Other GO Expansion Consultation Activities 

There are a number of other Metrolinx/GO Transit projects currently underway or planned along several 
GO rail corridors that are associated with GO Expansion and support Metrolinx’s goal of transforming the 
GO system into a comprehensive regional rapid transit network. The following projects are currently 
ongoing within the broader GO expansion framework: 

 GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP Addendum Project 

An Addendum to the 2017 GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP Addendum Project is being undertaken 
to assesses additional electrification infrastructure required for new/upgraded tracks and layover facilities 
(which are being studied as part the New Track and Facilities TPAP) proposed across various portions of 
the GO Rail Network that were not previously examined as part of the 2017 GO Rail Network  
Electrification Project TPAP, with the exception of the partial electrification of the Richmond Hill corridor 
which is included in the New Track and Facilities TPAP scope. Changes to this Project was determined 

 
1 Metrolinx Engage is an online engagement tool which provides an additional online experience through 
social media, GIS resources, and live comment feeds. This website provides a comprehensive hub for 
interested stakeholders to learn more about a variety of Metrolinx initiatives and find out how they can 
participate and provide feedback while interacting with content. 
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to be inconsistent with the Project Description outlined in the 2017 GO Rail Network Electrification 
Project EPR. As described in Section 15(1) of Ontario Regulation (O. Reg.) 231/08, any change that is 
inconsistent with a previously approved EPR requires a reassessment of the effects associated with the 
project, the identification of new potential effects, a description of proposed 
avoidance/mitigation/compensation measures (if required), and monitoring/commitments in an 
Addendum to the previously approved EPR. Therefore, Metrolinx has prepared an EPR Addendum to 
address the effects associated with the proposed areas that fall outside of the previously 
approved/assessed OCS Impact/Vegetation Clearance Zone identified as part of the 2017 GO Rail 
Network Electrification TPAP. 

The scope of the Addendum to the 2017 GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP also includes an updated 
assessment of noise and vibration, as well as air quality effects associated with increased service levels 
across the network. 

 Barrie Rail Corridor Expansion Project TPAP Addendum (Currently Underway) 

Metrolinx will complete a significant addendum to the Barrie Rail Corridor Expansion TPAP (2017) for 
new road/rail grade separations located at McNaughton Road (City of Vaughan) and Wellington Street 
East (Town of Aurora) on the Barrie Corridor. The Statement of Completion for the TPAP was filed in 
October 2017. 

 Bowmanville Rail Service Extension Update (Currently Underway). 

The Bowmanville extension was previously assessed through an IBC in 2015, that analyzed one 
alignment which trains would operate by travelling between Bowmanville and Union along Canadian 
Pacific Railway’s Belleville subdivision. The Province of Ontario announced that Metrolinx would extend 
its Lakeshore East GO Rail services to Bowmanville in June 2016. Since the provincial announcement, 
new information have materialized necessitating an updated Initial Business Case to reflect development 
of GO Expansion, resulting in changes to GO rail capacity and operations on the Lakeshore East 
Corridor, and therefore, impacting the Bowmanville Extension. 

The IBC updates for the Bowmanville Rail Service Extension have since been completed. This updated 
IBC reflects the new Metrolinx Business Case Guidance and GO Expansion Full Business Case and 
evaluates additional alignment options that make use of existing infrastructure, as shown in Figure 8-1. 

In February 2020, Metrolinx’s Chief Planning Office recommended that the Board of Directors advance 
Option 2 through the Business Case Development process and evaluate this alignment through a 
Preliminary Design Business Case. Option 2 was chosen as the preferred option as it utilizes existing rail 
infrastructure, thereby brining down the cost of the project, and can support a two-way all-day service 
pattern. Upon Board approval, Option 2 will be advanced for further analysis. 
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FIGURE 8-1 BOWMANVILLE EXTENSION ALIGNMENTS UNDER REVIEW 
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 Kitchener Corridor Expansion TPAP 

Metrolinx is undertaking a TPAP under Ontario Regulation 231/08 - Transit Projects and Metrolinx 
Undertakings for various infrastructure along the Kitchener Rail Corridor. 

The scope of the infrastructure proposed as part of the Guelph Subdivision TPAP comprises the 
following components: 

• Electrification of approximately 54 kms of rail corridor 

o One Hydro One Tap location 

o Three Traction Power Facilities (TPF) 

▪ One Traction Power Substation (TPS) 

▪ One Paralleling Station (PS) 

▪ One Switching Station (SWS) 

o Overhead Contact System (OCS) infrastructure 

o Gantries, aerial/underground feeders 

o Grounding and bonding 

o Bridge modifications required to accommodate electrification 

• Grade separations 

• Bridge widenings 

• Potential road closures in certain areas along/intersecting the corridor (to enhance safety 
measures due to the planned increase in service levels). 

 Stakeholder Engagement Methods/Activities 

In light of Metrolinx’s multiple concurrent TPAP studies as discussed above, opportunities were sought to 
combine public consultation activities for the New Track and Facilities TPAP with other Metrolinx 
TPAPs/EAs applicable to GO Expansion in order to more efficiently present information on multiple, 
interrelated aspects of the program, and so that interested persons could participate in one combined 
session (rather than several separate sessions). 

Recognizing that stakeholder consultation is required to fulfill the regulatory requirements of O. Reg., 
231/08, the New Track and Facilities TPAP consultation efforts were executed and coordinated within the 
broader GO Expansion Consultation Strategy developed by Metrolinx, which addressed: 

• System-wide consultation that coordinates various Metrolinx projects and communication 
touchpoints by geography, wherever possible (i.e., by corridor, region, community, etc.); 

• Consistency of public messaging in the context of GO Expansion; and 

• Coordination of consultation events/activities related to multiple Environmental Assessment 
projects (i.e., new/in progress TPAPs and TPAP Addendums) currently underway. 

The following subsections detail the specific stakeholder engagement tools and activities that were 
utilized during the New Track and Facilities TPAP. 

 Stakeholder Contact List 

A Stakeholder Contact List was established at the outset of the Project based on previously completed 
Metrolinx TPAP/EA projects and the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) 
Government Review Team (GRT) List. The January 2020 version of the list was used and consisted of 
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the following stakeholder groups: members of the public, property owners, Indigenous communities and 
nations, review agencies (federal, provincial, municipal and conservation authorities), elected 
representatives, utility companies, transit authorities, community/interest groups, and other rail operators. 
The MECP Government Review Team List is maintained by the MECP and includes provincial and 
federal government agency contacts that may have a regulatory interest in reviewing EAs. The contact 
list contained the names, addresses, phone numbers and email addresses of each stakeholder to 
receive updates throughout the Project. The list was continually updated as the project progressed.  

A copy of the Stakeholder Contact List can be found in Appendix P1. 

 Project Email Address  

Metrolinx created the GOExpansionTPAP@metrolinx.com email address to notify stakeholders on the 
Stakeholder Contact List of the Public Meetings and to direct inquires submitted through Metrolinx 
Engage website to the Project Teams.  

Participants shared their comments by e-mailing the appropriate Metrolinx Regional Representative at 
the following e-mails: 

• TorontoEast@metrolinx.com (residents east of Don River)  

• TorontoWest@metrolinx.com (residents west of Don River) 

• HaltonRegion@metrolinx.com 

• DurhamRegion@metrolinx.com 

• YorkRegion@metrolinx.com  

• Peel@metrolinx.com 

• SimcoeCounty@metrolinx.com  

Elected Officials were notified and contacted by the Metrolinx Communications and Community Relations 
Team. Metrolinx Regional Representatives email accounts were used as a dedicated point of contact for 
all other consultation activities associated with the New Track and Facilities TPAP and GO Expansion. 

The Metrolinx regional email addresses were published in: 

• https://www.metrolinxengage.com/en/engagement-initiatives/new-track-facilities; 

• Newspaper advertisements; 

• Project correspondence; 

• Public meeting comment forms; 

• Notice of Commencement; and, 

• Notice of Completion. 

 Information Packages 

Information packages were sent out at key points in the project to organizations that Metrolinx had 
engaged in past projects but were not impacted directly impacted by the New Track & Facilities TPAP to 
provide stakeholders with updated information about the conceptual design process, environmental 
effects and mitigation, and other issues. Please refer to Section 8.2.3.3 for details on the organizations 
that received an information package. 

All information packages can be found Appendix P9 and Appendix P10.  
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o Roll plans. 

• All materials presented during the Round 3 Virtual Open House, including: 

o Project update; 

o Project summary presentation;  

o Presentation boards/panels; 

o Information sheets;  

o Environmental and technical studies; 

o The Metrolinx Vegetation Guideline; and 

o Roll plans/interactive map. 

• The Public Consultation Round One Summary Report;  

• The Virtual Public Consultation Round Two Summary Report;  

• The Virtual Public Consultation Round Three Summary Report; and  

• A direct link to the Metrolinx Engage New Track and Facilities TPAP feedback page. This was 
provided under the Events and Feedback section to give people the option to participate online. 

• Each round of public meetings was open for a certain number of days (from February 18 to 
February 29. 2020 for Round One, August 18 to September 1, 2020 for Round Two and 
November 27 to December 11, 2020 for Round Three), but all meeting materials can still be 
found under their respective projects for the public to view at any time. Comments were accepted 
and responded to regardless of whether they were submitted during the formal public 
consultation periods or not. 

8.2 Pre-Planning Phase Consultation  
Public consultation in advance of the TPAP was commenced formally on February 1, 2020, with the 
publication of the Notice of Public Open House (see Section 8.2.1.1). Informal consultation has been 
ongoing since early 2019 with review agencies and other interested parties, as described in the following 
sections. 

 Public Consultation 

 Pre-Planning Phase Public Consultation Round One (February 2020) 

E-Mail/Letter Correspondence 

Metrolinx sent out invitations to Public Meeting #1 via e-mails and letters to individuals identified on the 
Project’s Stakeholder Contact List. Each e-mail/letter provided an update and overview of the various 
TPAP studies and the GO Expansion proposed infrastructure key map. A list of upcoming public 
meetings was provided which detailed the location, date and time of each meeting. Instructions were 
provided on how the recipient could contact the Project Teams to receive further information and 
participate in the consultation process. 

A sample copy of this e-mail/letter correspondence is included in Appendix P2. 

Newspaper Advertisements 

This Notice ran during the weeks of January 30 and February 8, 2020, in newspapers selected to cover a 
large extent of the project study area. Table 8-3 lists the newspapers where the notice was published 
and the respective dates that they were featured.   
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Comment sheets (see Appendix P4) were provided to all attendees as the primary mechanism for 
submitting comments and feedback on the project, and a summary report was prepared to document the 
sessions (see Appendix P4). This report outlined how stakeholders were engaged prior to and during 
meetings, how and what content was presented, meeting attendance, and the types of feedback that 
was received. 

A total of 61 display boards were presented covering the following content: 

• Overview of the OnCorr Program  

• System Wide New Track and Facilities TPAP Projects Overview 

• New Track and Facilities TPAP Process 

• Proposed New/Upgraded Track Infrastructure at Lakeshore West, Lakeshore East, Kitchener, 
Barrie, Stouffville, and Richmond Hill Corridors 

• Layover Facilities – Associated Infrastructure, Facilities and Access 

• Scarborough Junction Grade Separations TPAP 

• Stouffville Grade Separations TPAP 

• Anticipated TPAP Timeline 

• Network-Wide Structures Project 

• Updates on Network Technical Studies: 

o Noise and Vibration 

o Air Quality 

o Vegetation Management Program 

o Heritage and Archaeology 

o Natural Environment 

Printed copies of the display boards/panels were made available to meeting attendees upon request and 
were also available online at the Project website. A copy of all the display boards/panels are provided in 
Appendix P4.  

Information Sheets 

A series of Information Sheets were provided during Round One that included updates on system-wide 

studies and Metrolinx’s approaches and policies for a number of topics including:  

• Benefits of GO Expansion  

• Heritage Conservation 

• Vegetation Removal and Compensation Program 

• Electromagnetic Fields (EMF) / Electromagnetic Interference (EMI) Effects and Mitigation 

• Grade Separations 

• New Approach to Construction Management 

A copy of the information sheets are provided in Appendix P4. 
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Roll Plans 

Roll plans were used to show the proposed infrastructure for the New Track and Facilities TPAP. A QR 
code was added on each roll plan to allow participants to access the maps digitally using their devices. In 
total, 7 roll plans were presented for the New Track and Facilities TPAP which were corridor specific and 
included information on proposed infrastructure along each of the Richmond Hill, Barrie, Kitchener, 
Lakeshore East, Lakeshore West, Stouffville and USRC corridors. A copy of the roll plans are provided in 
Appendix P4. 

Summary of Public Meetings 

Over the course of the 10 meetings hosted during Round One, a total of 450 participants signed-in at the 
welcome kiosk and 560 attended. Of those 560 participants, 301 indicated they would like to receive 
updates regarding the New Track and Facilities TPAP and GO Expansion (approximately 54% of all 
those who signed-in). A total of 134 comment forms, 12 e-mails, 3 letters were received, and 26 
comments were submitted through the Metrolinx Engage ‘Ask A Question’ Page including questions 
regarding the display board content, general GO Expansion-related inquiries, and questions regarding 
other Metrolinx TPAPs. Comments related to the New Track and Facilities TPAP, and how they have 
been addressed, have been summarized in Table 8-5.   

City of Markham Public Meeting – February 18, 2020 

Approximately 80 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 56 that signed-in at the door. The 
meeting took place at the Markham Village Community Centre, in Markham. There were 16 comment 
forms submitted at the Public Meeting and another 3 submitted following the meeting. Councillor Reid 
McAlpine (Markham Ward 3); MPP Billy Pang (Markham-Unionville); members of the Unionville 
Residents Association, Agincourt Village Association, and Markham Village Sherwood Conservation 
Area Residents Association; City of Markham and York Region Transit staff and local media were also in 
attendance.  

Participants were interested in learning about GO Expansion and infrastructure proposed to be built in 
the City of Markham, York Region, and Scarborough. Common questions, comments, and concerns 
included: anticipated timelines for planned service increases; anticipated construction timelines for 
proposed infrastructure; electrified train service and operations; road congestion due to construction; lack 
of parking at GO stations; implementing whistle cessation across the GO nail network; perceived lack of 
safety measures at existing level crossings (particularly at Highway 7); potential noise and vibration 
impacts due to proposed infrastructure; potential property impacts due to the proposed infrastructure; 
details about the proposed air, noise, and vibration mitigation measures; Vegetation Removal and 
Compensation Program; and previous Metrolinx project on Snider Street. 

Common questions, comments, and concerns relating to the New Track and Facilities TPAP included: 

• Concerns about increased noise impacts for residents living near rail tracks;   

• Potential property impacts; and 

• Cost and timeline associated with the Project.  

Many participants noted they were looking forward to reviewing the anticipated effects and mitigation 
measures in the next round of consultation. Several participants expressed support for the reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions due to electrification.  

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms. 
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FIGURE 8-2 MEETING IN MARKHAM - FEBRUARY 18, 2020 

City of Barrie Public Meeting – February 19, 2020 

Approximately 40 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 32 who signed-in at the door. The 
meeting took place at the Southshore Community Centre, in Barrie. Nine (9) comment forms were 
received at the Public Meeting. Staff from the City of Barrie and Town of Innisfil, and a representative 
from MPP Andrea Khanjin (Barrie-Innisfil)’s office were also in attendance.  

Participants said the meeting was informative and staff were knowledgeable and helpful. Participants 
also expressed that they are looking forward to the next round of Public Meetings with more details about 
GO Expansion.  

Overall, participants were supportive of and excited about planned service increases to and from Barrie. 
Common questions, comments, and concerns included: details on proposed infrastructure; potential 
property and natural heritage impacts, and anticipated timelines for completing GO Expansion and the 
proposed electrified rail service. Some participants also inquired about the potential for expanding 
existing parking lots at GO stations, whether there are plans for developing a new GO stations in Innisfil, 
and opportunities for transit-oriented development (TOD) at GO stations. Participants were also 
interested in the future of the GO bus service, and other Metrolinx projects across the region. 
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Common questions, comments, and concerns relating to the New Track and Facilities TPAP included: 

• Project schedule including timeline for construction, service increases, construction for proposed 
infrastructure, double tracking, electrification, and tree removals;  

• Timeline for double tracking on the Barrie corridor. 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms. 

 

FIGURE 8-3 PUBLIC MEETING IN BARRIE – FEBRUARY 19, 2020 

Scarborough South Public Meeting – February 24, 2020 

Approximately 80 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 68 who singed-in at the door.  The 
meeting took place at the Scarborough Civic Centre, in Scarborough. There were 32 comment forms 
received at the Public Meeting. Toronto Councillor Thompson (Ward 21, Scarborough Centre) and City of 
Toronto staff were also in attendance. 

In general, participants said they found the meeting information and staff were knowledgeable. Some 
participants suggested having Metrolinx’s Property Acquisition team present at the next round of Public 
Meetings. 
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Overall, participants were engaged and supportive of GO Expansion. Common questions, comments, 
and concerns included: planned service increases; P3 procurement model; anticipated project and 
construction timelines; integration with TTC services; and other Metrolinx projects; potential property 
acquisition and other property impacts. Several residents that received property owners’ letters from 
Metrolinx were interested in learning about potential property impacts on Aylesworth Avenue. 
Participants provided a range of feedback on the proposed bridge and tunnel options for Havendale 
Road and Corvette Avenues.  

Common questions, comments, and concerns relating to the New Track and Facilities TPAP included: 

• Proposed procurement model for constructing and maintaining the newly proposed Don Valley 
and Unionville layover facilities; 

• Concerns over potential conflict between the planned VIA Rail High Frequency Rail Project and 
the Don Valley Layover facility; and 

• Multiple questions on anticipated timeline for construction and electrification of the Richmond Hill 
corridor. 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms. 

 

FIGURE 8-4 PUBLIC MEETING IN SCARBOROUGH - FEBRUARY 24, 2020 
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Town of Aurora Public Meeting – February 24, 2020 

Approximately 80 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 73 who signed-in at the door.  The 
meeting took place at the Aurora Community Centre, in Aurora. There were 17 comment forms received 
at the Public Meeting. Councillors Wendy Gaertner, Sandra Humfryes and Rachel Gilliland; members of 
the Town Park Area Residents Ratepayers Association, and Aurora Village Co-op; York Region staff; 
and a reporter from local newspaper, The Auroran, were also in attendance. 

Overall, participants found staff knowledgeable and helpful, and were interested in seeing more details 
on the results of the environmental studies at the next round of Public Meetings. Some participants 
suggested having the meeting materials focus on infrastructure proposed in Aurora. 

Participants were engaged and supportive of GO Expansion. Common questions, comments, and 
concerns included: anticipated timeline for planned service increases; anticipated GO Expansion 
construction and operation timelines; property acquisition process; construction impacts associated with 
the proposed Wellington Street grade separation; traffic impacts associated with proposed construction, 
increased noise and vibration impacts due to planned service increases; lack of commuter parking at GO 
stations; and tree removals and compensation. 

Common questions, comments, and concerns relating to the New Track and Facilities TPAP included: 

• Concerns about possible increase in noise and vibration levels as a result of the planned service 
increases; 

• Questions about planned noise wall locations and potential impacts; 

• Inquires about anticipated timeline for double tracking on the Barrie corridor; and 

• General questions on the TPAP/EA process. 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms. 
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FIGURE 8-5 PUBLIC MEETING IN AURORA - FEBRUARY 24, 2020 

Don Valley Public Meeting – February 25, 2020 

Approximately 35 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 25 who signed-in at the door. The 
meeting took place at the Evergreen Brickworks, in Toronto. There were 7 comment forms received at 
the Public Meeting. Staff from the City of Toronto and Evergreen Brickworks also attended the meeting. 

Overall, participants were engaged and supportive of GO Expansion. Common questions, comments, 
and concerns included: anticipated timeline for planned service increases; types of procurement 
proposed for each project; utilization of the Don Branch and the opportunities to improve access between 
the Union Station Rail Corridor (USRC) and other GO rail corridors; proposed plans for flood mitigation at 
the proposed Don Valley Layover site; involvement of non-profits in the Vegetation Removal and 
Compensation Program; process for tracking vegetation compensations; service integration with other 
transit service provides; and potential construction impacts due to the proposed Don Valley Layover 
facility.  

Common questions, comments, and concerns relating to the New Track and Facilities TPAP included: 

• General questions on the Project’s proposed procurement model; 

• General questions on the TPAP/EA process; 
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• Support for utilizing the Don Branch for the planned Don Valley Layover;  

• Inquires about opportunities for using shared facilities at the Don Valley layover; 

• Concerns about potential construction impacts on the existing Don River trail; and 

• Inquires about the proposed timeline for proposed bridges work at and around the proposed Don 
Valley Layover facility. 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms.  

 

FIGURE 8-6 PUBLIC MEETING IN TORONTO - FEBRUARY 25, 2020 

City of Burlington Public Meeting – February 26, 2020 

Approximately 30 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 27 that signed-in at the door. The 
meeting took place at the Central Recreation Centre, in Burlington. There were 5 comment forms 
received at the Public Meeting. Staff from Sun Chemicals Plant and developers for the planned 
townhouses on Glendor Avenue; and City of Burlington and City of Mississauga staff were also in 
attendance. 
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Overall, participants were engaged and supportive of GO Expansion and planned service increases. 
Common questions, comments, and concerns included: anticipated timeline for electrification, potential 
impacts due to the proposed Beach Layover facility including impacts on surrounding properties due to 
planned service increases; concerns about potential noise, vibration, and visual impacts; potential 
employment and job creation opportunities. Some participants suggested increasing the number of 
mailed Public Meeting notifications in the City of Burlington and adding more information about the 
proposed Beach Layover facility on the project website. 

Common questions, comments, and concerns relating to the New Track and Facilities TPAP included: 

• Lack of public notices for round one public meetings; 

• Participants found the Project website hard to navigate and information not clear; 

• Concerns about Beach Layover included: 

o Potential visual impacts on future planned development near the proposed Beach Layover 
facility; 

o Anticipated construction timeline; 

o Potential noise impacts due to the proposed train wash facility at Beach Layover; 

o Potential construction impacts and mitigation measures for shunting noise from trains; 

o Various questions about anticipated project timelines including construction timeline for the 
planned track and signals work; 

o Potential impacts on existing employment in the area due to the proposed Beach Layover 
facility; and 

o Potential impacts on the City of Burlington’s employment density targets set by the Province 
since the proposed site is currently zoned as employment. 

It should be noted that the Beach Layover facility is no longer part of the scope of the New Track and 
Facilities TPAP. Two potential sites were previously under consideration and presented to the public 
during Round One and Round Two: The Beach and Walkers Line Layover sites, both of which are within 
the City of Burlington. It has since been determined that the Walkers Line site is the preferred location to 
host the proposed layover facility on the Lakeshore West Corridor.  This decision was made after 
consulting with the public and other stakeholders throughout 2020, and after completing a number of 
studies to assess potential impacts to the environment. 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms. 
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FIGURE 8-7 PUBLIC MEETING IN BURLINGTON - FEBRUARY 26, 2020 

Agincourt Public Meeting – February 26, 2020 

Approximately 25 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 20 individuals who signed-in at the 
door.  The meeting took place at the Metropolitan Centre, in Scarborough. There were 5 comment forms 
received at the Public Meeting. City of Toronto Councillor Jim Karygiannis (Ward 22), members of the 
Agincourt Village Community Association, and City of Toronto staff were in attendance. 

Overall, participants were engaged and supportive of GO Expansion and planned service increases. 
Common questions, comments, and concerns included: potential impacts of proposed infrastructure; 
anticipated construction timelines and potential impacts; options for enhancing existing safety measures 
at level crossings; noise mitigation; and other suggestions for service improvements. Participants also 
shared a range of opinions proposed on the Havendale Road. 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms. 
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FIGURE 8-8 PUBLIC MEETING IN AGINCOURT - FEBRUARY 26, 2020 

Downtown Toronto Public Meeting – February 27, 2020 

Approximately 40 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 30 individuals who signed-in at the 
door. The meeting took place at George Brown College, Downtown Campus, in Toronto. There were 7 
comment forms received at the Public Meeting. MPP Suze Morrison (Toronto-Centre) and City Toronto 
staff were in attendance. Representatives of the Union Station Rail Corridor (USRC) East Community 
Advisory Committee (CAC) attended and expressed concerns about idling trains, neighbourhood 
impacts, and about vegetation removal. Members of the local media, specifically authors and transit 
bloggers were also in attendance.  

Overall, participants were engaged and supportive of GO Expansion and planned service increases. 
Common questions, comments, and concerns included: anticipated timeline for electrification; Vegetation 
Removal and Compensation Program; flood protection on the Richmond Hill corridor and at the proposed 
Don Valley Layover site; potential EMF/EMI impacts associated with electrification; potential air quality 
impacts; potential conflicts between VIA Rail HFR plans and the proposed Don Valley Layover facility; 
potential new GO stations; and the Ontario Line. There were also a few suggestions to host Public 
Meetings to present all local planned and proposed transit projects within Downtown Toronto.  

Common questions, comments, and concerns relating to the New Track and Facilities TPAP included: 

• Coordination with Via Rail plans for High Frequency Rail (HFR) at the Don Branch and potential 
conflicts with the proposed Don Valley Layover; 
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• Concerns about flood mitigation on the Richmond Hill corridor; 

• Concerns about potential disruptions to the Lower Don trail due to construction of the proposed 
access road; 

• Concern about potential EMI/EMF impacts on commercial buildings and businesses located 
along tracks proposed for electrification especially data centres, trading floors, etc.; and  

• Councillor Morrison expressed concern about diesel trains operating in Cabbagetown and 
Regent Park and reasons behind having only a portion of Richmond Hill corridor electrified. 

 

FIGURE 8-9 PUBLIC MEETING IN DOWNTOWN TORONTO - FEBRUARY 27, 2020 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms. 

Town of Whitby Public Meeting – February 29, 2020 

Approximately 120 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 92 individuals who signed-in at the 
door.  The meeting took place at the Abilities Centre, in Whitby. There were 24 comment forms received 
at the Public Meeting. Metrolinx’s Bowmanville Extension Project Team; Durham Region Chair and CEO 
John Henry; former Clarington Regional Councillor Willie Woo; members of the Whitby Active 
Transportation and Safe Roads Advisory Committee; Clarington staff; and, staff from the Snap’d and 
Toronto Star newspapers were also in attendance. 
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Overall, participants were interested in learning about GO Expansion but had attended the meeting 
primarily to learn about the proposed Bowmanville Extension Project. Common questions, comments, 
and concerns about the GO Expansion projects included: support for the planned service increases and 
infrastructure improvements; anticipated timeline for electrification and the type of future rail fleet; and 
other Metrolinx planned and proposed projects. Many participants thought the main purpose of the 
meeting was to provide information on the Bowmanville Extension Project, which was the subject of a 
major announcement in the days leading up to the meeting. No comments on studies or proposed 
infrastructure were received at this meeting. Participants inquired mostly about the Bowmanville 
Extension Project. 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms.  

 

FIGURE 8-10 PUBLIC MEETING IN WHITBY - FEBRUARY 29, 2020 

City of Vaughan Public Meeting – February 29, 2020 

Approximately 30 individuals attended the Public Meeting, including 27 who signed-in at the door.  The 
meeting took place at the Vaughan City Hall, in Vaughan. There were 8 comment forms received at the 
Public Meeting. Regional Councillor Gino Rosati; City of Vaughan Councillor Marilyn Iafrate; 
representatives of the York Major Holdings Council and Canada-China Business Council were also in 
attendance. 

Overall, participants were engaged and supportive of GO Expansion and the Electrification Program. 
Common questions, comments, and concerns included: proposed transit improvements to accommodate 
planned service increases; decreasing car dependency for station access; replacing old, noisy, diesel 
trains; anticipated construction timelines; potential impacts on businesses; vegetation removals; potential 
noise and vibration impacts; and proposed new GO stations. 
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Common questions, comments, and concerns relating to the New Track and Facilities TPAP included: 

• Questions about the anticipated construction timeline and duration; 

• Questions about the anticipated release date for the noise and vibration studies. 

 

FIGURE 8-11 PUBLIC MEETING IN VAUGHAN - FEBRUARY 29, 2020 

Appendix P4 provides detailed description of the feedback shared with Project staff at the meeting, as 
well as submitted comment forms. 

Summary of Public Comments Received 

Comments were received via a variety of communication channels prior to, and during, Round One 
Public Meetings.  All comments were logged, and responses provided in the same format as the 
comment was received (i.e. a phone call was responded with a phone call, a mailed letter received a 
mailed written response, etc.). 

The comment period for Round One Pre-Planning Phase public meetings was between February 18, 
2020 and March 13, 2020.  A total of 12 emails and 3 letters were received through the Project email 
account during the comment period. 
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Overall, 130 comment forms were submitted as part of the Round 1 Pre-Planning Phase Public 
Meetings. When a meeting attendee had a verbal comment, staff provided them with a comment form 
and encouraged them to write down their comments so that it could be formally addressed. Copies of the 
completed comment forms are included in Appendix P4. 

Some of the feedback received was related to topics that were outside the scope of the New Track and 
Facilities TPAP or GO Expansion. The key themes of the comments/feedback received included but 
were not limited to the topics listed below. These have been categorized into “Related to New Track and 
Facilities TPAP Scope” and “Other Comments”. 

Related to New Track and Facilities TPAP Scope: 

• General support for the Project; 

• Types of new facilities proposed under the TPAP (layovers and storage yard); 

• Utilizing the Don Branch to service the proposed Don Valley Layover;  

• Flood protection measures at the Don Valley Layover; 

• Concerns related to potential conflicts with the proposed Don Valley Layover and VIA Rail’s 
proposal for High Frequency Rail (HFR); 

• Noise and visual concerns related to the proposed Beach Layover; 

• Potential impacts to local businesses and employment due to the proposed Beach Layover 
facility;  

• Inquires related to anticipated construction timeline and duration; 

• Inquires related to anticipated publish date for noise and vibration study; and 

• Inquires related to EA process and timelines. 

Other Comments 

• General support for GO Expansion and planned service increases; 

• Inquires about anticipated project and construction timelines; 

• Comments about other ongoing Metrolinx projects (planned and in progress);  

• Concerns about potential vibration levels associated with proposed service increases;  

• Concerns related to noise from increased train service and whistling; 

• When/where new GO stations will be implemented; 

• Concerns about potential noise, vibration, parking, traffic, and construction impacts due to the 
proposed infrastructure; 

• Concerns about potential project specific property impacts;  

• Interest in seeing the results of environmental and technical studies at the next round of Public 
Meetings;  

• Anticipated train technology for the future rail fleet; 

• Potential property impacts and anticipated timelines for GO Expansion;  

• Vegetation and tree removal and compensation;  
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• Inquires about the P3 (Public Private Partnerships) procurement model;  

• Concerns about potential property acquisitions and evaluations; and 

• Potential electromagnetic fields (EMF) and electromagnetic interference (EMI) impacts to local 
businesses and residents.  

Overall, positive feedback for the New Track and Facilities TPAP was expressed by the public, with a 
consensus that most participants were interested in learning about the types of new facilities proposed 
under the TPAP (layovers and storage yard), the importance of the proposed facilities, and site selection 
process. Some participants were supportive of utilizing the Don Branch to service the proposed Don 
Valley Layover facility. Participants also inquired about whether Metrolinx is proposing any flood 
protection measures at the Don Valley Layover facility site; whether the proposed Layover will result in 
any conflicts with VIA Rail’s proposal for High Frequency Rail (HFR); potential noise and visual effects 
that may result from the proposed Beach Layover facility; and potential impacts to local businesses and 
employment due to the proposed Beach Layover facility. 

Table 8-5 summarizes the key issues/comments/questions related to the New Track and Facilities TPAP 
that were raised by the public as part of the Round One Pre-Planning public consultation, and how they 
were considered by Metrolinx. Copies of all public comments received can be found in Appendix P7.  
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 Pre-Planning Phase Public Consultation Round Two – Virtual Open House (August 18, 2020- 
September 1, 2020) 

Metrolinx posted a Notice of Virtual Open Houses in order to inform stakeholders and the public of the 
Round Two of public consultation. 

E-Mail Invitation 

Metrolinx sent out invitations to participate in Round Two Virtual Open House via e-mail to individuals 
identified on the Project’s Master Contact List and during Round One public meetings. Each e-mail 
provided an update, an overview and a key map of proposed infrastructure for each of three (3) TPAP 
projects: Scarborough Junction Rail-to-Rail Grade Separation TPAP, Stouffville Corridor Grade 
Separations TPAP, and New Track and Facilities TPAP. The invitation included the start date of the 
upcoming virtual open houses and details on how stakeholders and the public can participate. 
Instructions were provided on how the recipients could send their questions, comments and concerns on 
the projects. 

A sample copy of the e-mail invitation is included in Appendix P2. 

Virtual Open House Overview 

Round Two of the virtual open house was intended to: 

• Provide an overview of the TPAP, update project timelines, progress of the EA studies, and 
detailed new track and facilities infrastructure requirements; 

• Address comments and concerns; and 

• Obtain feedback to improve the implementation of the project. 

All virtual open house materials were made available on the Metrolinx Engage website between August 
18 and September 1, 2020 and will remain available for the public to view at any time. 

Web Pages 

Informational web pages and boards/panels presented project information. Some boards/panels included 
a “New Information Shared in Round 2” badge to identify new information being shared in this round of 
public consultation. 13 new panels were posted on the Metrolinx Engage website to present new 
information for the New Track and Facilities TPAP. Online comment forms (see Appendix P5) were the 
primary mechanism for submitting comments and feedback on the Project, and a summary report was 
prepared to document the feedback collected during the virtual open house (see Appendix P5). This 
report outlined how stakeholders and the public were engaged during the virtual open house, how and 
what content was presented, overall participation, and the types of feedback received.  

The New Track & Facilities website is organized by the following pages: About, Proposed Infrastructure 
& Studies, Your Feedback, and Important Documents (see Figure 8-12).  
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• Proposed Rail Layover and Train Storage Yard Facilities. Informational panels were provided for 
each of the four proposed layover and train storage facilities: 

o Beach Layover Facility - City of Burlington  

o Walkers Line Layover Facility - City of Burlington 

o Unionville Storage Yard Facility - City of Markham  

o Don Valley Layover Facility (revised design) - City of Toronto 

Each facility was linked to a separate package which contained informational boards/panels that 
described why the facility is required, its design elements and surrounding characteristics, potential 
effects, and proposed mitigation measures. The boards/panel also included an aerial site plan, a 
rendering of the proposed concept design for each facility, and an image of the existing site. 

• Proposed Track, Switch Locations and Platforms Across the Network. No new information was 
presented during Round Two. The content from the Round One informational boards/panels was 
included directly on the webpage, and a link was also provided to view the original Round One 
boards/panels. 

• Proposed Thickson Road Bridge Expansion. No new information was presented during Round 
Two. The content from the Round One informational boards/panels was included directly on the 
webpage, and a link was also provided to view the original Round One boards/panels. 

• Proposed Electrification of the Lower Richmond Hill Rail Corridor. No new information was 
presented during Round Two. The content from the Round One informational boards/panels were 
included directly on the webpage, and a link was also provided to view the original Round One 
boards/panels. 

• Key Preliminary Design and Construction Commitments. This section contained a link to 
boards/panels that contained information about Metrolinx’s key preliminary commitments to future 
works (following the TPAP) for New Track and Facilities Project. 

• Studies, Impacts, and Mitigation. This section describes what environmental studies comprise the 
New Track and Facilities TPAP.  Information about the preliminary impact assessments and 
proposed mitigation measures for the proposed rail layovers and train storage yard facilities were 
included in each of the four layover/storage yard facility boards/panels presented. 

A copy of the web pages are provided in Appendix P5.  

Summary of Virtual Open Houses 

In general, participants shared a range of feedback, including support for GO Expansion and more train 
service; questions about future plans, final designs, and proposed mitigation; and concerns about local 
construction and environmental impacts. 

Participants shared support for GO Expansion. Those that shared support for GO Expansion 
supported Metrolinx increasing service across the network and moving to cleaner (i.e., electric) train 
technology. Participants were interested to learn more about GO Expansion and the proposed 
infrastructure, schedule for service increases, and the timeline for the electric train service. Others 
commented that more service is good for students, for those who want to leave their car at home, and for 
distribution of benefits/employment opportunities along the corridors. Participants added that the 
proposed grade separations can improve safety in the neighbourhood. 

Frequently asked questions included: timelines for any associated property impacts, vegetation 
removals along GO corridors, construction impact mitigation for the proposed infrastructure, future 



  Metrolinx New Track and Facilities TPAP 
Final Environmental Project Report 

 
 

 

 37 Revision 02 
 05-Mar-2021 

operational noise impacts, proposed noise wall locations, and final designs for the proposed 
infrastructure. A few participants shared suggestions about construction plans; in particular, that there 
should be public consultation on construction plans, a 24/7 complaint number should be available, a 
supervisor on site to rectify issues promptly, and construction should occur during the daytime so that 
residents are not disturbed at night. 

Commonly shared concerns include: construction noise impacts (especially at night), traffic impacts 
during construction phases, air pollution impacts from increased train service, and potential impacts to 
habitats along the corridor. 

A few participants also shared feedback about the consultation process. There were a few 
comments that shared appreciation for public consultation. There was also some confusion about what is 
and is not included in GO Expansion. Some visitors said they did not see the project they wanted to talk 
about on the map or list of proposed infrastructure (most of those projects are not included in GO 
Expansion). There was also a question about the difference between ‘asking a question’ and ‘submitting 
a feedback’ form during the consultation. 

Summary of Public Comments Received 

Round Two of public consultation was well attended. Over 11,000 people visited the GO Expansion 
webpage to learn more about the program and its projects. From there, some members of the public 
went on to read about the individual projects in GO Expansion and provided feedback. A total of 72 
questions and feedback forms were submitted to Metrolinx via Metrolinx Engage. The project with the 
most visitors was New Track and Facilities, followed by the GO Rail Network Electrification Addendum 
and Scarborough Junction Grade Separation. Across all of the projects, visitors spent the most time on 
the Important Documents page for each respective project. 

Comments were received via a variety of communication channels prior to, and during, the Round 2 
Virtual Open House. All comments were logged, and responses provided in the same format as the 
comment was received (i.e., a phone call was responded with a phone call, a mailed letter received a 
mailed written response, etc.). 

The comment period for the Round 2 Pre-Planning Phase virtual open house was between August 18, 
2020, and September 1, 2020. A total of 12 emails and one voicemail was received during the comment 
period. 

Overall, 11 questions and 29 feedback forms were submitted as part of the Round 2 Pre-Planning Phase 
virtual open house for the New Track and Facilities TPAP. Copies of the comments are included in 
Appendix P5. 

Some of the feedback received was related to topics that were outside the scope of the New Track and 
Facilities TPAP or GO Expansion. The key themes of the comments/feedback received included but 
were not limited to the topics listed below. These have been categorized into “Related to New Track and 
Facilities TPAP Scope” and “Other Comments”. 

Related to New Track and Facilities TPAP Scope 

Concerns about potential noise and vibration impacts: Participants shared concerns about potential 
impacts to the natural environment and noise impacts from construction and operation of new layover 
and train storage facilities.  

Walkers Line Layover Facility: Questions about the process and timeline for any required property 
expropriation for the proposed Walkers Line layover facility were received.  

Don Valley Layover Facility: Participants wanted to know if the plans for the Don Valley layover facility 
would interfere with VIA Rail’s proposal for High Frequency Rail.  
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Switches: Participants suggested that Metrolinx consider weather-proof or heated switches to prevent 
freezing and impacts to train service, and to consider using swingnose crossing/movable point frogs to 
reduce noise and wear. 

Overall, a range of feedback for the New Track and Facilities TPAP was expressed by the public, with a 
consensus that most participants were interested in learning about the types of new facilities proposed 
under the TPAP (layovers and storage yard), the importance of the proposed facilities, and site selection 
process. Some participants were supportive of utilizing the Don Branch to service the proposed Don 
Valley Layover facility. Participants also inquired about whether Metrolinx is proposing any flood 
protection measures at the proposed Don Valley Layover facility site; potential noise and visual effects 
that may result from the proposed Beach Layover facility; and potential impacts to local businesses and 
employment due to the proposed Beach Layover facility. 

Other Comments 

Participants also shared feedback about Metrolinx’s other ongoing projects, future improvements, and 
policies. Other comments, advice, suggestions, and consideration include: 

• Implementing whistle cessation; 

• Providing more information about planned improvements in Milton, Kitchener, Niagara, Oshawa, 
and Bowmanville; 

• Providing an update on the Scarborough Golf Club grade separation construction; 

• Improving cycling connections to GO stations; 

• Improving transfers from GO to TTC;  

• Providing bikeshare opportunities at GO stations; 

• Providing more parking at Oshawa GO Station; 

• Reintroducing rush hour service at Rouge Hill GO Station; 

• Cleaning the washrooms on trains more frequently; and 

• Considering a new high-speed service between Kitchener, Hamilton, and Pearson airports to 
support economic and employment areas. 

• Additionally, feedback received during GO Expansion (Virtual Public Consultation Round Two) 
has been summarized and posted on Metrolinx’s News blog on September 15, 2020. 

Table 8-6 summarizes the key issues/comments/questions related to the New Track and Facilities TPAP 
that were raised by the public as part of the Round Two Pre-Planning Virtual Open House, and how they 
were considered by Metrolinx. Copies of all public comments received can be found in Appendix P7. 
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 Indigenous Communities and Nations Consultation 

Consultation with Indigenous communities and nations was carried out in parallel with public and agency 
consultation activities. As part of identifying potentially interested and affected Indigenous communities 
and nations, Metrolinx submitted a request to the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 
Environmental Assessment and Permissions Branch on September 18, 2019, to assist in identifying 
potentially interested and affected Indigenous communities as per the requirements of subsection 7(4) of 
the O.Reg. 231/08 (see Appendix P8 for a copy of this correspondence). In addition, Metrolinx 
conducted background research to create a draft list of potentially affected Indigenous communities 
based on the following: 

• The Aboriginal and Treaty Rights Information System (ATRIS) was consulted to identify the 
location of all Aboriginal groups within Ontario. This was further filtered to Indigenous 
communities in the vicinity of the TPAP study area (http://sidait‐atris.aadnc‐
aandc.gc.ca/atris_online/home‐accueil.aspx). 

• Information was gathered from the Ontario Ministry of Indigenous Affairs to spatially identify any 
Indigenous communities in the vicinity of the TPAP study area. 
(https://www.ontario.ca/page/ontario‐first‐nations‐map) 

• The Indigenous Stakeholder list from Metrolinx’s 2017 Electrification TPAP was referenced, as 
the New Track and Facilities TPAP includes electrification of the proposed infrastructure (i.e. to 
facilitate electric rolling stock) and covers much of the same study area as the 2017 study. 

The following communities were identified as potentially affected or having interest in the Project and 
were subsequently added to the Stakeholder Contact List: 

• Six Nations Grand River 

• Anishinabek Nation Union of Ontario Indians 

• Association of Iroquois and Allied Indians 

• Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation 

• Chippewas of Georgina Island 

• Curve Lake First Nation 

• Alderville First Nation 

• Hiawatha First Nation 

• Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation 

• Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation 

• Wahta Mohawks 

• Métis Nation of Ontario 

• Chippewas of Rama First Nation 

• Beausoleil First Nation 

• Moose Deer Point First Nation 

• Huron‐Wendat Nation 

• Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs Council 
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Huron-Wendat Nation (HWN) Annual Meeting – November 13, 2019 

In this meeting, Metrolinx provided an overview of ongoing and upcoming Metrolinx projects, including 
the New Track and Facilities TPAP. Metrolinx presented information on the proposed new infrastructure 
included in the Project scope; anticipated Project schedule; and archaeology assessments. Metrolinx 
noted that the Project Team will complete a gap analysis with previously completed projects/studies to 
determine if any Stage 2 Archeological Assessments are needed and if all impacted areas have a 
Stage1 Archeological Assessment completed. Metrolinx also noted that HWN will receive the 
Archeological Assessment reports for the project in 2020, and likely just Stage 1 and 2 reports may need 
to be completed in spring 2020.  

Curve Lake First Nation – April 8, 2020 

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss GO Expansion. Metrolinx presented an overview of the 
program and the associated projects that are underway, including the New Track and Facilities TPAP. 
Metrolinx provided an overview for the approach to the vegetation removal and compensation, as well as 
the archaeological assessment and cultural heritage studies conducted for the New Track and Facilities 
TPAP. Curve Lake First Nation suggested that with regards to vegetation, communities should be 
consulted during the development of end-use plans to identify if those with harvesting rights to the 
territory could benefit from these resources. The meeting concluded with an overview of program 
timelines and anticipated submitting dates for draft reports. 

Copies of meeting materials can be found in Appendix P8. 

 Property Owners Consultation 

Metrolinx acquired contact information for properties located within 100 m of the Study Area through 
Teranet, which owns and operates the Ontario Electronic Land Registration System. Subsequently, 
those property owners identified through this process were provided with a notification on February 1, 
2020, and all identified property owners later received the public notices listed in Table 8-2 (see 
Appendix P2) via Canada Post mail drops. These notices were also provided to condominium and 
apartment building managers within the Study Area for posting in common areas. At this time, Metrolinx 
also contacted owners of properties in proximity of proposed infrastructure. Notices for all rounds of 
public meetings as well as the Notice of Commencement and Notice of Completion were provided to all 
identified property owners as part of the Pre-Planning phase and the TPAP phase of the project. 

In addition, Metrolinx also contacted owners of properties being considered as potential locations for 
locating the Unionville Storage Yard. Metrolinx attempted to follow up with those property owners whose 
lands were considered as preferred facility locations prior to the Pre-Planning Phase public meetings. 
This was done either through telephone calls or in-person meetings. The majority of these meetings were 
held after the Round One public open houses in order to explain the Project and any potential impact to 
the property owners’ lands.  Discussions with property owners continued throughout the TPAP as 
required. 

 Property Owner Meetings 

In addition to the correspondence described above, Metrolinx attempted to follow up with those property 
owners whose lands were considered as preferred facility locations. This was done through conference 
calls. Discussions with property owners continued throughout the TPAP as required. 

Metrolinx met with owners of the properties being considered as potential locations for the Walkers Line 
Layover Site during the pre-planning phase of the TPAP. The proposed layover facility will include tracks 
within Metrolinx ROW. The site is required for accommodating crewing facilities, access road, parking lot 
and ancillary buildings. Metrolinx concluded that they will continue to review nearby sites for the 
proposed layover facility and updates provided to the property owners as appropriate.  
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 Review Agency Consultation 

All review agencies on the Stakeholder Contact List were sent an email on January 30, 2020, notifying 
them of Round One of public meetings. 

The Review Agencies that were contacted were: 

Federal Agencies 

• Impact Assessment Agency of Canada; 

• Canadian Transportation Agency; 

• Crown-Indigenous Relations and Northern Affairs Canada (CIRNAC); 

• Environment and Climate Change Canada (ECCC); 

• Fisheries and Oceans Canada; 

• Health Canada; 

• National Trust for Canada; 

• Parks Canada; and 

• Transport Canada. 

Provincial Agencies 

• Architectural Conservancy Ontario; 

• Central East Local Health Integration Network (LHIN); 

• Central Local Health Integration Network (LHIN); 

• Central West Local Health Integration Network (LHIN); 

• Conservation Ontario;  

• Infrastructure Ontario; 

• Ministry of Agriculture, Food, and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA); 

• Ministry of Children, Community and Social Services; 

• Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services (MCSCS); 

• Ministry of Economic Development, Job Creation and Trade; 

• Ministry of Education; 

• Ministry of Energy, Northern Development and Mines; 

• Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks; 

• Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism, and Culture Industries; 

• Ministry of Indigenous Affairs; 

• Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing; 

• Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry; 

• Ministry of Transportation (MTO); 
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• North Simcoe Muskoka Local Health Integration Network (LHIN); 

• Ontario Growth Secretariat (OGS); 

• Ontario Heritage Trust; and 

• Ontario Provincial Police (OPP). 

Municipal 

• City of Barrie; 

• City of Brampton; 

• City of Burlington 

• City of Markham; 

• City of Mississauga; 

• City of Oshawa; 

• City of Pickering; 

• City of Toronto; 

• City of Vaughan; 

• County of Simcoe; 

• Durham Region; 

• Halton Region; 

• Peel Region; 

• York Region; 

• Town of Ajax; 

• Town of Aurora; 

• Town of Bradford/West Gwillimbury; 

• Town of East Gwillimbury; 

• Town of Innisfil; 

• Town of Newmarket; 

• Town of Oakville; 

• Town of Whitby; 

• Town of Whitchurch-Stouffville; and 

• Township of King. 

Conservation Authorities 

• Halton Region Conservation Authority (CH); 

• Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority (LSRCA); 

• Central Lake Ontario Conservation Authority (CLOCA); and 
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• Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA). 

Other Stakeholders 

• Toronto Transit Commission (TTC); 

• VIA Rail; 

• Greater Toronto Airports Authority (GTAA); 

• Canadian Pacific Railway (CP); 

• Canadian National Railway (CN); 

• Nav Canada; 

• Canada Lands Company; 

• TD Canada Trust; and 

• Toronto Lands Corporation (TLC). 

The following review agencies on the Stakeholder Contact List were sent an e-mail between August 18 
and August 24, 2020, notifying them of Round Two of virtual open houses. 

Federal Agencies 

• Environment and Climate Change Canada; 

• Fisheries and Oceans Canada; 

• Greater Toronto Airports Authority; 

• Health Canada; 

• Impact Assessment Agency of Canada; 

• National Trust for Canada; 

• NavCanada; 

• Parks Canada; 

• Transport Canada; and 

• Transport Canada - Ontario Region. 

Provincial Agencies 

• Infrastructure Ontario; 

• Ministry of Agriculture, Food, and Rural Affairs; 

• Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services; 

• Ministry of Economic Development, Job Creation and Trade; 

• Ministry of Education; 

• Ministry of Energy, Northern Development and Mines; 

• Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks; 

• Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism, and Culture Industries; 
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• Ministry of Indigenous Affairs; 

• Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing; 

• Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry; 

• Ministry of Transportation; 

• Ontario Growth Secretariat; 

• Ontario Heritage Trust; and 

• Ontario Provincial Police. 

Municipal 

• Halton Region; 

• City of Burlington; 

• Town of Oakville; 

• Peel Region; 

• City of Brampton; 

• City of Mississauga; 

• City of Toronto; 

• City of Barrie; 

• Town of Aurora; 

• Region of York; 

• City of Markham; 

• Durham Region; 

• City of Oshawa; 

• Town of Whitby; 

• Town of Pickering; and 

• County of Simcoe. 

Conservation Authorities  

• Central Lake Ontario Conservation Authority; 

• Halton Region Conservation Authority; 

• Credit Valley Conservation; 

• Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority; and 

• Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA). 

Other Stakeholders  

• Ontario Power Generation; 

• Hydro One Networks Inc.; 
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• 407 ETR Concession Co. Ltd.; 

• VIA Rail; 

• Canadian Pacific (CP); and 

• Canadian National (CN). 

A list of review agencies contacted is included in Appendix P1 and copies of notifications sent to review 
agencies are included in Appendix P3. Copies of review agency correspondence and meeting materials 

can be found in Appendix P10. 

 Federal 

Metrolinx has worked to coordinate reviews of key items with Federal Agencies where possible. A 
number of Federal Agencies have been notified of major project milestones and will remain on the 
Stakeholder Contact List unless they ask to be removed. It should be noted that no Federal Agencies 
provided questions/comments or requested to meet with the Project Team to discuss the New Track and 
Facilities TPAP. 

 Provincial 

Metrolinx has worked to coordinate reviews of key items with Provincial Agencies where possible. A 
number of Provincial Agencies have been notified of major project milestones and will remain on the 
Stakeholder Contact List unless they ask to be removed. A summary of consultation with provincial 
agencies is described in the following sections. 

Ministry of Transportation (MTO) Meeting – September 16, 2019 

The purpose of this meeting was to provide an introduction of the project to MTO staff and answer any 
preliminary questions. Metrolinx staff explained the scope of the project and how it fits into GO 
Expansion. An overview of New Track and Facilities infrastructure was provided followed by an overview 
of the timeline and next steps of the project.  

Metrolinx provided detail on proposed work within or adjacent to MTO ROW on the Lakeshore East 
Corridor. MTO expressed concern with the proposed track to the north at Pickering GO station as it may 
impact an existing access road. MTO believes this access road is a Metrolinx feature. Metrolinx 
responded that the access road was built during construction of the Pickering GO station pedestrian 
bridge and confirmed that the access road is located within the MTO lands. Metrolinx also confirmed that 
teams are investigating internally the current use of the feature and will provide a confirmation once the 
investigation is concluded. Metrolinx followed up with MTO post meeting to confirm that the proposed 
track within the Pickering GO segment is no longer within the scope of this Project.  

Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks Meeting #1 – August 21, 2020 

Metrolinx held a meeting with MECP to discuss filing the Notice of Completion and the 35-day Minister 
review period. The outcome of the meeting is that Metrolinx will stagger the Notice of Completion dates 
for GO Expansion projects to allow MECP enough time to create their decision packages for Minister’s 
signoff.  Lastly, the 120-day TPAP phase for the New Track and Facilities project has been shortened to 
achieve project timelines. 

Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks Meetings – Ongoing 

Metrolinx and MECP meet on a bi-weekly basis to discuss project schedules for the three GO Expansion 
TPAPs (including the New track and Facilities TPAP) and GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP 
Addendum. Typically, these informal meetings provide an opportunity for Metrolinx to update the MECP 
on upcoming project activities. 
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Peel Region – February 20, 2020 

Peel Region shared various questions and concerns on the materials provided in the Information 
Package with regard to the New Track and Facilities TPAP and proposed work for the Kitchener corridor. 
Metrolinx provided a response on April 7, 2020, that addressed all questions/comments received. A copy 
of the comments received from Peel Region and responses provided by Metrolinx are included in 
Appendix P9. 

City of Markham – February 18, 2020 

City of Markham Planning and Engineering department shared various questions and concerns on the 
materials provided in the Information Package with regard to the New Track and Facilities TPAP; 
specifically, the proposed Unionville Storage Yard. Metrolinx provided a response on March 31, 2020, 
and a response on the comments received on the information provided at the public meeting on May 13, 
2020, that addressed all questions/comments received. A copy of the comments received from City of 
Markham and responses provided by Metrolinx are included in Appendix P9. 

Technical advisory committee meetings were held with key stakeholders that are directly impacts by the 
New Track and Facilities TPAP (see Section 8.2.4). 

 Conservation Authorities 

A list of Conservation Authorities contacted is included in Section 8.2.3 and Appendix P1 and copies of 
notifications sent to review agencies are included in Appendix P3. Copies of review agency 
correspondence and meeting materials can be found in Appendix P9. 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) 

On February 19, 2020, TRCA sent an initial response letter to the notification of Round One Public 
Consultation meetings stating that staff has demonstrated interest in the New Track and Facilities TPAP 
and requested Metrolinx to forward one copy of any handouts or display materials from Public 
Consultation Meetings for TRCA’s record.  

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Meeting #1 – July 25, 2019 

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss and coordinate proposed project works within TRCA 
jurisdiction, which include the Don Valley (formerly Riverdale) Layover and Unionville Storage Yard. The 
meeting concluded with an update on the Electrification TPAP addendums and timelines for public 
consultation.  

Toronto and Region Conservation Meeting #2 – January 21, 2020 

The purpose of this meeting was to update TRCA staff on revised configuration for the Don Valley 
Layover Facility and Unionville Storage Yard, proposed work on the Richmond Hill corridor, and results 
of preliminary impact assessment studies.  

TRCA inquired whether excavation at the base of the Don River valley is required for the revised Don 
Valley Layover Facility. Metrolinx responded that the intent is to mimic existing elevations to the extent 
possible. TRCA expressed concern about potential impacts on stormwater management and had 
requested Metrolinx to identify areas close to the Don River where development should be avoided to 
reduce future flooding risks. TRCA also requested Cut/Fill Analysis and 2D hydraulic modelling to ensure 
floodproofing is accounted for at both the Don Valley Layover Facility Unionville Storage Yard sites.  

TRCA expressed concern about the proposed site for the Unionville Storage Yard as it may conflict with 
proposed municipal plans. TRCA also expressed concerns that there may be a possibility for tow erosion 
at the proposed Unionville Storage Yard site, which could impact long-term stability. TRCA added that 
slope stability and toe erosion assessments are strongly recommended at the reference concept design 
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phase. TRCA requested the addition of project specific output specification (PSO) language that will 
ensure Metrolinx contractors follow current stormwater management guidelines when preparing the 
detailed designs. 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Meeting #3 – May 4, 2020 

The purpose of this meeting was to update TRCA staff on revised configuration for the Don Valley 
Layover facility; share results of preliminary impact assessment studies for the revised configuration; and 
discuss the process required for conducting a 2D Hydraulic Modelling at both the Don Valley Layover 
and Unionville Storage Yard sites.  

Metrolinx presented an overview of potential impacts at the revised Don Valley Layover configuration, 
which included a detailed summary of stormwater management constraints/challenges, utility 
constraints/challenges, and wetland impact mitigation. TRCA staff expressed concerns about the 
proposed Don Valley Layover site as the design is within the 5-10 year storm range, which is considered 
a frequent flood area. Metrolinx then presented an update on the Unionville Storage Yard site. Metrolinx 
also noted that commitment language for Slope Stability Analysis will be included in the Final 
Environmental Project Report (EPR) to ensure that the Analysis is conducted during detailed design.  

Metrolinx also provided an update on the outcomes of internal discussions with regard to conducting 2D 
Hydraulic Modelling at the proposed Don Valley Layover and Unionville Storage Yard sites. Metrolinx 
inquired about the requirements for conducting the 2D Hydraulic Modelling. TRCA responded that 
Metrolinx’s consultant is to provide grading plans so that TRCA can incorporate these plans into the 
model and generate various results. This will provide for a preliminary screening of areas of concern, 
which will then be the responsibility of Metrolinx to interpret the results and modify the design as 
required. 

The meeting concluded with a brief update on the Project timeline, including when the Draft EPR will be 
circulated to the Government Review Team; deadline for submitting comments; and anticipated timeline 
for issuing the Notice of Commencement.  

Halton Region Conservation Authority Meeting – August 19, 2019 

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss and coordinate proposed project works within CH 
jurisdiction, which include the Beach Layover. The meeting concluded with an overview of project 
implementation, TPAP and consultations timelines. 

CH noted that the proposed site for the new Beach City layover is part of the upper Rambo Creek 
Watershed that discharges through the Hager Creek Diversion Channel. Floodplain modelling or a 
meander belt assessment may be required; CH suggested conducting a site visit to determine next 
steps. CH also suggested expanding the proposed stormwater management approach to also consider 
riparian storage (the amount of water stored in the channel, not including water stored in culverts and 
other man-made features.  

 Technical Advisory Committee Engagement 

Metrolinx held meetings with seven (7) Technical Advisory Committees (TAC). Each committee included 
staff members from various municipalities in the associated TAC region. Overall 14 meetings were held 
with an average number of two (2) meetings held in each of the following regions: 

• York Region – Aurora TAC 

o Including Town of Aurora, City of Vaughan, and Town of Newmarket. 

• Simcoe County TAC 

o Including County of Simcoe and City of Barrie. 
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Simcoe TAC Meeting #1 – October 18, 2019 

During this meeting, Metrolinx introduced the Project, Early Works and Project scope, and TPAP 
timeline, an overview of the OnCorr Vegetation Removal and Compensation Program, and an update on 
technical studies and upcoming public consultation meetings to be completed part of the TPAP. Metrolinx 
also informed County of Simcoe and City of Barrie that the Metrolinx’s Community Relations Team is in 
the process of scheduling meetings with elected officials before the end of December 2019. Simcoe 
County and the City of Barrie staff requested advance notice before elected official briefings occur, 
including the materials to be presented. 

The meeting concluded with The City of Barrie and the Simcoe County staff requesting a one-page 
summary of Project. They requested that the focus be on the Barrie corridor, with details about the 
system-wide objectives. 

The meeting concluded with an overview of the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, 
Project timelines and schedules. 

Durham TAC Meeting #1 – July 4, 2019 

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an overview of GO Expansion, New Track and Facilities TPAP, 
anticipated timeline, anticipated technical studies, and expected timeline for public consultation. Metrolinx 
also presented a summary of proposed work within the Lakeshore East corridor. 

A question was raised about the status of Metrolinx’s proposed 3rd track near Guildwood GO Station; 
Metrolinx responded that it has been descoped and combined with a project further to the west. All 
previous elements east of the Rouge River and within the river itself have been descoped from the 
previous project. 

Town of Whitby staff noted they are experiencing flooding issues near Lynde Creek at the rail tracks. The 
Town has an EA in progress to examine installing additional culverts; the EA study will be provided to 
Metrolinx. 

Metrolinx presented an overview of the proposed work at the Thickson Road Underpass and anticipated 
construction footprint. Durham Region informed Metrolinx that there is a project underway to widen 
Thickson Road and add a multi-use path beneath the structure by cutting into the embankment and 
constructing retaining walls (approximately 90% design completion). Tendering is expected for 2020. 
Metrolinx requested a copy of the current design, so it can be considered and incorporated within the 
structure expansion RCD. Metrolinx clarified that while the TPAP Statement of Completion is anticipated 
in November 2020, Project Co will be responsible for implementing the improvements, and impacts to the 
Thickson Road structure may not occur for several years. 

Finally, Town of Whitby and Durham Region staff inquired about who the public will contact for 
complaints and other issues given the DBFOM model; Metrolinx responded they will remain the Owner of 
the infrastructure.  

The meeting concluded with an overview of the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, 
Project timeline and schedule.    

Durham TAC Meeting #2 – November 1, 2019 

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an update on proposed infrastructure within Durham Region 
including Thicken Road Bridge expansion and Oshawa GO Station platform upgrades. Metrolinx was 
requested to confirm whether work at Oshawa GO will encroach on the bus platform to the north. The 
Region requested Metrolinx provide a site plan drawing that illustrates all planned Metrolinx projects 
within the vicinity of the Oshawa GO Station, so that the Region has a complete understanding of 
proposed/planned initiatives, including timing and delivery. Additionally, Durham Region requested an 



  Metrolinx New Track and Facilities TPAP 
Final Environmental Project Report 

 
 

 

 62 Revision 02 
 05-Mar-2021 

options/cost analysis for the Bowmanville extension that examines different options, including those that 
go over Highway 401. 

Metrolinx also provided an overview of proposed public and indigenous consultation meetings and 
timeline for holding briefings with elected officials. To which the Region suggested that Metrolinx present 
to Council instead of individual councillor briefings. 

The meeting concluded with an update on the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, Project 
timelines and schedules. 

Durham TAC Meeting #3 – July 29, 2020 

The Region of Durham, City of Oshawa, Town of Whitby and CLOCA were invited to attend this meeting. 
During this meeting Metrolinx information on the proposed infrastructure within Durham Region which 
included a new third track from Whitby Maintenance facility to Oshawa GO (approximately 2.5 km of 
track work), the Thickson Road South Bridge Expansion, and new platform at Oshawa GO. Metrolinx 
provided the cross section of the Thickson Road Bridge to the attendees.  

CLOCA raised concerns that no hydraulic assessment is underway to assess potential floodplain impacts 
resulting from the expansion of the Thickson Road bridge structure. Metrolinx clarified that hydraulic 
assessment will continue during the conceptual design phase. Works by Metrolinx at Oshawa GO might 
encroach on the bus loop to the north and the impacts will be addressed by a separate project team. 
CLOCA requested for further investigation of all proposed work within the regulatory floodplain and 
Metrolinx confirmed that this will be included during future project phases. Metrolinx noted that they are 
aware of the parking difficulties at Oshawa GO and will take this into consideration as designs progress. 

The Region of Durham requested for a plan to show all project impacts in the area and roles of people 
who will undertake the projects, along with the impacts on the existing GO Station building and 
Bowmanville extension. Metrolinx clarified that the purpose of the New Track and Facilities TPAP is to 
examine conceptual impacts for new/upgraded tracks, new switches, layover/storage yard facilities, 
Thickson road bridge expansion, electrification of the RH Corridor (up to mile 4.4), and new GO Station 
platforms. The scope of the Bowmanville extension is being updated and consultation will resume in 
approximately 6 to 9 months. Metrolinx confirmed that they will provide meeting attendees with a ‘big 
picture’ depiction of what is proposed within Durham Region, recognizing that consultation has been with 
individual project teams to-date.  

Thickson Road South Bridge Expansion 

Metrolinx has retained Wood to complete the Reference Concept Design (RCD) for the structural 
expansion to accommodate the third track at Thickson Road Bridge. During this discussion, Metrolinx 
gave an update of the scope of the New Track and Facilities TPAP, which does not include culvert work; 
however, retaining walls are needed in the Corbett Creek Valley lands to support the additional third 
track. The temporary culvert at Corbett Creek has been removed which was previously installed during 
the East Rail Maintenance Facility Project. CLOCA inquired about the condition of the Corbett Creek 
culvert and whether a structural assessment would be appropriate. As the design advances, Metrolinx 
will further assess further utility impacts and mitigation measures, and maintain vertical clearance at 
Thickson Road Bridge by raising the tracks by approximately 0.4 m. Metrolinx shared that they have also 
identified potential property requirements on lands adjacent to the rail corridor that are zoned Greenbelt 
(G) to accommodate the retaining walls. 

TPAP Technical Studies 

Metrolinx informed attendees that all baseline conditions and impact assessments have been completed. 
Further to that, Metrolinx clarified that the electrification assessment was primarily completed in 2017 and 
the New Track and Facilities TPAP is a follow up assessment of new infrastructure that was not 
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assessed. Metrolinx confirmed that the OCS poles and substations plans are being managed by a 
separate team. The Region of Durham requested a road map of all proposed works; to which Metrolinx 
responded by confirming that a high-level explanation of the proposed works within Durham Region will 
be circulated. 
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Consultation 

Metrolinx proposed a tentative Virtual Public Consultation for August 18 to September 1, 2020. At this 
time, the Metrolinx communications team was preparing for a virtual round of consultation. Metrolinx 
intends to present a system wide project overview/update, proposed infrastructure, proposed 
layover/storage yard sites, future commitments and mitigation, updates of the GO Rail Network 
Electrification TPAP Addendum and how stakeholders, and public can get involved. Lastly, Metrolinx 
concluded the meeting with discussion regarding the Final EPR and that the attendees will receive the 
Final EPR, which addresses all comments to the fullest extent possible given the current level of design.  

Halton TAC Meeting #1 – May 15, 2019 

This meeting provided an overview of the Project, Project scope and timeline, and early works projects 
that will be completed in advance of the GO Expansion improvements, which include the Burloak Drive 
road-rail grade separation in Oakville and Dury Lane pedestrian bridge replacement in Burlington.  

The meeting also provided information on the proposed Beach Layover located near Plain Road and 
Brent Street. The City of Burlington inquired whether the proposed infrastructure will have impacts on 
existing structure on Plains Road, to which Metrolinx responded that no impacts to the structure are 
anticipated. It was also clarified that the proposed layover is for storage only, not maintenance. 

The meeting concluded with an overview of the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, 
Project timeline and schedule. 

Halton TAC Meeting #2 – October 22, 2019 

This meeting provided an overview on the Project, Project scope and timeline, proposed infrastructure in 
Halton, Beach Layover, Baseline Conditions, upcoming public consultation, GO Expansion timelines and 
schedule, commitments, and data request update. 

Halton Region staff inquired about possible impacts associated with the track upgrade planned in the 
vicinity of Oakville GO Station that transverses Chartwell Road. Metrolinx responded that there are no 
anticipated impacts to the creek or surface drainage, Overhead Catenary System (OCS) infrastructure 
will require foundations, and track upgrades are to be laid down in the existing disturbed Metrolinx right-
of-way. 

Conservation Halton (CH) and City of Burlington expressed the following concerns about the proposed 
Beach Layover site: 

• Possibility of on-site effluent discharge into the creek or municipal sewers. 

o Metrolinx explained that effluent will be treated on-site and then discharged to municipal 
sewers along Gray’s Lane. 

• Traffic impacts at the proposed location. 

o Metrolinx noted that Traffic Impact Assessment will commence shortly as part of the TPAP. 
Traffic Impacts to be assessed only at proposed layover locations. 

• CH requested completion of hydraulic modelling at the Layover location to ensure work will not 
impact adjacent lands. 

• On February 10, 2020, CH confirmed that the Non-Commercial, Recreational or Aboriginal 
Fishery designation does not impact CH’s assessment of features from a regulatory standpoint. 
The impact assessment and associated mitigation measures should consider the potential for 
hydrologic features to provide or contribute to any fish habitat. 
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Metrolinx informed attendees that they are currently in the process of completing final draft baseline 
conditions reporting for Archaeology, Cultural Heritage, Land Use and Socio-Economic, Visual, Natural 
Environment and Hydrogeology. Metrolinx added that reports will be shared with municipal staff to 
receive the reports for comment. Metrolinx added that impact assessment reporting will commence after 
the completion of the Baseline Conditions reporting. Conservation Halton noted that a preliminarily 
checklist for environmental assessment requirements will be provided to Metrolinx staff. 

The meeting concluded with an update on the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, GO 
Expansion timeline and Project schedule. 

Halton TAC Meeting #3 – June 18, 2020 

This meeting provided an overview of the Beach Layover Facility RCD; introduced a new potential 
layover site (i.e., Walkers Line); the status of the Draft EPR that was circulated on April 27, 2020; status 
of the Final Impact Assessment Reports; and upcoming Round Two of virtual public consultation. 

Metrolinx presented an overview of the final configuration for the Beach Layover facility, which addressed 
concerns the municipalities had previously shared such as possibility of on-site effluent discharge into 
the creek or municipal sewers; traffic impacts at the proposed location, etc. Metrolinx also emphasized 
that there are no anticipated utilities impacts due to the proposed layover; stormwater effluent generated 
within the layover site will be separated from flows generated elsewhere to allow treatment before 
discharge to the municipal storm sewer; and vehicle access to the site will be provided at both ends of 
the layover using existing roadways. 

Metrolinx then provided an overview of anticipated impacts due to the proposed Walkers Line Layover 
facility; including visual, hydrogeology, utilities, land use, archaeology, etc. Halton Region inquired 
whether both the Beach and Walkers Line Layover sites will be shown at the upcoming Round Two of 
public consultation. Metrolinx confirmed that both layovers will be presented to the public.  Halton Region 
also inquired about the timing for the upcoming public consultation. Metrolinx responded that the virtual 
public open houses are to be ‘live’ on Metrolinx’s Engage Website in Summer 2020, however the timeline 
is subject to change based on the provincial state of emergency.  

York – King TAC Meeting #1 – May 24, 2019 

This meeting provided an overview of the Project, Early Works projects, and proposed infrastructure as 
part of the TPAP; which include new King City layover, Unionville Storage Yard, Mount Joy GO Station 
new track and platform; TPAP timeline and technical studies to be completed. York Region expressed 
concern with the proposed timeline for initial build (2028) as it does not align with Metrolinx’s timeline for 
all-day service (2025), to which Metrolinx responded that all-day service level can be achieved on 
several corridors by 2025.  

The meeting concluded with an overview of the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, 
Project timelines and schedules. 

York – Markham TAC Meeting #1 – May 13, 2019 

This meeting introduced GO Expansion and the New Track and Facilities TPAP, project scope, and the 
new proposed Unionville Equipment Storage Yard, and Mount Joy GO station upgrades. The City of 
Markham expressed concerns that the new proposed storage facility does not align with the City’s vision 
for the community. City inquired whether it is possible to complete this work in the nearby Hydro One / 
Highway 407 Corridor or on other lands set aside for Metrolinx use. Metrolinx responded that the 
modelling has determined additional storage is needed throughout the corridor. In this case, Metrolinx 
requires additional storage to the north of Unionville GO station, and the preference is to have it as close 
to the station as possible. The City added that it is preparing a secondary plan update for the Markham-
Centre area, where the proposed site for the storage facility lies in, and so the City inquired whether the 
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storage facility preclude an east-west overpass or underpass. Metrolinx responded that the facility will be 
electrified, and vertical clearance is an issue for either an overpass or underpass. 

The meeting concluded with an overview of the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, 
Project timeline and schedule. 

York – Markham TAC Meeting #2 – January 31, 2020 

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an update of activities completed since the last TAC meeting, 
which included: baseline conditions reporting, Reference Concept Design (RCD) development, 
preparations for public meetings, beginning of impact assessment phase of the TPAP, updates to the 
TPAP scope, and stakeholder meetings. Metrolinx also provided an update on activities completed 
regarding the City’s concerns on the proposed Unionville Storage Yard. 

City of Markham and York Region staff expressed the following concerns with regard to the proposed 
Unionville Storage Yard: potential for slope issues at the far north end of the storage yard and the 
proposed site is located within proximity of an existing watercourse feature; and the City of Markham is 
currently developing the City of Markham Secondary Plan and has previously opposed placing a storage 
yard within what is proposed to become part of the designed Markham City Centre.  Metrolinx clarified 
that the majority of the proposed Unionville Storage Yard is within Metrolinx’s right-of-way (ROW), and a 
strip of privately-owned land extends the length of the storage yard. The City of Markham expressed 
concern with regard to the proposed access road as the proposed site and surrounding area are planned 
to be intensified under the Markham Secondary Plan. The City also inquired about the anticipated 
timeline for construction of the proposed Storage Yard. Metrolinx responded that GO Expansion RFP is 
expected to be released in Spring 2020, so construction is expected to take place in 2022. City of 
Markham inquired about the possibility to postpone the New Track and Facilities TPAP timeline so that 
the Secondary Plan can be advanced. Metrolinx explained that the project is on a tight timeline so 
postponing this work can be problematic. 

Metrolinx also presented the outcomes of the preliminary impact assessment studies for the Unionville 
Storage Yard, including anticipated property, stormwater management, utilities, and vegetation removal 
impacts. City of Markham staff inquired whether Metrolinx has approached the property owner that is 
anticipated to be affected due to the proposed Unionville Storage Yard. Metrolinx responded that initial 
discussion with the property owner have not yet commenced. York Region staff suggested examining 
whether the existing access road, which was built for the PanAm games, can be utilized for the Unionville 
Storage Yard to minimize potential property impacts. Metrolinx responded that this suggestion will be 
investigated by the project team. City of Markham staff inquired whether the proposed storage yard will 
be electrified by the time it is built, or will it transition from diesel to electric by the time of its opening. 
Metrolinx responded that the storage yard will be electrified from inception to allow for flexibility in 
daytime train movement and to accommodate increased service on the Stouffville corridor. 

The meeting concluded with an overview of anticipated EA timeline for 2020 with a recap of main tasks 
completed in 2019; lookahead schedule with anticipated next meeting (TAC #3) to occur in Spring 2020; 
and an overview of next steps, including preparation of draft EPR and commitment and mitigation 
measures. 

City of Toronto TAC Meeting #1 – August 16, 2019 

This meeting presented information on proposed infrastructure that is expected to take place within the 
City of Toronto. This included: 

• Riverdale Layover, now referred to as Don Valley Layover; 

• Resources Road Layover (not included within the New Track and Facilities TPAP scope); 
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• Keating Lands Potential Layover, which is no longer being explored under this Project; and 

• HONI Conflict Areas.  

The meeting also provided an overview of GO Rail Expansion Electrification TPAP Addendums and the 
OnCorr Vegetation and Compensation Program. 

The City expressed concerns regarding the proposed Don Valley (formerly Riverdale) Layover site which 
included: existence of floods along the proposed Don Valley Layover site, to which Metrolinx responded 
that teams are aware of the issue and will be receiving comments from TRCA regarding this matter. 
Existence of at least three pipelines which require specific setbacks, to which Metrolinx confirmed that 
consultation with Oil and Gas companies will take place. The City also noted some concerns with the 
access road. There is a point where the access road is parallel to a very narrow trail, which is extremely 
close to the Don River. The City added that there are gas pipes that run down the middle of the trail. 
Metrolinx noted this and stated that they would coordinate further with the City on this matter. 

The City also expressed concerns regarding the Keating Lands potential layover and suggested that 
Metrolinx use the risks/constraints provided in the meeting’s presentation as a basis to first determine if 
there are any resolutions. Additionally, the City requested additional detail on the following: list of 
components needed at the proposed site, constraints, conceptual layout, setbacks, and list of tracks to 
be electrified. Metrolinx also clarified that the Keating Lands potential layover is no longer being explored 
at this time. 

The meeting concluded with an update on the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, Project 
timelines and schedules. 

City of Toronto TAC Meeting #2 – October 9, 2019 

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an update of activities completed since the last TAC meeting that 
included: baseline conditions reporting, RCD development, preparations for public meetings, beginning 
of impact assessment phase of the TPAP, and stakeholder meetings. Metrolinx also provided an update 
on activities completed regarding the City’s concerns on the Don Valley Layover and the Resources 
Road Layover (not included within the New Track and Facilities TPAP scope).  

City of Toronto staff expressed various concerns regarding the Don Valley Layover, which included that 
Metrolinx will be required to finance and build the access road needed to provide HONI access; the 
existing gravel path to the HONI substation is not an access road (i.e. lacks sufficient base) and 
agreements with the City will be needed to use it. Therefore, everything south of the HONI substation 
would be considered a new road which will require Metrolinx to acquire more property. The City added 
that access to the Prince Edward Viaduct must be maintained and therefore there are concerns that this 
layover facility will cut off access to one or more piers. Additionally, the City mentioned that it was not 
sure about the ownership of the area beneath the viaduct and there are concerns with adding more 
impervious areas to the Lower Don Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA). Overview of impacts from the 
viaduct must be considered. The layover site is in a very visible area so there must be aesthetic 
considerations for the proposed buildings. The City advised care planning is required in this area. 

The City also expressed concern with the Resources Road Layover regarding effluent from the 
staff/storage building discharge to the municipal sanitary system; waste from trains being emptied into a 
holding tank. City of Toronto asked whether this is a change from the previous proposal assessed during 
the UP Express project; Metrolinx responded that the previous proposal did not go into this much detail 
and plans to treat effluent from vehicles and facilities will be presented to the City. 

The meeting concluded with an update on the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, Project 
timeline and schedule. 
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City of Toronto TAC Meeting #3 – December 12, 2019 

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an update of activities completed since the last TAC meeting that 
included: summary of proposed work on the Richmond Hill Corridor, Resources Road Layover update, 
revised and original Don Valley layover configuration and preliminary Impact Assessment for revised 
layover configuration, Vegetation Removal and Compensation Program, and commitments. The City of 
Toronto expressed various concerns with the revised Don Valley configuration, specifically:  

• Emergency vehicles turnaround; 

• Impacts on existing multipurpose trail; and 

• proposed Don Valley Layover location. 

Emergency Vehicle Turnaround Concerns 

The City expressed concerns with the egress point that was added at the south end of the layover for 
emergency egress of the track area (not occupied buildings), which connects to the Lower Don Trail. The 
City requested Metrolinx verify whether a retaining wall is required to accommodate the 3-4m difference 
in elevation between the trail/access road and the proposed track area. Additionally, the City noted that 
turnaround with adequate radii is required to allow emergency vehicles to exit via the north entrance and 
emergency vehicle access needs to be cleared with Toronto Fire before the City can sign-off on the 
RCD. Metrolinx responded that further analysis will be needed to verify whether the revised configuration 
can accommodate a turnaround on the current property parcel. The City inquired whether the southern 
emergency egress is redundant, as it connects to the same trail/access road as the northern access. 
Metrolinx responded that the southern entrance is solely intended for personnel working at track level.  

Concerns on the Impacts on Existing Multipurpose Trail  

The City expressed various concerns with anticipated impacts on the existing access road at the 
identified Don Valley Layover site. The City inquired about measures to separate the access road from 
adjacent trail during construction. Metrolinx clarified that a mesh wire fence is proposed as a temporary 
condition for construction; bollards are proposed as a permanent condition to separate the access road 
from the adjacent trail. To which the City requested that all separation measures be permeable to allow 
for drainage and suggested that a curb be incorporated into the access road design. The City also 
expressed concerns with accommodating the fencing (temporary and permanent) at pinch points on the 
trail that are experiencing existing erosion. The City also noted that physical separation between vehicles 
and Lower Don Valley Trail users is required; that separation for pedestrians and cyclists must be equal.  
Metrolinx inquired whether the City would consider a joint use of the access road. The City replied that it 
can not be accommodated if Metrolinx employees are making daily to the layover site.  

Concerns on the Proposed Don Valley Layover Location 

The City expressed disagreement with Metrolinx regarding the identified site for the proposed Don Valley 
site location. Amongst the reasons behind the City’s stance are the City’s Official Plan does not permit 
this type of infrastructure on the identified site; the new configuration has moved several facilities been 
onto the City of Toronto and TRCA lands and thus will have impacts on their properties; the City sees the 
proposed facility as more than train storage; concerns that Metrolinx has not assessed other site options 
for the Don Valley layover location; and the identified site is within an Environmentally Sensitive Area 
(ESA). Furthermore, the City requested the following from Metrolinx: identify properties affected by 
project plans due to encroachment temporary measures to facilitate productive discussions with 
applicable stakeholders; further examine possible mitigation measures to reduce impacts to non-
Metrolinx property; and further examine other site options that do not involve placing the Don Valley 
layover within an ESA.  
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The meeting concluded with an update of the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, Project 
timeline and schedule. 

City of Toronto TAC Meeting #4 – February 12, 2020   

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an update of activities completed since the last TAC meeting, 
which included: recap of Don Valley Layover configuration and impact assessment; revised Don Valley 
Layover designs; Resources Road Layover Preliminary Stormwater Management Assessment; 
commitments; and Round #1 of public consultation.  

Metrolinx clarified that north of Bloor Street is not within an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA). 
Shifting the facility to these lands would benefit the site plan approval process. City of Toronto responded 
that the area still parkland, so complications are not eliminated completely. City of Toronto inquired if 
there is a possibility for rehabbed tracks to the south to be used for the proposed Don Valley Layover. 
Metrolinx responded that this option was studied early in the RCD process, but was it did not meet 
desired service levels. Gannet Fleming provided an overview of Options 1 and 2 for Don Valley Layover 
and noted that only the linear storage option will be shown to the public at upcoming public meetings. 
City of Toronto inquired about what will happen if a pipeline breaches during construction. Metrolinx 
responded that there’s a depth of cover requirement and monitoring will be required. The City then noted 
that City staff will need to complete a utility review and requested drawings that show utilities more 
clearly. The City also inquired whether emergency vehicles would be able to make all required turning 
movements using the revised configuration. Metrolinx noted that emergency vehicle turning movements 
are to be confirmed. The City expressed concern with regard to proposed retaining wall in the Don Valley 
Layover location as clear sight lines were key design consideration for the Belleville Underpass. 
Metrolinx responded that visual impacts will be further examined once the final design is confirmed. 
Finally, the City requested Metrolinx to provide information on the feasibility of using rehabilitated tracks 
between Riverdale and Queen St as the layover. Metrolinx noted that project team will conduct options 
analysis using the City’s recommendation. 

The meeting concluded with an update of the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, Project 
timeline and next steps.    

City of Toronto TAC Meeting #5 – May 6, 2020 

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an update of project activities completed since the last TAC 
meeting, which included: completion of the options analysis for the Don Valley Layover; circulation of the 
Draft EPR and Impact Assessment reports for GRT review and comments; and completion of the Round 
One Public Consultation Summary Report.  

Metrolinx presented a brief summary of the Don Valley layover configuration and explained how the 
City’s comments were considered and incorporated into the revised configuration given that the facility 
has been shifted outside the Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) in response to the City’s feedback. 
Metrolinx will bring both the City and TRCA to a future meeting, recognizing that there will be certain 
elements that still need to be developed. 

Metrolinx presented an overview of the changes made in the revised configuration as a follow up to 
previous discussions with City of Toronto. Key new features of the revised configuration include: the 
facility is now located north of the Prince Edward Viaduct; reduction in parking spaces resulting in an 
overall decreased footprint; need for additional retaining walls (approximately 70 m) as a result of natural 
site topography; a relative increase in vegetation removals compared to the previous configuration, as 
the current proposal does not make use of pre-disturbed areas under the Viaduct; and the site now 
accommodates emergency turnaround capabilities (as per City of Toronto standards).  

City staff expressed various concerns about the revised configuration, including: the southern end of the 
proposed configuration appears to significantly overlap with the recently constructed Belleville 
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underpass; proximity of the proposed staff building to the existing Lower Don Trial; potential visual 
impacts of the proposed facility on the surrounding natural area; and potential conflicts with existing 
utilities. Metrolinx responded to each concern respectively as follows: the new configuration is based on 
the latest available aerial imagery from 2018 and that the proposed turnaround was moved 20 meters to 
the north so that there is a 15-meter separation from the end point of the turnaround to ensure no 
impacts to the Bellville underpass; considerations will be made with regard to moving the staff building 
further away from the trail; the design is still in a preliminary stage and so no visual function assessment 
was carried out and therefore this comment will be taken into consideration once the assessment has 
begun; and Metrolinx will coordinate with utility owners as necessary and conflicts will be avoided where 
possible.  

The meeting concluded with an update of the timeline of upcoming public consultation meetings, Project 
timeline and next steps.    

City of Toronto and TRCA TAC Workshop #6 – June 4, 2020 

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an overview of the modifications completed to address the City of 
Toronto’s comments on the Don Valley Layover final Site Concept Plan. The modifications address the 
City’s concerns about turnaround areas; support facilities and building complex; and Prince Edward 
Viaduct pier clearance. As such, the discussion is summarized below:  

Turnaround Areas Modifications 

Metrolinx provided an overview of the modifications completed to meet the City’s standards and to 
accommodate turnaround for emergency vehicles, and avoid any underground or overhead utilities. 
TRCA inquired whether this location is in a floodplain. Metrlinx stated that the building complex site is 
mostly within the regulatory floodplain, but only a portion is within the 100-Year Floodplain according to 
the spot elevations analysis. 

Support Facilities and Building Complex Modifications 

Modifications to facility structures included: moving the staff building further away form the Lower Don 
Trail; relocating and redistributing parking spaces to reduce the visual impact from the Lower Don Trail; 
adding a maintenance gate within the layover yard to allow for maintenance access to the Prince Edward 
Viaduct; and collecting train waste via a “honey wagon” that will deposit the waste into a holding tank for 
future removal.  

TRCA stated that they have two (2) requirements to ensure the proposed site to meet flood regulations: 
floodproof buildings and minimize addition of fill within the floodplain. TRCA requested to see all 
buildings outside of the 100-year floodplain elevation so that it can be ‘floodproofed’. Metrolinx 
responded that a hydraulic survey will be performed, which may provide further information for potential 
site modifications. Metrolinx stated that the design tables will be available for City’s and TRCA’s review 
once completed. 

Prince Edward Viaduct Clearance 

Metrolinx presented a cross section that shows no impacts anticipated to the pier; and noted that the 
access road width could be reduced in this area to accommodate the City’s required 5-meter clearance, 
but would be a difficult to fit for an emergency vehicle. The City stated that if a retaining wall is required 
to support the road, the structural component of the retaining wall must be 5 meters away from the pier.  

The meeting concluded with an update on the Draft EPR circulation and that Metrolinx is currently 
reviewing comments received from the GRT. 
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City of Toronto and TRCA TAC Meeting #7 – August 18, 2020 

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided an update of Project activities completed since the last TAC 
meeting, which included preparation of the Notice of Commencement and public consultation. 
Information about the Round 2 Virtual Open House was shared along with proposed dates. Metrolinx 
confirmed that no formal in-person meetings will be held, and Metrolinx will receive comments via 
website during this round of public consultation due to COVID-19. Metrolinx confirmed that all attendees 
from PIC Round One were contacted which also included local councillors inside and outside of Toronto. 
Round 2 was completely advertised virtually via blog posts, email blasts and social media.  

Don Valley Layover RCD Updates 

Metrolinx shared the latest RCD Site Plan for Don Valley Layover at this TAC. Updates to the Site Plan 
that were discussed included: how utilities information was obtained, and that a detailed survey was 
completed. An autoTURN exercise was completed for the southern emergency turnaround and Metrolinx 
confirmed that the radius accommodated fire services. Lastly, it was shared that the retaining wall was 
moved away 5 m from the existing underground watermain.  

Metrolinx confirmed that one cross section at the south end of the site and one to two cross sections 
along the access roads will be provided as requested by the City of Toronto. Changes to the site plan 
were discussed extensively, with concerns raised during previous TAC meetings being addressed. The 
elevation of the finished floors was confirmed to be at a 100-year storm elevation of 80.8 m by Metrolinx. 
TRCA had requested for the flood proofing to be done to the floodplain elevation of 84.23 m. Metrolinx 
had a follow-up meeting/discussion with the TRCA and revised the RCD by relocating the buildings in a 
linear configuration to a higher elevation (i.e., located above the regulatory floodplain elevation of 83.9 
m), adjacent to the maintenance access road that parallels the track.   

The City requested reduced fencng, to which Metrolinx clarified that fencing along the east side of the 
access road is a temporary fence and bollards are to run across the west side, which is the boundary 
between the trail and the access road.  

Metrolinx confirmed that leasing agreement would have to be finalised prior to commercial close.  

The City inquired about the location of the parking lot and whether it needs to be outside the regulatory 
floodplain, to which TRCA confirmed that parking lots can be located at the existing ground elevation. 
Gannett Fleming confirmed that the existing elevations of both the access roads and proposed parking 
lots are at an elevation of approximately 79.5 m, which is slightly within the 25-year storm elevation of 80 
m.  

Metrolinx provided a single cross section of the Prince Edward Viaduct, however the City raised 
additional concerns regarding how the grades will work. The City also raised concerns over the impacts 
to the trail and whether erosion protection for the trail has been taken into consideration. They 
acknowledged that the current RCD showed the Helliwell wetland limits.  

The meeting concluded with Metrolinx confirming that the Design Tables were shared with both the City 
and TRCA and further conversations will be scheduled to discuss them. Comments from previous TAC 
Meetings #5 and #6 were provided by TRCA. The City requested Metrolinx consider the requirements 
that have been outlined by both the City and TRCA before next steps can be determined. The City is 
committed to finding solutions and strongly feels their concerns should be addressed with Metrolinx. 

All questions/comments received from attendees following each TAC meeting are included in Table 8-10 
below, along with how Metrolinx considered and responded to each comment. 
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 Elected Officials 

All elected officials whose electoral riding intersected with the Study Area were sent a briefing package 
that included a notice of the first round of public meetings on and between December 20, 2020 and 
February 4, 2020. The package also invited officials to contact the Project Team if they wished to 
schedule a meeting with Project staff. A second briefing package included an invitation to participate in 
the second round of public consultation, which was sent via email to select elected officials from August 
18 to August 24, 2020 (see Table 8-11). Elected officials were asked to help promote the public meetings 
and virtual open houses by distributing the notice to their constituents. The e-mail invited elected officials 
to contact the Project Team if they wish to schedule a meeting. Below is a summary of comments 
received and meetings that took place. 

A list of elected officials contacted is included in Table 8-11 and copies of briefing packages, elected 
officials’ correspondence and meeting materials are included in Appendix P11. 

Briefing packages included an overview of the following: 

• OnCorridor (OnCorr) Program (the previous name for GO Expansion); 

• OnCorr infrastructure requiring EA approval; 

• OnCorr New Track and Facilities Project; 

• New Track and Facilities TPAP: Lakeshore West Corridor; 

• New Track and Facilities TPAP: Lakeshore West Corridor; 

• New Track and Facilities anticipated property impacts; 

• Metrolinx Integrated Vegetation Management (IVM) Strategy; 

• Tree Removal Strategy; 

• OnCorr Program – Revised Noise and Vibration and Air Quality studies; 

• Anticipated TPAP timeline; and 

• Public consultation approach. 
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 Consultation with Elected Officials 

During the Pre-Planning Phase consultation, Metrolinx received correspondence from several elected 
officials regarding the TPAP. The comments received from elected officials were related to various 
components of the project including matters of consultation, project scope, facilities siting, electrification 
of the Richmond Hill Corridor, Thickson Rail Bridge widening, new track infrastructure, and noise and 
vibration studies as summarized below. 

MPP, Doly Begum (Scarborough-Southwest) – January 16, 2020 

A meeting was held on January 16, 2020, between Metrolinx and MPP Begum to discuss the Metrolinx 
New Track and Facilities TPAP, specifically, new track infrastructure and facilities siting. Metrolinx has 
identified certain infrastructure requirements to help bring more GO rail service to our customers across 
the network. Some of those requirements affect MPP Begum’s riding, and a new environmental 
assessment must be completed to determine the impacts. 

MPP Begum’s questions included:  

• How long are you estimating that the grade separation construction will take? 

• Will the tree removal strategy identify vegetation to be removed?  

• For properties impacted, can we get a list of which properties are being impacted (included in the 
deck)?  

• What does it mean to require an easement for utility requirements?  

• Can Metrolinx plan an additional consultation for central Scarborough? Highway Gospel Church - 
530 Midland Avenue Scarborough is a good example of a location that is more centralized 

• Concerns from the community about the yard (noise and air quality) and trucks using the 
residential community roads. 

• Activity at the St Clair yard has been very concerning for MPP Doly’s constituents – many 
complaints have come through to her office – anticipated to pick up again in late Spring/Summer 
due to dust concerns. 

• Will all of your work be done at night? 

• Will there be a pause in the work at the St. Clair Yard to give a break to the residents between 
the works currently ongoing and the future grade separation work? 

• Was an EA done for the St Clair yard and if so, can we have a copy to share with the community? 

• Residents don’t see the benefit or any result of this work in their community, so with the grade 
separations happening, they will finally see a direct result of these works in the yard benefitting 
the community 

A copy of the correspondence and a meeting summary is included in Appendix P11. 

MPP, Suze Morrison (Toronto Centre) – January 20, 2020 

A meeting was held on January 20, 2020 between Metrolinx and MPP Morrison to discuss the Metrolinx 
New Track and Facilities TPAP, specifically, electrification of the Richmond Hill Corridor and new track 
infrastructure. Metrolinx has identified certain infrastructure requirements to help bring more GO rail 
service to our customers across the network. Some of those requirements affect MPP Morrison’s riding, 
and a new environmental assessment must be completed to determine the impacts.  
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In addition to the Round One Public Meetings, Metrolinx met with residents in MPP Suze Morrison’s 
riding to offer an additional meeting regarding the GO Expansion, which will bring additional new and 
electrified track to GO transit’s seven operating corridors.  As the infrastructure is planned, environmental 
assessments in advance of the works are studied.   

The meeting took place on March 2, 2020, at the Region Park Aquatic Centre and outlined the 
environmental studies for Go Expansion that will be carried out along the corridors and what 
infrastructure changes those studies are tied to.  

Five members of the public were in attendance.  Metrolinx staff provided a short presentation to the 
group, providing an overview of the program as well as a comprehensive understanding of what is 
included in an EA, what a P3 contract is, and anticipated timelines for GO Expansion.  Benefits of 
electrification were also discussed, and the group was unanimously in support of the project. 

The meeting also focused on the Don Valley layover; it’s specific location and the activity that would 
ensue at this location.  There were questions about why the layover is needed; its footprint and how it 
would affect the existing multi-use path; type of trains coming in and out of the layover and the frequency 
of these trains. 

MPP Morrison’s questions included: 

• Is the yellow highlighted area on slide 7 the proposed electrification locations or they have 
already been identified? 

• What will the sound impact in the Corktown neighbourhood be?  The complaints from the 
neighbourhood may be that especially since the area isn’t directly being serviced, they will be 
concerned with the noise impacts. 

• Riding boundaries are The Esplanade and Mill Street, where will trains be turned around?  How 
will this impact my constituents? 

• If you’re turning diesel trains around, will that cause more pollution?  There are a number of 
neighbourhoods that will be affected, Regent Park and Cabbagetown – there is a lot of park 
space that families use.  There are also complexities south of regent park – this has been dubbed 
the generation of dust because this area has been under revitalization for the last ten years – 
they have been experiencing excessive dust for years. 

• Corktown residents will have issues about traffic impacts and no access to transit. 

• What is the proposed density of the train activity and turn around activity?   

• Given your estimates, how many trains will be electric?   

• How often are the Milton trains running? 

• The deck shows that there aren’t any tree removals in our riding, but despite that, does Metrolinx 
have any plans to plant any new trees in our riding? 

• Where is the George Brown meeting?  The campus is quite large, so we hope it would be in the 
Cabbagetown area. 

• Proposed date at Brickworks is not accessible by transit. Toronto Centre is hyper neighbourhood 
focused; people don’t like to leave their neighbourhoods - can you add in a 3rd consultation 
meeting date for Regent Park? 

• Flag: MPP is very conscious of who is consulted, and who is not, if we don’t go into Regent Park, 
they will get loud about a lack of consultation for the non-affluent area of Regent Park. 
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• What is your timeline for the financial close?   

• Have Councillors been notified of these GO Expansion works? 

• Would Metrolinx conduct a briefing for the riding and all neighbourhoods in our area if our office 
will arrange such a meeting? 

A copy of the correspondence and a meeting summary is included in Appendix P11. 

Councillor, Gary Crawford (Ward 20 Scarborough-Southwest) – January 29, 2020 

A meeting was held on January 29, 2020, with Councillor Crawford to discuss the Metrolinx New Track 
and Facilities TPAP, specifically, new track infrastructure. Metrolinx has identified certain infrastructure 
requirements to help bring more GO rail service to our customers across the network. Some of those 
requirements affect Councillor Crawford’s Community, and a new environmental assessment must be 
completed to determine the impacts.  

Councillor Crawford’s questions included: 

• Where will the train be below grade near Scarborough Junction to allow for reduced noise? 

• Has my office been informed about the PIC meeting in my riding? 

• There have been challenges with me not being informed well in the past.  

• Re: pedestrian crossing at Corvette, what is the current use by pedestrians – do you have 
counts? 

• Comment: Danforth/Midland is a very dangerous crossing right now.  There are traffic lights 20 
yards ahead, if there is a queue of cars, the arms may come down onto cars which poses a major 
safety risk. 

• What other impacts to residents can you identify for these works?  - continued use of the St Clair 
yard as a laydown area for these works, which is right adjacent to this corridor. 

• Are you acquiring any properties to be able to complete this work?  

• Comment: Slide 19: potential issue if there is a loss of parking in order to relocate Scarborough 
GO; there are already issues that have been identified by the community in terms of the lot filling 
up quickly and it being so close to a residential neighbourhood – it’s important that you do as 
much consultation and gain support from the community regarding changes to the parking lot. 

• How far reaching has your notice of these public meetings gone? 

• What happens if a property owner refuses?   

• Will you be informing residents before the PIC meetings to let them know of potential tree 
removals on their property?  

A copy of the correspondence and a meeting summary is included in Appendix P11. 

Councillor, Paula Fletcher (Ward 14 Toronto-Danforth) – February 06, 2020 

A meeting was held on February 06, 2020 with Councillor Fletcher to discuss the Metrolinx New Track 
and Facilities TPAP, specifically, facilities siting, electrification of Richmond Hill corridor. Metrolinx has 
identified certain infrastructure requirements to help bring more GO rail service to our customers across 
the network. Some of those requirements affect Councillor Fletcher’s Community, and a new 
environmental assessment must be completed to determine the impacts.  

Councillor Fletcher’s questions included: 



  Metrolinx New Track and Facilities TPAP 
Final Environmental Project Report 

 
 

 

 95 Revision 02 
 05-Mar-2021 

• Which community groups have been directly informed regarding the Don Valley Layover project? 

• Has the Don Valley Layover project has been presented at other CAC meetings, and which 
ones? 

• When invitations to community groups for the upcoming public meetings were, or will be, 
distributed? 

• Will there be opportunity for local groups to be involved and to input into the vegetation 
restoration program. 

A copy of the correspondence and a meeting summary is included in Appendix P11. 

Councillor, Lisa Kearns (Ward 2 Burlington) – February 13, 2020 

A meeting was held on February 13, 2020 with Councillor Kearns to discuss the Metrolinx New Track 
and Facilities TPAP, specifically, Beach Rail Layover siting. Metrolinx has identified certain infrastructure 
requirements to help bring more GO rail service to our customers across the network. Some of those 
requirements affect Councillor Kearns’ Community, and a new environmental assessment must be 
completed to determine the impacts. 

In addition, Councillor Kearns invited Metrolinx to attend her Community Update meeting on February 20, 
2020. Councillor Kearns shared information about the planned Beach Layover in Burlington, 
infrastructure proposed as part of the OnCorr tracks and facilities TPAP. During the meeting, it was noted 
that City of Burlington residents are increasingly concerned about responsible development in their 
growing city, Councillor Kearns wanted to make sure her residents are kept very well informed as 
Metrolinx’s plans evolve. Most questions raised by the participants were related to the location of the 
planned Layover and clarification of the date/time of the upcoming round one Public Meetings, there 
were also some requests for parking solutions at Aldershot and better pedestrian access to Burlington 
GO.  

Councillor Kearns’ questions included: 

• How long until you own the whole corridor and Burlington is no longer the end point?  

• What work is required in Oakville? 

• Are you aware of development applications and plans for residents to the north of the site? 

• Where does the power for the electrification infrastructure come from? 

• Will CN use this site for freight?  

• How can we protect this neighbourhood from being used as a shunting yard for CN freight once 
Hamilton closes their yard?  

• What EA process are you following? 

• How does this layover fit into the transit hub designation for more dense development around the 
GO Station?  

• How will the land be characterized? Industrial/commercial/residential?  

• Are you familiar with the new Burlington tree bylaw?  

• How will you maintain the vegetation after it is removed/regrowth?  

• Has the vegetation report been done or is that still in development?  
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• How did you communicate the Public Meeting? Will you do more to alert residents of what is 
planned for their neighbourhood?  

• Can you find a way to share more specific information before the Public Meeting?  

• What is in this layover for the residents of Burlington: the benefit of more service will be gained by 
all of the other municipalities, but we’re the only ones being asked to house this layover?  

A copy of the correspondence and a meeting summary is included in Appendix P11. 

Councillor, Sandra Yeung-Racco (Ward 4 Vaughan) – May 29, 2020 

A meeting was held on May 29, 2020 with Councillor Yeung-Racco to discuss the ongoing construction 
for the Rutherford Grade Separation and station upgrade and anticipated updates to the system-wide 
Noise and Vibration and Air Quality studies. Metrolinx discussed the need for updating the 2017 System-
Wide Noise and Vibration study that was assessed and approved under the 2017 GO Rail Network 
Electrification TPAP. Metrolinx explained that these updates will be undertaken as part of the GO Rail 
Network Electrification Addendum and the New Track and Facilities TPAP with the results expected to be 
available in Fall 2020. The meeting concluded with anticipated Project timeline and an overview of the 
upcoming round two of public consultation.  

The following is a summary of Councillor Yeung-Racco’s questions related to the NTF TPAP and how 
Metrolinx considered them: 

• Will there be a noise wall installed at Westway Crescent as a part of this project? 

o A concrete noise wall is not a part of this project’s scope. Metrolinx is currently performing a 
network-wide noise and vibration assessment and highlighted locations will have mitigation 
delivered through the OnCorridor program. 

• Will there be more overnight construction coming for this area and has the community been 
notified? 

o At times night work will be required as work at Rutherford GO is completed. In particular, this 
must happen when working is being completed within the rail corridor. That said, Metrolinx 
provides the community frequent notice regarding all overnight work.  

Councillor, Brad Bradford (Ward 19 Beaches – East York) – June 8, 2020 

A meeting was held on June 8, 2020, with Councillor Bradford to present updates on the New Track and 
Facilities TPAP as well as the System-Wide Noise and Vibration study. Metrolinx provided an update on 
GO Expansion, focusing on the Early Works Package as well as upcoming preparatory works that will be 
happening in the Councillor’s electoral district. It was discussed that noise studies are currently being 
updated with a new approach, and results will be shared in the coming months. The Councillor’s 
questions and concerns were focused around noise mitigation. The meeting concluded with anticipated 
Project timeline and an overview of the upcoming Round Two of public consultation. 

• What is the involvement with the Councillor’s office and the City of Toronto for procurement of the 
GO Expansion and Early Works contracts? The Councillor requested seeing what Metrolinx’s 
plans look like and hear the City staff’s perspectives on these projects.   

• Maria Doyle – Transit Expansion Office has been coordinating the review of the materials, street 
art programs for murals under bridges, ECS group for bridge structures themselves, 
conversations around cycling paths that have been planned for that area, etc.  
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• Councillor Bradford inquired about the Request for Proposal (RFP) for GO Expansion, and 
whether Metrolinx is specifying performance targets, decibels mitigated at different levels of 
corridor.  

• Is this any different than what was shared a year ago?  The response a year ago was that 
nothing would be considered for noise mitigation because the threshold is 5dB and the readings 
were at 4.7. 

• The regulations have not changed but Metrolinx was not able to speak to the results for the 
studies as they were anticipated to be released late summer 2020. Metrolinx added that now 
there is a greater understanding of the quieter fleet and where noise walls can be built. The 
studies that led to the decibel level of 5dB as the threshold is being redone.  

• When would the vehicles that have additional on-fleet noise mitigation be running on the 
corridors?  

• It would likely be rolled out throughout the course of the contract. 

• Considering that Metrolinx is currently in market with the RFP, but has not completed the studies, 
won’t that significantly affect how the proponents respond to the RFP? 

• Metrolinx is currently in procurement, which has been in market for just over a year, but there are 
different portions of the project that have been released, so this pending information is not part of 
the procurement presently in market. 

• The Councillor expressed concern about the additional studies being conducted as there has 
been no changes to the metrics. 

• The procurement is phased; the updated studies are conducted to inform the requirement of the 
new fleet. Metrolinx is working on items like grade separations, track construction, which require 
longer time before we can have trains commissioned to run on the electrified lines.  

MPP, Kathleen Wynne (Don Valley West) – August 11, 2020 

• An inquiry was received from MPP Kathleen Wynne regarding the new infrastructure 
requirements for GO Expansion that cover the riding of Don Valley West. Metrolinx confirmed that 
the south end of MPP Wynne’s riding would be touched by the Richmond Hill GO Corridor. A 
follow up e-mail was received from MPP Wynne’s office with concerns regarding tree removal 
and the building of the OCS for electrified trains.  

 Other Stakeholders 

 Lakeshore East Community Advisory Committee (LECAC) 

LECAC Meeting #1 – May 13, 2020 

The purpose of this meeting was to provide an update on and clarifications for GO Expansion and 
Ontario Line (subway) programs with the Lakeshore East Community Advisory Committee (LECAC). 
Councillors Paula Fletcher and Brad Bradford and MPP Peter Tabuns were also in attendance. 

LECAC members expressed various concerns about the consultation process utilized by Metrolinx, 
mainly the members were not notified of any proposed infrastructure taking place in their area in advance 
of any work and need for a hotline/email address that can be contacted with any future concerns. 
Metrolinx responded that there was a mishap with the consultation process and that they are currently 
working on resolving it internally. Metrolinx also mentioned that they are working on setting up a project 
phone number and that CAC members can contact torontoeast@metrolinx.com for any future inquiries.  
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The CAC members requested Metrolinx to set up another meeting in June or July 2020 to discuss 
updates on the projects progress. 

 West Don Lands Committee 

Metrolinx received a correspondence from the West Don Land Committee on March 8, 2020 with multiple 
concerns about the proposed Don Valley Layover. These concerns included: potential impacts on the 
natural recreation area within proximity of the proposed layover location; potential impacts on natural 
designated areas (i.e., Environmentally Significant Area; Ravine and Natural Features Protection Area; 
TRCA Regulatory Area); potential impacts on the Lower Don Trail due to the proposed access route; and 
potential impacts of the proposed service road on the existing vegetation, Don Valley wall, and trail 
overpass.  

Metrolinx organized a phone call on June 25, 2020, with members of the West Don Land Committee to 
discuss their concerns and to provide an update of the proposed facility.  However, Metrolinx was unable 
to provide an update as the environmental studies were still underway and results were not available yet. 
A second phone call took place on July 6, 2020, to reassure Committee members that the information 
was forthcoming and to provide an update on when to expect the second round of public consultation. At 
that time, Metrolinx was unable to provide a specific date as to when the public consultation round two 
was going to take place as the date has not been finalized. 

Metrolinx provided a detailed response on July 17, 2020 to each concern the Committee shared between 
March 8, 2020, and July 6, 2020. This response included an update on when the Notice of 
Commencement is expected to be issued and where to find more information on the upcoming round of 
public consultation. Refer to Table 8-13 and Appendix P12 for the full response.   

 Third Party Utility Owners 

Correspondence with third party utility owners/municipalities and regional authorities was initiated 
through an e-mail notification on January 30, 2020, which provided an overview of the project, 
information on the Round One public meetings and inviting them to connect with the Project Team 
directly. For municipal bodies and regional authorities, some follow-up teleconferences were replaced 
with in person introductory meetings that were held in conjunction with Metrolinx’s TPAP team. Initial 
correspondence was sent to 56 utility owners. Copies of all correspondence with utility owners, including 
municipalities and regional authorities, is included in Appendix P12. 

The utility owners identified and notified were: 

• Beanfield Technologies; 

• Bell Canada; 

• Bell Mobility; 

• Burlington Hydro Electric Commission; 

• City of Burlington; 

• City of Hamilton; 

• City of Mississauga; 

• Cogeco Cable; 

• Cogeco Data Services; 

• Corrosion Service Company Ltd.; 
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• Elexicon; 

• Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc.; 

• Enersource; 

• Enwave; 

• Halton Hills Hydro; 

• Horizon Utilities Corporation; 

• Hydro One Networks Inc.; 

• Imperial Oil; 

• InnPower; 

• InnServices; 

• Lehman Plan (TransCanada); 

• Level 3 Communications; 

• NBM Engineering (PowerStream); 

• Newmarket-Tay Power; 

• Oakville Hydro; 

• Ontario Provincial Police; 

• Oshawa PUC; 

• PIFFC Jet Fuel Pipeline; 

• PowerStream; 

• PSN (Public Sector Network) Peel Fiber; 

• Q9 Networks; 

• Region of Durham; 

• Region of Halton; 

• Region of Peel; 

• Rogers Cable Communications Inc.; 

• Rogers Cablesystem Ltd; 

• Rogers Wireless; 

• Sarnia Products Pipeline; 

• Sun-Canadian Pipeline Company Ltd; 

• Suncor; 

• Telecon; 

• Telus; 

• Toronto Entertainment District Business Improvement Area; 
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• Toronto Hydro Electric Systems Ltd Streetlighting Inc; 

• Toronto Hydro; 

• Toronto Transit Commission; 

• Town of Oakville; 

• Trans Canada Pipeline; 

• TransCanada Pipelines Limited C/O Lehman & Associates; 

• Trans-Northern Pipelines Inc.; 

• Union Gas; 

• University Health Network; 

• University Health Network-Toronto Western; 

• Videotron Telecom; 

• York Telecom Network; and 

• Zayo. 

The following Third-Party Utility Owners were sent an e-mail between August 18 and September 1, 2020 
notifying them of Round Two of virtual open house: 

• Town of Aurora; 

• Township of King; 

• York Region; 

• City of Markham; 

• City of Burlington; 

• Halton Region; 

• Town of Whitby; 

• Durham Region; 

• City of Toronto; 

• City of Burlington; 

• Trans-Northern Pipeline Inc.; 

• Enbridge; 

• Sun-Canadian Pipeline Co. Ltd.; 

• Imperial’s Sarnia Products Pipeline; 

• Alectra Utilities; 

• Burlington Hydro; and  

• Toronto Hydro-Electric System Limited.  
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 Summary of Review Agency Comments Received 

Table 8-13 summarizes all issues/comments/questions raised by review agencies as part of the Pre- 
Planning Phase, including the February 2020 Public Meetings (Round One) and the August 2020 Virtual 
Open House (Round Two) and how they were considered by Metrolinx. 
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 Provincial Review Agency Comments Received on Draft EPR 

Table 8-18 to   
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public consultation. 25 new panels were posted on the Metrolinx Engage website to present new 
information for the New Track and Facilities TPAP. Online comment forms (see Appendix P6) were the 
primary mechanism for submitting comments and feedback on the Project, and a summary report was 
prepared to document the feedback collected during the virtual open house (see Appendix P6). This 
report outlined how stakeholders and the public were engaged during the virtual open house, how and 
what content was presented, overall participation, and the types of feedback received. 

Voicemail 

A project voicemail inbox was established for Round Three and shared with those who received the bulk 
mailer and/or impacted property owner letter. This voicemail number also appeared in the September 8, 
2020, Notice of Commencement for New Track & Facilities TPAP.  

The New Track and Facilities TPAP received 16 voicemails from the beginning of the Round Three 
Public Consultation comment period (November 27, 2020) until the Notice of Completion (December 29, 
2020). 

Summary of Public Comments Received 

Metrolinx hosted the third round of public consultation for the GO Expansion program online from 
November 27 to December 11, 2020.  

Round Three of public consultation was well attended. Over 14,000 people visited the GO Expansion 
webpage to learn more about the program and its projects. From there, some members of the public 
went on to read about the individual projects in GO Expansion and provided feedback. A total of 129 
questions and feedback forms were submitted to Metrolinx via Metrolinx Engage. The project with the 
most visitors was New Track & Facilities, followed by the GO Rail Network Electrification Addendum and 
Scarborough Junction Grade Separation. Across all of the projects, visitors spent the most time on the 
Important Documents page for each respective projects. 

Comments were received via a variety of communication channels prior to, and during, the Round Three 
Virtual Open House. All comments were logged, and responses provided in the same format as the 
comment was received (i.e., a phone call was responded with a phone call, a mailed letter received a 
mailed written response, etc.). A total of 11 voicemails were received during the comment period. 

Overall, 32 questions and 16 feedback forms were submitted as part of the Round Three TPAP Phase 
virtual open house for the New Track & Facilities TPAP. Copies of the comments are included in 
Appendix P5. 

Some of the feedback received was related to topics that were outside the scope of the New Track & 
Facilities TPAP or GO Expansion. The key themes of the comments/feedback received included but 
were not limited to the topics listed below.  

Feedback about the proposed Don Valley Layover: 

• Questions about detailed plans and impact mitigation efforts. Many participants wanted 
detailed information about the proposed layover’s footprint, elevation, retaining wall height, 
anticipated number of staff, potential for future expansion of the site, stormwater management 
plan, conflicts with other utilities, and environmental impacts including potential visual impacts 
from the Lower Don Trail and to the Prince Edward Viaduct. There was also a question about 
how stormwater management plans relate to the Lower Don Flood Mitigation Study.  

• Concerns about environmental impacts due to the Don Valley layover. Many participants 
said it was important to protect the Lower Don River Valley and the Lower Don Trail because it is 
an environmentally sensitive and critical part of Toronto. Some of these participants shared 
strong concerns that the construction and operation of the proposed layover would result in 
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potential impacts to the natural environment of the Lower Don Valley and effect restoration efforts 
that are taking place along the Lower Don Trail, as well as north of the proposed layover site (i.e., 
near Helliwell Hill Wetland). Questions about how Metrolinx will mitigate waste and runoff from 
the facility to sensitive lands and the Don River Valley; the amount of vegetation removal that 
would be required; and Metrolinx’s approach to compensation for vegetation removals were 
brought forward. 

• Concerns about vegetation removals for the proposed Don Valley Layover. Some 
participants indicated that vegetation in the Don Valley is important and plays a vital role in 
making the area attractive, enhances flood mitigation, and contributes to wildlife migration. There 
were suggestions to minimize removal of old/mature trees, and to consider wildlife migration 
periods when removing vegetation. 

• Consider another location. Some participants suggested that Metrolinx move the proposed 
layover facility to another site that is not in the Lower Don Valley, or close to an environmentally 
sensitive area. Examples included underground at Union Station and in Leaside by Redway 
Road. Other participants wanted to understand why a layover in Don Valley is required when 
Metrolinx already has layover and storage facilities on the network and nearby at the Don Yard. 

• Minimize the impact of the proposed service road and parking lot. A few participants 
suggested designing the service road and parking lot to minimize  impact to, and potentially 
enhance, the environment and nearby wetlands (e.g., by constructing a smaller parking lot). 
These participants said the service road is currently well travelled by pedestrians and cyclists, as 
well as by wildlife, and that it is important to balance the needs of different users. 

• Notification about the proposed Don Valley layover. A participant wanted to know how 
Metrolinx notified the community about this proposed site, and whether any city councillors were 
notified about the proposed layover facility ahead of the public consultation. 

Considerations and suggestions regarding the proposed Don Valley Layover: 

• The layover should respect, blend into, and contribute to the area’s identity. Some 
participants said they liked that the updated design shifts the building farther from the Lower Don 
Trail. Some participants suggested using landscaping to integrate the layover into the park’s 
identity, installing a green roof and/or green wall at the facility, installing green coloured barriers, 
and using biodegradable lubricant in the air compressors. There were also suggestions to design 
the layover with LEED standards in mind, preferably to Platinum LEED standards. 

• Consider integrating and improving pedestrian/cycling access to the Lower Don Trail. 
Some participants said the Lower Don Trail and Don River Valley Park are important assets to 
the community and the design of the facility should keep public access to these spaces as open 
and safe as possible with minimal fencing. As ways to provide community benefits in return for 
siting the layover, some participants suggested new or improved connections to the Lower Don 
Trail. Examples provided include: a pedestrian and cycling crossing over the Don Valley Parkway 
that connects the Playter Estates neighbourhood to the Don Valley; converting the old railbed 
(including the Half Mile Bridge) into a public trail that would link Brickworks and Millwood Road to 
Don River Valley Park; and a pedestrian and cycling connection over Bayview Avenue that could 
connect the Brickworks to the Lower Don Trail. Multiple participants said it would be important for 
Metrolinx to consider the needs of the wider community who regularly use the local ravines when 
designing this proposed layover. 

• Consider providing public amenities at the facility. Some participants suggested a washroom 
and drinking fountain for members of the public to use because there are currently none along 
the Lower Don Trail.  
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• Support programming and public art projects in the Don Valley. There was a suggestion to 
support programming that can engage people of all ages within the Lower Don Valley and Lower 
Don Trail. These projects could include integrated works along with new fencing, public art 
embedded into the trail surface, and mural art along pillars that speak to ecological, cultural, and 
Indigenous perspectives. A participant also shared a concern that the proposed location may 
impact Evergreen’s programming area and Gargoyle art installation in the vicinity of the Prince 
Edward Viaduct. 

• Accommodate VIA Rail’s High Frequency Rail (HFR) proposal. A participant asked if the 
proposed Don Valley Layover can accommodate VIA Rail’s proposal for High Frequency Rail on 
the same rail corridor. 

Feedback about previously proposed Beach Layover and proposed Walkers Line Layover in the 
City of Burlington: 

• Concerns about the previous proposed Beach Layover. A few participants wanted 
confirmation on whether Metrolinx is still considering the previously proposed Beach Layover. 
These participants shared concerns about potential visual impacts near Plains Road and also 
suggested that this site may not be the best fit because it is in the Burlington GO mobility hub and 
transit area with high-density development. 

• One participant inquired whether the proposed Walkers Line layover will eliminate the possibility 
for a potential future GO station at Walkers Line. 

Other feedback and questions about new tracks, switches, and platforms: 

• Consider adding a switch in the Halwest Junction. There was a suggestion to add a 
crossover track in the Halwest Junction between the northern two tracks west of Mile 16.4 to 
alleviate potential bottlenecking of electrified GO service. 

• One participant suggested Metrolinx consider adding a pedestrian connection to the waterfront 
from Allandale Waterfront Station. 

• It was suggested that Metrolinx incorporate the Union Station Enhancement Project (USEP) into 
the roll plans.  

• One participant asked whether Danforth GO Station will still be accessible after the fourth track is 
built. 

• A participant asked what infrastructure is being proposed along Lakeshore East between 
Danforth GO and the Don River. 

• It was asked whether there are there any proposed changes to York University Station platforms. 

Table 8-41 summarizes the key issues/comments/questions related to the New Track and Facilities 
TPAP that were raised by the public as part of the Round There Virtual Open House, and how they were 
considered by Metrolinx. Copies of all public comments received can be found in Appendix P7.
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 Indigenous Communities and Nations Consultation 

Correspondence with identified communities and nations began in November 2020. Each 
nation/community identified at that time was sent an e-mail. This correspondence provided an 
introduction to the TPAP and the proposed scope of work, a list of all upcoming Round Three TPAP 
Phase public meetings (date of each meeting) and details of how the nation/community could reach out 
to Project staff should they have any questions or concerns, and/or wish to participate in the consultation 
process. All Indigenous communities and nations were sent an e-mail between November 27 and 
November 30, 2020 notifying them of the upcoming Round Three TPAP Phase virtual open house. This 
correspondence provided an update on the work completed to date, details of the upcoming virtual open 
houses, and contact information should they wish to reach out to the Project Teams. 

Metrolinx did not receive any comments from Indigenous nations or communities during this round of 
public consultation. 

 Property Owner Consultation  

Metrolinx did not receive any comments from Property Owners during this round of public consultation.  

 Review Agency Consultation 

The following review agencies on the Stakeholder Contact List were sent an e-mail between November 
27 and November 30, 2020 notifying them of Round Three of virtual open houses. 

Federal Agencies 

• Environment and Climate Change Canada; 

• Fisheries and Oceans Canada; 

• Greater Toronto Airports Authority; 

• Health Canada; 

• Impact Assessment Agency of Canada; 

• National Trust for Canada; 

• NavCanada; 

• Parks Canada; 

• Transport Canada; and 

• Transport Canada - Ontario Region. 

Provincial Agencies 

• Infrastructure Ontario; 

• Ministry of Agriculture, Food, and Rural Affairs; 

• Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services; 

• Ministry of Economic Development, Job Creation and Trade; 

• Ministry of Education; 

• Ministry of Energy, Northern Development and Mines; 

• Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks; 
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• Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism, and Culture Industries; 

• Ministry of Indigenous Affairs; 

• Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing; 

• Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry; 

• Ministry of Transportation; 

• Ontario Growth Secretariat; 

• Ontario Heritage Trust; and 

• Ontario Provincial Police. 

Municipal 

• Halton Region; 

• City of Burlington; 

• Town of Oakville; 

• Peel Region; 

• City of Brampton; 

• City of Mississauga; 

• City of Toronto; 

• City of Barrie; 

• Town of Aurora; 

• Region of York; 

• City of Markham; 

• Durham Region; 

• City of Oshawa; 

• Town of Whitby; 

• Town of Pickering; and 

• County of Simcoe. 

Conservation Authorities  

• Central Lake Ontario Conservation Authority (CLOCA); 

• Halton Region Conservation Authority (CH); 

• Credit Valley Conservation (CVC); 

• Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority (LSRCA); and 

• Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA). 

Other Stakeholders  

• Ontario Power Generation; 
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• Hydro One Networks Inc.; 

• 407 ETR Concession Co. Ltd.; 

• VIA Rail; 

• Canadian Pacific (CP); and 

• Canadian National (CN). 

A list of review agencies contacted is included in Appendix P1 and copies of notifications sent to review 
agencies are included in Appendix P3. Copies of review agency correspondence and meeting materials 

can be found in Appendix P10. 

Metrolinx received comments from the Region of Peel upon receiving notification of Round Three of 
Public Consultation on December 10, 2020.  

 Federal Agencies 

Prior to the meeting, an updated site plan for the proposed Walkers Line Layover Site was shared on 
October 27, 2020, with meeting attendees to provide an update on the revised location and configuration 
of the buildings for the proposed Walkers Line Layover Facility. The RCD has been revised since the last 
TAC meeting due to a property conflict on the original site, as described below.  

 Provincial Agencies 

Metrolinx has worked to coordinate reviews of key items with Provincial Agencies where possible. A 
number of Provincial Agencies have been notified of major project milestones and will remain on the 
Stakeholder Contact List unless they ask to be removed. A summary of consultation with provincial 
agencies is described in the following sections. 

Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) 

Metrolinx received an acknowledgement letter from MECP on September 10, 2020, upon receiving the 
Notice of Commencement, which marked the beginning of the 120-day TPAP period of the development 
Environmental Project Report.  

 Municipal 

As part of the TPAP Phase consultation process, Metrolinx began engaging municipalities across the 
GTHA through sending emails with information regarding the project to municipalities that Metrolinx had 
engaged in past projects. 

Meeting with Durham Region MPs/MPPs – October 14, 2020  

A meeting occurred in October 2020 with Durham Region MPs/MPPs to discuss the proposed 
infrastructure at Oshawa GO Station, Thickson Road Bridge Expansion, and the Bowmanville Extension.   

Meeting with Toronto-Danforth MPP Peter Tabuns – November 12, 2020  

A meeting occurred in November 2020 with MPP Peter Tabuns to discuss the proposed Don Valley 
Layover. 

City of Markham Council Motion – September 30, 2020 

Metrolinx acknowledges that the City of Markham passed a council motion in September 2020 objecting 
to the proposed location of the Unionville Storage Yard. At this time, Metrolinx is preparing a response to 
City Council members and will continue ongoing communications.  
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8.5 30-Day Public Review 
Upon issuing the Notice of Completion, the Final Environmental Project Report (EPR) and Supporting 
Appendices (environmental and technical studies) were made available for 30-day review by 
stakeholders that included the Public (including property owners), Indigenous Nations and Communities, 
Review Agencies, and others. Specifically, the EPR was posted online to the Metrolinx website at: 
https://www.metrolinxengage.com/en/newtrackfacilities. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, Metrolinx was 
unable to make physical copies of project reporting available to stakeholders; however, comments were 
received based on online copies of project materials. All comments and associated responses by 
Metrolinx are presented within Appendix P. 

During the 30-day public review period, if there are concerns pertaining a negative impact on a matter of 
Provincial importance according to O. Reg. 231/08 that relates to the natural environment or cultural 
value or interest, or on a constitutionally protected Aboriginal or treaty right, an objection may be 
submitted to the Minister of Environment, Parks and Conservation (the Minister) as outlined in the Notice 
of Completion. 

8.6 35-Day Minister’s Review 
Following the 30-day public review period, the Minister has 35-days to issue one of three notices:  

• Proceed with the Project in accordance with the EPR; or  

• Proceed with the Project in accordance with the EPR subject to conditions; or  

• Require the proponent to conduct further work and submit a revised EPR. 

 


