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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;

o 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,

o 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);

@ Gannett Fleming ! og-elx}lg?znogi
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° Online via Metrolinx Engage (https://www.metrolinxengage.com/en/content/get-engaged-new-
track-facilities-0)*; 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;

o 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.

8.1.1 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:

8.1.1.1 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.

8.1.1.2 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.

8.1.1.3 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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8.1.1.4 Scarborough Junction Rail-to-Rail Grade Separation TPAP

In order to eliminate potential conflicts with opposing and express trains, Metrolinx is proposing to
construct a grade separation between the Stouffville Corridor and Lakeshore East Corridor at the
Scarborough Junction. The Scarborough Junction Grade Separation Project will include the following key
components:

. Rail-to-rail grade separation of the new Stouffville connection under the Lakeshore East tracks at
Scarborough Junction

. Modifications to the Lakeshore East rail corridor:

o New alignment of Lakeshore East tracks to Scarborough Junction
. Modifications to the Stouffville rail corridor:

o Depressed rail corridor from Corvette Avenue to Danforth Road

o Depressed rail grade separation at Danforth Road to maintain Danforth Road at the existing
grade

o Multi-use crossing, including the construction of an overpass bridge or tunnel option to
replace the existing at-grade the pedestrian crossing at Corvette Avenue

o New bridge structure over St. Clair Avenue to carry the Stouffville north track

. Construction of retaining walls in areas where there is a significant change of grade

. Construction of protective barriers in areas of electrification infrastructure

. Construction of a layover facility (accommodating five layover tracks) between Midland Avenue
and Brimley Road

. Modification or relocation of the Scarborough GO Station building to accommodate additional
track

8.1.1.5 Stouffville Corridor Grade Separations TPAP

The Project includes proposed modifications required to meet the service goals of GO Expansion and to
reduce the number of road and at-grade rail crossings along the Stouffville rail corridor. With the
exception of Havendale Road, either a road over rail or a road under rail grade separation was identified
as the preferred option at each location; for Havendale Road, road closure is proposed, with a grade-
separated multi-use crossing to maintain pedestrian and cycle traffic.

A summary of the preferred design for each of the grade separation locations is provided below:
TABLE 8-1 PREFERRED DESIGN FOR EACH OF THE GRADE SEPARATION LOCATIONS

Crossing Location Proposed Design

Denison Street, Markham Road Under Rail

Kennedy Road, Markham Road Under Rail

Passmore Avenue, Toronto Road Under Rail

McNicoll Avenue, Toronto Road Under Rail

Huntingwood Drive, Toronto Road Under Rail

Havendale Road, Toronto Road Closure with Multi-Use Crossing
Progress Avenue, Toronto Road Over Rail

i . 5 Revision 02
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8.1.1.6 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).

8.1.2 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

o 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.

8.1.2.1 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.
8.1.2.2 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;
o Newspaper advertisements;

° Project correspondence;

. Public meeting comment forms;

. Notice of Commencement; and,

o Notice of Completion.

8.1.2.3 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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The information packages covered the following topics:

. OnCorr Program Objectives;

. Planned Service Enhancement with OnCorr;

° OnCorr P3 Procurement — DBFOM Model;

° Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP) Overview;

) New Track and Facilities TPAP Overview;

° Anticipated TPAP Technical Studies;

. Scope of Vegetation Removal and Compensation Program;
. Public and Stakeholder Consultation Approach; and

. Anticipated TPAP Timeline.
8.1.2.4 Public Meetings & Correspondence

Metrolinx hosted a total of three (3) rounds of public meetings. The first round was spread over multiple
dates, in dispersed locations throughout the Greater Toronto and Hamilton Area (GTHA), while the
second and third rounds were held online (i.e., virtual open houses) due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
Locations for round one (1) were chosen to ensure sufficient geographic coverage for the Project to
enable fact-to-face interaction and satisfy the objectives of each round of consultation. The first two
rounds of public meetings occurred prior to the issuance of Notice of Commencement (i.e., during the
Pre-Planning Phase) and the third round of public meetings followed the publishing of the Notice of
Commencement (i.e. during the TPAP Phase Consultation). Information on the Pre-Planning Phase
public meetings and virtual open houses, including the issues presented and types of comments
received, can be found in Section 8.2. Information on the TPAP Phase consultation can be found in
Section 8.3.

8.1.2.5 Public Notices

Newspaper advertisements for all required notices and public meetings were published in newspapers
and online publications (e.g. Toronto Star online), as well as online at the Project website in advance of
and throughout the TPAP. Multiple media, such as website postings, mailouts to the stakeholder list,
radio advertisements and newspaper advertisements were utilized as a means of ensuring information is
accessible to interested stakeholders.

Table 8-2 summarizes all notices published as part of the Pre-Planning Phase and TPAP consultation
process.

TABLE 8-2 SUMMARY OF PUBLISHED PUBLIC NOTICES

Phase Notice Type Date Publication Location
Pre-Planning Notice of Public Meeting — | January 30- Multiple Newspapers (See Section 8.1.2.5)
Round 1 February 8, 2020 | E_maijls to stakeholders and review agency contacts.
(Appendices P2 - P3 and Appendices P8 - P12)
Pre-Planning Notice of Virtual Open August 18- August | E-mails to stakeholders, elected officials, and review
House — Round 2 24, 2020 agency contacts (See Section 8.2.1.3).
(Appendices P2 — P3 and Appendices P8 - P12)
TPAP Notice of Commencement | September 8, Multiple Newspapers (See Section 8.3.1)
2020 Emails to stakeholders, elected officials and review

agency contacts.
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Phase Notice Type Date Publication Location
TPAP Notice of Virtual Open November 27- Emails to stakeholders, elected officials and review
House — Round 3 December 11, agency contacts. (Appendices P2 - P3 and
2020 Appendices P8 - P12)
TPAP Notice of Completion December 29, Multiple Newspapers (See Section 8.4)
2020 E-mails to stakeholders and review agency contacts.

8.1.2.6 French Translation

Metrolinx is committed to providing services in French in designated areas of the province under the
principles of the French Language Services Act (FLSA); working to ensure the availability and
accessibility of system-wide quality services in French. Following these principles, Metrolinx provided a
French translation of all notices and newspaper ads for the Project.

8.1.3 Summary of Online Engagement

Digital engagement tools were employed as part of a comprehensive and accessible TPAP consultation
Program and formed a significant aspect of the consultation approach; specifically, for the second and
third round of public consultation due to the COVID-19 pandemic. This allowed interested and affected
stakeholders to receive information and project updates, as well as submit comments and questions
directly to the Project Team. Two websites (the existing Metrolinx Electrification webpage and Metrolinx
Engage New Track and Facilities TPAP webpage) were used as part of online engagement in order to
notify stakeholders and the public of updates and public meetings, provide key project information, and
provide a mechanism for receiving stakeholder comments and feedback (available 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), as described below:

° Brief overview of the New Track and Facilities TPAP scope;

. The combined advertisements for the Notice of Commencement, Notice of Completion, Public
Consultation Round #1, Public Consultation Round #2, and Public Consultation Round #3;

° Complete sets of Public Open House Display Panels and online feedback forms. These were
posted for viewing and download throughout the Public Meeting sessions as an alternative way
for interested persons who were not able to attend the meetings in person to view the material
and submit questions or feedback to Metrolinx;

. Roll Plans showing proposed infrastructure;

. All materials presented during the Round 1 Public Meetings, including:
o Electrification EA Update;
o Meeting presentation boards/panels;

o Information sheets;
o Roll plans;
o Meeting feedback forms.
. All materials presented during the Round 2 Virtual Open House, including:
o Project update;
o Presentation boards/panels;
o Information sheets; and
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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.

o 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.

8.2.1 Public Consultation
8.2.1.1 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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TABLE 8-3 SUMMARY OF PUBLIC MEETING ROUND ONE ADVERTISEMENTS

Publication Dates Published
Toronto Star (includes online version) February 1, 2020
February 8, 2020
Toronto/Mississauga Le Metropolitan January 30, 2020
February 6, 2020
Toronto L’Express January 31, 2020
February 7, 2020

In addition, a French and English version of this advertisement were made available, as per the
requirements described in Section 8.1.2.6, on the Metrolinx Engage website. Copies of the English and
French Newspaper Ads are included in Appendix P2.

Radio Advertisements

Beginning February 3, 2020, and ending on February 16, 2020, radio advertisements aired on CFTR 680
AM News and CHBM Boom 97.3 FM to inform the public public/stakeholders of the upcoming public
meetings. The advertisements aired 3 times per day for a total of 15 seconds. Below is the radio ad
script.

“GO Transit Expansion is happening across our Region. From February 18" to 29" Metrolinx is
holding community open houses for new rail projects. To learn more and have your say, visit
metrolinxengage.com. Metrolinx: It’s happening.”

8.2.1.2 Public Meeting Locations & Overview
The first round of public meetings was intended to:

° Provide an initial overview of the TPAP, project timelines, scope of the EA studies, and new track
and facilities infrastructure requirements;

. Address any preliminary comments; and,

. Obtain feedback to improve the implementation of the project.

The Pre-Planning Phase public meetings were held in February 2020 to allow for more detailed design
information to be confirmed and developed prior to Round Two of Pre-Planning Phase Virtual Open
Houses.

Ten (10) public open houses were held at various locations throughout the network between February 18
and February 29, 2020. The 10 public meetings were held as a drop-in open house format from 6:30PM
to 8:30PM on weeknights and 11:30AM-1:30PM on weekends. Locations for public meetings were
chosen based on the proposed siting of GO Expansion improvements, including the proposed work
under the New Track and Facilities TPAP. All 10 public meeting venues were accessible, and display
boards were placed in areas that were also accessible. Public meeting venues were reviewed following
Round One of consultation based on received stakeholder feedback. The public meetings were held with
Project staff from Metrolinx, Gannett Fleming, Stantec, Wood, and Morison Hershfield to share
information and answer participants questions.

Table 8-4 below provides a summary of dates and locations for each public meeting.
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TABLE 8-4 PUBLIC MEETING ROUND ONE VENUES

Meeting | Date Time Venue Address Relevant TPAP/EA Addenda Project
1 Tuesday, 6:30 p.m.— | Markham Village 6041 Highway 7 e  Scarborough Junction Rail-to-Rail
February 18, | 8:30 p.m. Community Centre | Markham, ON L3P Grade Separation TPAP
2020 3AT7 e Stouffville Corridor Grade
Separations TPAP
® New Track & Facilities TPAP
2 Wednesday, | 6:30 p.m. — Southshore 205 Lakeshore e GO Rail Electrification Addendum
February 19, | 8:30 p.m. Community Centre | Drive Barrie, ON Project
2020 LAN 7Y9 e Network Wide Structures Project
3 Monday, 6:30 p.m. — Scarborough Civic 150 Borough Drive | e  Scarborough Junction Rail-to-Rail
February 24, | 8:30 p.m. Centre Toronto, ON M1P Grade Separation TPAP
2020 4N7 e  Network-Wide Structures Project
4 Monday, 6:30 p.m. - Aurora Community 1 Community e  Stouffville Corridor Grade
February 24, | 8:30 p.m. Centre Centre Lane Separations TPAP
2020 Aurora, ON L4G e Scarborough Junction Rail-to-Rail
7B1 Grade Separation TPAP
5 Tuesday, 6:30 p.m. — Evergreen Brick 550 Bayview e New Track and Facilities TPAP
February 25, | 8:30 p.m. Works Avenue Toronto,
2020 ON M4W 3X8
6 Wednesday, | 6:30 p.m. — Central Recreation | 519 Drury Lane e New Track and Facilities TPAP
February 26, | 8:30 p.m. Centre Burlington, ON
2020 L7R 2X3
7 Wednesday, | 6:30 p.m. — Metropolitan Centre | 3840 Finch e  Stouffville Corridor Grade
February 26, | 8:30 p.m. Avenue East Separations TPAP
2020 Toronto, ONM1T | 4 scarborough Junction Rail-to-Rail
3T4 Grade Separation TPAP
8 Thursday, 6:30 p.m. — Lucie & Thornton 80 Cooperage e  Scarborough Junction Rail-to-Rail
February 27, | 8:30 p.m. Blackburn Street Toronto, Grade Separation TPAP
2020 Conference Centre | ON M5A 0J3 e New Track and Facilities TPAP
at George Brown
College
9 Saturday, 11:30 a.m. — | Vaughan City Hall 2141 Major e  Stouffville Corridor Grade
February 29, | 1:30 p.m. Mackenzie Drive Separations TPAP
2020 West, Vaughan, e Scarborough Junction Rail-to-Rail
ON L6A 1T1 Grade Separation TPAP
10 Saturday, 11:30 a.m. — | Abilities Centre 55 Gordon Street Electrification TPAP Addendum
February 29, | 1:30 p.m. Whitby, ON L1N New Track & Facilities TPAP
2020 . Vegetation Removal and
Compensation Program

Display Boards/Panels

Informational Display Boards/Panels presented project information. Some boards included a QR code
that linked to the respective project webpage. 61 display boards were presented during Round One
Public Meetings, including a land acknowledgement board. Depending on the meeting location, boards
that contained locally significant information were displayed around the room, and the remainder of the
boards was available to participants that were interested in learning about proposed infrastructure not
within their municipality.
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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

o New Track and Facilities TPAP Process

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

o Layover Facilities — Associated Infrastructure, Facilities and Access

o 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:

o Benefits of GO Expansion

° Heritage Conservation

° Vegetation Removal and Compensation Program

. Electromagnetic Fields (EMF) / Electromagnetic Interference (EMI) Effects and Mitigation
. Grade Separations

o 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:

o 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 patrticipants
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 natifications 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 guestions 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.

- 8

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 lafrate;
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.
-"_ —
& i

-~

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);

o 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);

o 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

o 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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TABLE 8-5 SUMMARY OF PRE-PLANNINGLE PHASE - ROUND ONE PUBLIC COMMENTS RECEIVED (FEBRUARY 2020 — JUNE 2020)

Source

Issue Category

Question/Comment

How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx

1

Via Email

Impact Assessment -
Noise and Vibration

Various concerns about noise pollution resulting from train whistles at level
crossings and lack of messaging/information on this matter. As well, lack of
noise experts presents at Public Meetings to respond to these questions.

e In 2017, Metrolinx completed the GO Rail Electrification TPAP that evaluated areas where noise mitigation would be needed for the
planned 15-minute electrified service. Since 2017, there has been a lot of planning work done to determine the service levels and
infrastructure needed to meet future passenger demand. Currently, Metrolinx is undergoing System Wide Noise Studies to reassess
noise modeling.

e \We recognize that train whistles are loud, but Metrolinx follows the Federal Canadian Railway Operating Rules to sound the whistles in
the interest of public safety. Sounding whistles, their volume and frequency are federally regulated by Transport Canada

*  Whistle cessation is a municipal led process. In the past, Metrolinx has successfully worked with municipalities to implement whistling
cessation where requested. The City of Markham just completed this process for 13 level crossings, and you can read about it here -
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/toronto/markham-mandatory-train-whistling-level-crossings-1.5474675. | encourage you to reach out to
the Town of Newmarket Elected Officials to discuss whistle cessation.

Via Email

Impact Assessment —
EM/EMF

Various concerns about potential EMI/EMF impacts on adjacent properties and
proposed mitigation measures.

e An Electromagnetic Interference/Electromagnetic Fields (EMI/EMF) Impact Assessment was conducted as part of the GO Rail Network
Electrification Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP), which was approved in 2017. It assessed the impacts of converting six GO-
owned rail corridors from diesel to electric propulsion, including: Union Station Rail Corridor, Lakeshore West Rail Corridor, a portion of
the Kitchener Corridor, Barrie Rail Corridor, Stouffville Rail Corridor, and Lakeshore East Rail Corridor.

e The Impact Assessment study determined that no adverse effects were anticipated due to the installation of the electrified
system/facilities. Notwithstanding this, once the electric rolling stock has been determined during detailed design, additional EMI/EMF
testing and verification will be completed to confirm the initial findings and establish any required mitigation measures. Additionally, no
impacts are expected to adjacent properties with regards to power surges or impacts to other services such as telecommunications.

e Please note that the full Electrification TPAP Environmental Project Report is available online at
http://www.metrolinx.com/en/electrification/electric.aspx

e Metrolinx is currently completing an additional EMI/EMF analysis for electrification of the Richmond Hill rail corridor, which was not
assessed during 2017. This involved taking scans to establish baseline conditions prior to electrification. The study determined that,
similar to the findings from 2017, no EMI/EMF impacts are anticipated; although these findings will be verified through additional study
during detailed design. The complete EMI/EMF Impact Assessment Report for Electrification of the Richmond Hill corridor will be shared
publicly once Metrolinx issues the Notice of Commencement for the New Track and Facilities TPAP.

Via Email

Construction and Facility
Siting — Facility Locations

Various concerns about the proposed Don Valley Layover facility including:

Flooding concerns at the Don Valley
Proximity to Environmentally Sensitive Area
Proximity to excising pedestrian trail
Proposed location of access road
Proposed layover location

Future consultation opportunities

We can confirm that this communication has been shared with the New Track and Facilities Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP)
project team. Per your request, please see below and attached for some information on several topics related to the proposed Don Valley
Layover that can be shared in any future responses:
* Flooding concerns
o Metrolinx is undertaking a preliminary stormwater management assessment to identify potential impacts to the Lower Don River and
future steps/mitigation measures. Metrolinx is also undertaking the Don Valley Flood Mitigation Study to assess impacts of flooding
along the Richmond Hill Corridor within the Don Valley. It is anticipated that design of infrastructure within the Don Valley will consider
flood mitigation measures; to be determined during detailed design by Project Co.
o Metrolinx is working with the City of Toronto through the TAC process to minimize impacts, including erosion, drainage, stormwater
management and flooding.
e  Environmentally Sensitive Area
o Although Metrolinx is not subject to municipal permits and approvals, Metrolinx’s policy is to adhere to the intent of the relevant
permits and approvals to the extent possible. Metrolinx is in discussions with the City of Toronto through our Technical Advisory
Committee to try and minimize impacts to adjacent uses where possible.
e  Existing pedestrian trail
o The designs presented thus far are preliminary and continue to be optimized to minimize impacts to surrounding uses as much as
possible.
e Access road
o Metrolinx is looking to ensure access at all times during construction. Note there night be altered access in some areas for some
portions of time during construction.
o Metrolinx is working with the City of Toronto through the Technical Advisory Committee process to minimize impacts, including
erosion, drainage, stormwater management and flooding.
® Proposed layover location
o The proposed layover will need to be in proximity to Union Station in order to relieve congestion
o After hearing feedback from the URSC community, we are looking to avoid impacts to the USRC corridor
e Consultation Opportunities

o While public consultation is ongoing during the course of the project, there will be more opportunities for the public to review the
proposed layover design at meetings planned later this year.
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ID Source

Issue Category

Question/Comment

How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx

4 Metrolinx
Engage

Construction and Facility
Siting — Facility Locations

At the top left of the map in the newsletter you can see Sun Chemical; this is a
large plant that has been in this area for many years. Apart from the disruption
of operations and re-location of staff, this is a chemical plant; what would
happen to the chemicals during relocation and subsequent excavation? How
safe is this? How close to sewage lines, underground springs, the water table,
etc. would the demolition and excavations be? Also, we're curious as to
whether or not soil samples would have been taken and analyzed prior to the
proposal and proposed site excavation.

Environmental Site Assessments are underway at the proposed Beach Layover site to identify and characterize potential areas of
contamination and their extent. Any excess soil would be tested to determine its appropriate waste classification prior to proper disposal.
Utilities and Hydrogeological (groundwater) investigations are also underway to identify and mitigate potential impacts resulting from the
construction and operation of the layover facility as it relates to potential utility conflicts and groundwater contamination. Metrolinx will ensure
due diligence activities, including soil sampling, are conducted prior to any construction.

5 Metrolinx
Engage

Impact Assessment -
Noise and Vibration

The noise and lights and dirt/dust during leveling and preparation of the site
would be horrendous. How many trucks and people would be involved? How
would this impact residents/businesses and traffic in the whole of Burlington?
During what times would the work take place? What noise level should we
expect when all these trains go onto the 16 tracks? How would this noise
impact area residents and area businesses (not forgetting the fire station on
Fairview) Electric trains are very noisy - in quantity they could be heard many
blocks away.

Metrolinx has developed a new approach to construction management that requires contractors to develop a Construction Staging and
Laydown Area Plan for areas where they are proposing to work. The Plan will be based on best practices and will help to:

Minimize pollution, including air, noise, vibration, and light;
Minimize impact on trees, vegetation, and local ecosystems;
Minimize traffic impacts for trains, cars, pedestrians, and cyclists;
Minimize visual / aesthetic impacts; and

Stay on time and within budget.

For more information on the new approach please refer to the information sheet found here:
https://www.metrolinxengage.com/sites/default/files/info_sheet 6 - construction mgmt - final2.pdf and a recent article on the Metrolinx blog.
found here: https://blog.metrolinx.com/2020/03/25/getting-past-dirt-and-dust-during-critical-transit-development-how-metrolinx-will-tackle-
future-go-expansion-projects-in-your-neighbourhood/

For operational train noise, Metrolinx is undergoing system-wide noise studies to identify impact and explore ways of mitigating noise by:

®  Proposing to electrify 7 rail corridors (Lakeshore East, Lakeshore West, Kitchener, Stouffville, Richmond Hill, Barrie, and Union Station
Rail Corridor) to the maximum extent possible:

o Electric trains are quieter than diesel trains currently used at speeds less than 100 km/hr.
o Implementing silencers/mufflers on all existing diesel locomotives over a 5-year period.
o This could reduce noise by 6 dB at the highest throttle setting.
Regarding the comment on potential traffic impacts, Metrolinx is currently in the process of conducting a traffic study to assess potential

effects the proposed layover may have on existing roads and intersections within 100 meters of the study area. Results of this study and other
studies will be available at upcoming public meetings.

6 Metrolinx
Engage

Impact Assessment —
Land Use and
Socioeconomic

The proposed layover would alter the City's projected employment area site
and also the willingness of people to buy into new developments alongside.
This area is ripe for development of upscale multiple residential units;
Burlington would get many more benefits and more money accommodating
property development and future residents than a large unsightly noisy
Metrolinx layover.

e The layover site is proposed in an employment/industrial area, surrounded by the rail corridor and various mixed-use buildings. It is not
expected to conflict with City of Burlington zoning given existing land uses in the vicinity of the site.

e Metrolinx is currently in the process of conducting a socio-economic and land use study to understand current and future conditions and
assess potential effects the Project may have on existing land uses within 100 meters of the study area. Results of this study and other
studies will be available at upcoming public meetings.

7 Metrolinx
Engage

Vegetation Removal and
Compensation

Environmentally, the loss of green space and trees would affect air quality and
these trees couldn't be replaced because of tracks. The smell and dust would
be atrocious.

e Metrolinx understands that trees and vegetation are valuable contributors to healthy communities, providing important ecological, social,
and economic services. Vegetation and tree removal will happen only where there is a GO Expansion requirement to ensure safe delivery
and operation of the new infrastructure required to support electrification and increase service levels.

®  The Metrolinx Vegetation Removal and Compensation Program ensures that all trees, including those at the proposed Beach layover site,
are replaced on a 1-for-1 basis, at a minimum.

e For more information, please review the Vegetation Removal and Compensation Program information sheet found here:
https://www.metrolinxengage.com/sites/default/files/info_sheet 3 - vegetation - final.pdf

e Metrolinx is currently in the process of conducting a system-wide air quality study to assess the local air quality impacts from the Project.
This assessment involves detailed computer modelling of potential local air quality impacts under predictable worst-case conditions.
Results of this study and other studies will be available at upcoming public meetings.

8 Metrolinx
Engage

Construction and Facility
Siting — Facility
Operations

Would maintenance be undertaken when the trains are in layover? If so, how
many people would be involved with this? When would maintenance be done?
How much extra wear on Burlington roads is involved and who would cover the
cost? How many bright lights would be required to illuminate the tracks and
how would this impact area residents and area businesses? When would all
these trains enter or leave the 16 tracks to meet the 'train every 15 minute'
schedule? Early morning? Late night?

e The proposed Beach layover facility is intended to be a Progressive Maintenance site. This includes activities such as washing
locomotives and rolling stock, emptying waste tanks, and other minor activities that allow GO trains to operate daily. The operating hours
have yet to be determined and the number of Metrolinx employees involved in this operation will depend on operational requirements. No
heavy maintenance is proposed at this location.

e Site lighting will be designed in such a way as to reduce light trespass onto adjacent properties, to the extent possible. The exact timing
of when trains may enter and leave the facility has yet to be determined and will be reflective of operational needs.
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ID | Source Issue Category Question/Comment How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx
9 Metrolinx Construction and Facility Is Metrolinx looking at any other sites? Wouldn't Hamilton, the steel city, be a The proposed Beach Layover facility is intended to provide train storage and progressive maintenance, provide opportunities to reconfigure
Engage Siting — Facility Location better proposition? trains for off-peak service and serve as the terminus of electrification of the corridor, which ends at Burlington GO Station per the approved
Electrification TPAP, 2017.
e The proposed location for the Beach Layover facility was selected based on the following:
o The site is within close proximity to the Burlington GO Station.
o The location is currently serviced by existing utility connections.
o At approximately 40 acres, the site is large enough to accommodate all necessary infrastructure.
10 | Metrolinx Construction and Facility | «  Concerns about the recently released plans for the Richmond Hill corridor, | e  The proposed Don Valley Layover Facility will be utilizing the Don Branch, which is currently owned by Metrolinx but has no service
Engage Siting — Facility Location which included the electrification of a portion of the corridor and a new running on it. This Don Valley Layover site is essential for Metrolinx’s operations as it will allow trains to quickly and efficiently drop
layover facility at the Don Valley, and the impact of this proposed facility passengers at Union Station and allow for improved movement and reduced congestion. The site is ideally located in proximity of Union
on VIA's plans to implement its High-Frequency Rail project, linking Station to allow for off-peak train storage on Metrolinx’s existing property. In addition to this the train services on the Don Branch are
Toronto, Ottawa, Montreal, and Quebec City by restoring service to a limited by the level of rehabilitation required to restore the historic Half Mile Bridge (over Bayview Ave, Bala Subdivision, Don River, and
previously abandoned corridor, separate from the current Lakeshore Line. Don Valley Parkway).

e VIA's project is expected to use the Don Subdivision to connect between e Subsequent to design funding by the Canada Infrastructure Bank, a Joint Project Office (JPO) is being established in 2020 to progress
Union Station and the current CP tracks, but the new GO plans show the the design and cost estimates for VIA Rail's High Frequency Rail proposal. Metrolinx and VIA Rail are working together on this matter and
Don Sub track being taken over for a layover siding, making no provision will seek to maximize the public benefit of infrastructure investments. Metrolinx has shared its plans for the Don Valley Layover and the
for through service by VIA. New Track and Facilities TPAP Project with all Federal Railway agencies, including VIA Rail, as part of the TPAP consultation efforts. We

«  Removing this connection for the sake of a single-track layover facility is will continue to work with VIA Rail and the Canada Infrastructure Bank as they advance their planning and detailed design for High
very shortsighted - HFR is a project of national importance, and every Frequency R,a"‘ . . . . . . .
effort should be taken for GO and VIA to work together to support rail * As a Provincial agency, Metrolinx strives to engage all its stakeholders to ensure projects are completed to the satisfaction of its
transit collectively in Ontario and Canada. customers and the residents of Ontario. We appreciate the feedback and commentary from the public and encourage this positive

dialogue.
11 | Metrolinx Construction and Facility e While | appreciate the need for facilities to enable the planned GO ® The proposed Beach Layover facility will allow us to be more flexible and where and when we store trains reducing congestion on the

Engage Siting — Facility Location expansions, we would be much better served as a community if these Lakeshore West corridor. There is a portion of the Lakeshore West Corridor beyond Burlington that is not owned by Metrolinx. The portion

facilities would be in Hamilton. Hamilton wants/needs the service and we of corridor in Hamilton is an important one to our freight partners, and we will continue to work with them as we improve service across
cannot afford to park all of the Hamilton commuters at our Burlington our network. Due to track ownership the facility will act as the terminus of electrification on the Lakeshore West corridor planned to end at
Stations or have all of that traffic on our already clogged commuter roads. Burlington GO Station.

e | would really like to see a give back to the community of Burlington for the | ®  The proposed layover facility is required for Metrolinx to expand GO Rail service across the network. The new services will provide
imposition of a rail shunting yard in the middle of our city if this really is the customers with more options that will allow them to travel where they need to when they need to. We are currently undergoing an Impact
best possible solution. Burlington is a city dissected by railways and Assessment that will be available for public comment during future consultation that includes a land use study.
highways. Any further rail or road infrastructure in our city seems like it
would not be an addition to the connectivity of our city for people who
want to use active transportation to avoid the clogged roads.

12 | Metrolinx EA Process - Consultation | ¢  General inquiry about why they did not receive a copy of the Public * We do our best to ensure that residents are made aware of our meetings including delivering notice to residents within 100 meters of the

Engage Meetings notification in the mail. rail corridor, newspaper advertisements and email distribution. If you are interested in staying up-to-date, we can add you to the regional
newsletter and you will provide notice of any upcoming meetings. Please let me know and | will be sure you are included.

* The materials Metrolinx presented at the public meeting will remain available on Metrolinx Engage
13 | Metrolinx EA Process — Public I found the roll plans confusing to read. * In several cases our design shows switches connecting to track that is currently planned or under construction as part of early works and
Engage Meeting Materials In several places, new switches are shown, presumably connecting to other Metrolinx projects. It is for this reason that some switches/track segments appear to abruptly end on the roll plans.
new tangent tracl’< but that track is nowheré to be seen. and in others e The presented conceptual design represents only one way to achieve planned service levels. The placement of switches is subject to
there are new swifches drawn next to existing ones, an,d it's unclear if’they change during detail design and therefore caution is warranted when attempting to use the roll plans to understand how planned service
are straight replacements or if they're additions meant to allow parallel levels will be accommodated.
crossover movements.

e Details like that are important, in the end, to understand how the track
work is meant to handle planned service levels, and how much room there
would be for expansion beyond those. | would much appreciate a plan of
the proposed track work in a clearer format, such as a schematic drawing,
or maybe a textual description of each new, changed or removed signal
plant.

14 | Metrolinx General e When will construction begin? Construction is currently anticipated to begin in late 2022.

Engage Unfortunately, the anticipated date cannot be more specific than that at this time, as the procurement process is in progress. Metrolinx
will provide more information to the public on construction timelines once the procurement process is complete and detailed design is
underway.
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ID | Source Issue Category Question/Comment How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx
15 Metrolinx Construction and Facility e The proposed Don Valley Layover Facility will use the Metrolinx-owned e  Metrolinx has shared its pIang for the proposed' Don .VaIIey' Layover faciIit_y and the New Track and FaciIities TPAP Project wi'fh VIA Rail

Engage Siting — Facility Location Don Branch. The Don Branch is also proposed to be used by VIA Rail as part of the TPAP consultation efforts. Metrolinx will continue to work with VIA Rail as they advance their planning for the High
Canada for its High Frequency Rail (HFR) project, which is currently in the Frequency Rail Project. Metrolinx and VIA Rail are working together on this matter and will seek to maximize the public benefit of
planning phase. If the Metrolinx Layover facility is built, it seems like VIA infrastructure investments.
will be blocked from using it to access CP Rail's Midtown corridor.

* My questions are: will the Don Valley Layover Facility prevent VIA HFR
from using this corridor, and have VIA and Metrolinx discussed the
impacts that this yard will have on the HFR project?
16 | Round 1 PICs Construction and Facility e | agree as to the need for the proposed layover and train storage yard e The layover site i_s pro_posgd in an e‘mploymen.t/indqstrial area, surrounded_by the !'a_il .corridor ar_ld various mixed-use buildings. It is not

(Beach Siting — Facility Location near Burlington GO station. However, the City of Burlington faces a expected to conflict with City of Burlington zoning given existing land uses in the vicinity of the site.

Layover) significant intensification challenge which does not appear to be helped e Metrolinx is currently in the process of conducting a socio-economic and land use study to understand current and future conditions and
due to the size of employment designated land to be consumed from assess potential effects the Project may have on existing land uses within 100 meters of the study area. Results of this study and other
either a jobs perspective or a number of residents’ perspectives. studies will be available at upcoming public meetings.

e Perhaps an understanding can be reached, that the density per hectare of
the site can be removed from the City of Burlington’s density target. How
many jobs will the proposed development support? you should be able to
determine by ratio of other facilities.
17 | Round 1 PICs Construction and Facility e Concerns about late night noise pollution and hours of operations. Type of | Metrolinx has developed a new approach to construction management that requires contractors to develop a Construction Staging and
(Beach Siting — Facility Locations services vehicles can be used —creating noise. Air quality, dust and dirt Laydown Area Plan for areas where they are proposing to work. The Plan will be based on best practices and will help to:
Layover) being stirred up in the area. e Minimize ion. including air. noise. vibrati iaht:
pollution, including air, noise, vibration, and light;
* Suggestion to implement Sound walls, earth berm, trees, etc. to minimize | ¢ \jinimize impact on trees, vegetation, and local ecosystems;
noise to address these concemns. e  Minimize traffic impacts for trains, cars, pedestrians, and cyclists;
e  Minimize visual / aesthetic impacts; and
e Stay on time and within budget.
18 | Round 1 PICs Cp_nstructiop.and Facility e Noise at night. Key time of moving trains will be when people are sleeping. | Metrolinx continues to explore ways to minimize noise impacts by:

(Beach Stting — Facility Locations Impact of noise on property value of the area. * Proposing to electrify 7 rail corridors (Lakeshore East, Lakeshore West, Kitchener, Stouffville, Richmond Hill, Barrie, and Union Station

Layover) * Also, the inconsistent presentation of noise (e.g., not consistent noise rail corridor) to the maximum extent possible:
happens on and off can also be disruptive to sleep and mental heaith). e Electric trains are quieter than diesel trains currently used at speeds less than 100 km/hr.

ILeaaysc:vsekr:q)should be in an area further away from residential homes (at e Build noise barriers where they will reduce experienced sound levels by at least 5 dB (also subject to technical and cost considerations).
’ e Metrolinx is implementing silencers/mufflers on all existing diesel locomotives over a 5-year period.
This could reduce noise by 6 dB at the highest throttle setting.
19 Round 1 PICs C.o.nstructior.\.and Fac?lity * Noise impact on approved residential development at 1335 Plains Road Metrolinx continues to explore ways to minimize noise impacts by:
(Beach Siting — Facility Locations East, Burlington (townhouse development). Projectis currently inthe site | o proposing to electrify 7 rail corridors (Lakeshore East, Lakeshore West, Kitchener, Stouffville, Richmond Hill, Barrie, and Union Station
Layover) plane aPprovaI stagg. . ' o rail corridor) to the maximum extent possible:
* Would like to see noise barriers or other noise mitigation measureson | ¢ Ejectric trains are quieter than diesel trains currently used at speeds less than 100 km/hr.
Metro_llnx property SO resuder_\tlal uses will not |mpa_cted. Also, vgonderlng e Build noise barriers where they will reduce experienced sound levels by at least 5 dB (also subject to technical and cost considerations).
the City will consider the residential area surrounding 1335 Plains Road o . . L ) . .
East to be considered a Class 4 area under MOECC regulation. e Metrolinx is implementing silencers/mufflers on all existing diesel locomotives over a 5-year period.
This could reduce noise by 6 dB at the highest throttle setting.
20 Round 1 PICs Impact Assessment — e Request for information on proposed mitigation measures for EMI/EMF e An EIgctrqmagnetic'Interference/EIectromagnetic Fields (EMI/EMF) Impact Asse;sment was conducted a§ part of the GO Rgil Ngtwork
EM/EMF impacts for properties within proximity of proposed tracks. Electrification Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP), which was approved in 2017. It assessed the impacts of converting six GO-
owned rail corridors from diesel to electric propulsion, including: Union Station Rail Corridor, Lakeshore West Rail Corridor, a portion of
the Kitchener Corridor, Barrie Rail Corridor, Stouffville Rail Corridor, and Lakeshore East Rail Corridor.
® The Impact Assessment study determined that no adverse effects were anticipated due to the installation of the electrified
system/facilities. Notwithstanding this, once the electric rolling stock has been determined during detailed design, additional EMI/EMF
testing and verification will be completed to confirm the initial findings and establish any required mitigation measures. Additionally, no
impacts are expected to adjacent properties with regards to power surges or impacts to other services such as telecommunications.
e Please note that the full Electrification TPAP Environmental Project Report is available online at
http://www.metrolinx.com/en/electrification/electric.aspx
e Metrolinx is currently completing an additional EMI/EMF analysis for electrification of the Richmond Hill rail corridor, which was not
assessed during 2017. This involved taking scans to establish baseline conditions prior to electrification. The study determined that,
similar to the findings from 2017, no EMI/EMF impacts are anticipated; although these findings will be verified through additional study
ST .« e
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ID | Source Issue Category Question/Comment How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx
during detailed design. The complete EMI/EMF Impact Assessment Report for Electrification of the Richmond Hill corridor will be shared
publicly once Metrolinx issues the Notice of Commencement for the New Track and Facilities TPAP.

21 | Round 1 PICs Construction and Facility Concerns about potential implications the proposed Don Valley Layover e The proposed Don Valley Layover Facility will be utilizing the Don Branch, which is currently owned by Metrolinx but has no service
(Don Valley Siting — Facility Locations facility may have on the feasibility of VIA Rail's High Frequency Rail (HFR) running on it. This Don Valley Layover site is essential for Metrolinx’s operations as it will allow trains to quickly and efficiently drop
Layover) Project. passengers at Union Station and allow for improved movement and reduced congestion. The site is ideally located in proximity of Union

. : R Station to allow for off-peak train storage on Metrolinx’s existing property. In addition to this the train services on the Don Branch are
::r;:::emc? ts’te:svzeer:‘t Sﬁ?;':r;gt%in:ﬁ: ::;rglf ?’r::(ijnll::: (}f&Zepzt;r;E;:nch to limited by the level of rehabilitation required to restore the historic Half Mile Bridge (over Bayview Ave, Bala Subdivision, Don River, and
layover plan appears to completely preclude the restoration of the Don Don Vglley Parkway).. - . . .

Branch as a connecting track, as would be needed to support HFR. ® Metrolinx has shared its plans for the Don Valley Layover and the New Track and Facilities TPAP Project with all Federal Railway
agencies, including VIA Rail, as part of the TPAP consultation efforts. We will continue to work with VIA Rail and the Canada
Infrastructure Bank as they advance their planning and detailed design for High Frequency Rail.

e As a Provincial agency, Metrolinx strives to engage all its stakeholders to ensure projects are completed to the satisfaction of its
customers and the residents of Ontario. We appreciate the feedback and commentary from the public and encourage this positive
dialogue.

22 | Round 1 PICs Construction and Facility The access road to the staff facility will have significantly more trafficonit | ® Accessroad ) ) ) ) ) )

(Don Valley Siting — Facility Locations than the current maintenance roadway. It runs alongside the lower Don o Metrolinx is looking to ensure access at all times during construction. Note there night be altered access in some areas for some
Layover) Trail with minimal separation about 300/400m north of the viaduct and the portions of time during construction. _ _ _ S -
trail is close to the new facilities under viaduct itself. In both cases, the o Metrolinx is working with the City of Toronto through the Technical Advisory Committee process to minimize impacts, including
main concern would be including a clear separation feature between the erosion, drainage, §tormwater management and flooding.
trail and your new access and facility buildings. ® Proposed layover location
o The proposed layover will need to be in proximity to Union Station in order to relieve congestion
o After hearing feedback from the URSC community, we are looking to avoid impacts to the USRC corridor

23 | Metrolinx Roll Plans Thank you for posting roll plans for almost all of the corridors! Tome that | ®  In several cases our design shows switches connecting to track that is currently planned or under construction as part of early works and
Engage — ‘Ask represents a big step forward compared to Metrolinx's past EA studies in other Metrolinx projects. It is for this reason that some switches / track segments appear to abruptly end on the roll plans. Please be
a Question’ terms of letting the public understand the scale of planned work. advised that the conceptual design we have presented represents only one way to achieve planned service levels. The placement of
Page | found the plans confusing to read, however. In several places, new switches is subject to change during detail design and therefore caution is warranted when attempting to use the roll plans to understand

switches are shown, presumably connecting to new tangent track, but that how pianned servica leveis will be accommoased.
track is nowhere to be seen, and in others, there are new switches drawn

next to existing ones, and it's unclear if they are straight replacements or if

they're additions meant to allow parallel crossover movements. And

details like that are important, in the end, to understand how the track

work is meant to handle planned service levels, and how much room there

would be for expansion beyond those.

| would much appreciate a plan of the proposed track work in a clearer

format, such as a schematic drawing, or maybe a textual description of

each new, changed or removed signal plant.

24 | Metrolinx Segment LSE-10 Mile We are the owners and managers of property located within proximity of * The retaining wall proposed at Oshawa GO Station will be constructed to avoid any disruptions or conflicts to existing land uses,
Engage 10.70 to Mile 11.20 the proposed retaining wall in Whitby. The Segment LSE-10 Mile 10.70 to wherever possible.

Retaining Wall at Oshawa Mile 11.20 Retaining Wall at Oshawa GO could have a negative effect on e  Specific property impacts are currently being examined as part of finalizing the Environmental Project Report (EPR) and will need to be
GO Station our property. Any expansion of the Oshawa station could also have a further reviewed and refined as part of the subsequent detailed design stage.
negative effect on this property as the existing parking lot and cars try to e We encourage you to participate in the public consultation process, and submit your concerns. Please visit metrolinxengage.com to stay
park on our site. Permission was not given for Metrolinx nor their informed about upcoming consultations.
consultant to access this site so any information that Metrolinx has e We can confirm that Metrolinx has not conducted any site visits or field work at your property. Information gathered to date to conduct the
gathered should not be relied upon. preliminary property impact assessment has been collected from publicly available data sources.

e  Should there be a need for Metrolinx or its contractors to access your property, a request for a Permission to Enter (PTE) will be formally
requested of the property owner.

e As a Provincial agency, Metrolinx strives to consult with all potentially affected property owners to ensure projects are completed to the
satisfaction of its customers and the residents of Ontario.

SN « o
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8.2.1.3 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

o 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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Important

New Track & Facilities

About

As part of the GO Expansion Program, Metrolinx has identified various infrastructure required to
achieve service level targets across the network.

New Track & Facilities is one component of the GO Expansion Program that will follow a Transit
Project Assessment Process (TPAP) (Ontario Regulation 231/08). New infrastructure being
proposed as part of the New Track & Facilities TPAP includes:

Documents

View key

documents related to
the New Tracks &
Facilities TPAP
including maps,
program updates and
information sheets.

Learn more

« four (4) new layover/storage facilities; = -
« new platforms at existing GO Stations; | .
ndigenous
* new tracks/switches within existing Metrolinx Rights-of-Way (ROW); Communities
« modifications or upgrades to existing tracks within existing Metrolinx rail ROW; and People

« bridge expansion/modifications; and

« electrification of a portion of the Richmond Hill GO Rail Comridor up to Pottery Road in the
City of Toronto.

[ 14 | D el = S0 - ) =
August 18 to September 1, 2020
Participate now in the virtual open house open through September 1. For your

convenience, there are opportunities to provide feedback directly where you find new or
relevant information; or you can submit general comments in the Feedback Form.

Let us take a moment
to acknowledge that we
are on the traditiona
territory of many
Nations. In particular
the Anishnabeg, the
Haudenosaunee and
the Wendat peoples.

We acknowledge that
Metrolinx operates on
these lands and hasa
responsibility to work

FIGURE 8-12 EXCERPT OF NEW TRACK & FACILITIES - WEB PAGE

The new information presented in Round Two includes:

. The proposed Walkers Line Layover Facility in the City of Burlington (along the Lakeshore West

Corridor);
. A revised design of the Don Valley Layover in the City of Toronto; and
. Information about the associated impacts and proposed mitigation for each of the proposed

layover/storage yard facilities.
Proposed Infrastructure & Studies Web Page

The content on this web page was organized by the following sections and included links to relevant
project materials. Introduction text was provided to describe each type of infrastructure, why it is
required, and where there is proposed infrastructure by location. The proposed infrastructure and studies
web page included:
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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
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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
guestions 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 patrticipants 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:

o 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;

o 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;

o 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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TABLE 8-6 SUMMARY OF PRE-PLANNING PHASE - ROUND TWO PUBLIC COMMENTS RECEIVED (AUGUST 2020 - SEPTEMBER 2020)

Source

Issue Category

Question/Comment

How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx

1 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback

Electrification

What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure?

Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us about the Oshawa GO Station, and your suggestion regarding

Question)

Noise and Vibration

Form) Infrastructure Oshawa GO station -- as the first step to a north of the 401 route -- is absolutely necessary switches. We agree that Oshawa GO Station will play a critical role in the growth and future development of the
given that the governments haven't expanded the roadways fast enough Region. The increased rail service made possible by GO Expansion will provide greater access to public transit and
Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us allow an increasing number of residents to leave their cars at home.
to consider?
Are there other comments or advice you'd like to share with us? Regarding switches, most if not all mainline powered switches have what is called a Switch Clearing device. The
Frozen switches affecting GO trains should never be a problem. Heard of heated main purpose of these systems is to prevent snow and ice from gathering in a way that negatively affects the
sidewalks? Put the switches on heated concrete pads operation of the switch. Metrolinx consistently maintains these mechanisms to ensure switches remain safe and
malleable during the winter season.
Thank you again for contacting us. We look forward to your continued involvement with the Project.
2 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a Impact Assessment - | Expropriation & Noise Mitigation Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. Updated renderings will be made available at the next round of public

When will we find out if GO needs to expropriate land from our neighbourhood? The new
tracks will be right behind our house.

If our house isn't expropriated, will GO be constructing noise barriers to maintain an
enjoyment of property? We are used to a few freight trains a day, but rush hour service is
an entirely different animal

consultation.
We appreciate your participation and feedback, as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project.

3 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback
Form)

General

What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure?

Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us
to consider?

The city of Burlington should not be consider for such an industrial and harmful project to
the local environment and habitats. Absolutely would be disappointed and angered by this.

Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us about the proposed GO Expansion infrastructure in the City of
Burlington. The proposed layover facility within the City of Burlington is intended to provide train storage and
progressive maintenance, provide opportunities to reconfigure trains for off-peak service, and serve as the terminus
of electrification of the Lakeshore West Corridor, which ends at Burlington GO Station per the approved 2017 GO
Rail Electrification TPAP. The sites were considered by Metrolinx based on the following:

» The close proximity of the Burlington GO Station
» The close proximity to existing utility connections
« Property is large enough to accommodate all necessary infrastructure

The proposed layover sites under consideration are in an industrial/employment area and are not expected to
conflict with City of Burlington zoning given the existing land-uses in the vicinity. We value your concerns and
assure you that Metrolinx is currently in the process of conducting a Land Use and Socio-Economic Impact
Assessment study to understand current and future conditions and assess potential effects the Project may have on
existing land uses within 100 meters of the study area. Results of all studies will be posted to

https://www.metrolinxengage.com/en/engagement-initiatives/new-track-facilities once available.

Metrolinx understands that trees and vegetation are valuable contributors to healthy communities, providing
important ecological, social and economic services. Metrolinx has developed a vegetation compensation plan that
will guide all Metrolinx projects in addressing the removal process, compensation approach and mitigation
measures in instances where tree removals cannot be avoided. Details on the compensation plan can be found in
the Metrolinx Vegetation Guideline (2020) which can be accessed at Metrolinx's Engage website at the 4following
link https://www.metrolinxengage.com/sites/default/files/Metrolinx _vegquide-final draft s001-gen-7761-

005 reduced size.pdf

A Natural Environment Impact Assessment Report is also being prepared and will be made available in the future.
This report will outline potential impacts on terrestrial and aquatic habitats resulting from the Project as well as
mitigation measures.

Your participation and feedback is an important part of our work, thank you again for contacting us. We look forward
to your continued involvement with the Project.

Gannett Fleming
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Source

Issue Category

Question/Comment

How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx

4 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a
Question)

Impact Assessment -
Property Impacts

Don Valley Layover

It appears the revised August 2020 layover design directly impacts the two Hydro One 115-
kV transmission towers immediately south of Bloor Street Jct. However, the design does not
indicate the proposed treatment of these two towers, which are critical for maintaining
power flows in Toronto. Has Hydro One agreed to the proposed layover design? If so,
please indicate on the design where the towers are to be relocated. (As this is a
constrained, environmentally sensitive area, omitting key details such as the tower
relocation likely presents an optimistic picture of the eventual layover impacts.)

Thank you for your comment related to the proposed Don Valley Layover. Metrolinx has been consulting with Hydro
One to discuss the proposed site and necessary clearances for Hydro One’s infrastructure.

The proposed Don Valley Layover is not expected to require relocation of overhead transmission lines or towers.
Please note that the conceptual design for this site will continue to be refined during the Transit Project Assessment
Process (TPAP) and in future stages of design after considering feedback received from the public and other
stakeholders. The final layover configuration will be presented to the public during future consultation events and will
also be documented within the New Track and Facilities TPAP Environmental Project Report (EPR).

We appreciate your participation and feedback, as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project.

5 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a
Question)

Construction and
Facility Siting —
Facility Locations

What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure?

It appears Metrolinx would like to take some of my land for a proposed site.

Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us t
consider?

-Yes.

Would you like to comment on a specific project?
-New layover/storage facilities

Comment on new layover/storage facilities.
-WALKERS LINE PROPOSED SITE
Why are you proposing that you build new facilities on this site?

Thank you for your feedback. Metrolinx is committed to working with all landowners affected by planned service and
infrastructure improvements. Our dedicated property team has already been in touch with you to discuss next steps
and come to an amicable solution.

6 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback
Form)

Impact Assessment -
Noise and Vibration

What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure?
| like that you are sharing the assessments and asking for community feedback.

Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us
to consider?

-Noise from day to day operations is not mentioned, nor is how traffic will be affected after
construction.

Are there other comments or advice you'd like to share with us?

Would you like to comment on a specific project?

New layover/storage facilities

Comment on new layover/storage facilities.

Questions regarding the Walkers Line Layover Facility proposal:

1) You are assessing noise and vibration concerns during construction. How much noise
will this location generate during normal operation?

2) Regarding the Walkers Line Layover Facility access point and road: Right now traffic is
reduced due to Covid-19. Normally, Harvester Road is congested during rush hours. It is
difficult to turn right and virtually impossible to turn left from any business on Harvester
Road during busy times of day. Additionally, the traffic attempting to turn from Harvester
Road onto Walkers Line or Guelph Line backs up traffic on those streets. The traffic volume
exceeds capacity at peak hours.

2a) Will there be a traffic light at the new access road?

2b) How many employees will work in this location, adding to the traffic problems?

Thank you for sharing your feedback and inquiries with us. Studies are currently underway to assess anticipated
operational noise, vibration and air quality impacts resulting from Metrolinx’s planned service expansion, which will
include the layover facilities proposed under the New Track and Facilities TPAP. The results of these studies will be
presented to the public during future public consultation events and will be incorporated within the New Track and
Facilities TPAP Environmental Project Report (EPR).

The New Track and Facilities EPR will also include Traffic Impact Assessments for each proposed layover facility
and storage yard. These Traffic Impact Assessments are being completed in coordination with the relevant local
municipalities to ensure local conditions/concerns are appropriately identified and addressed. Approximately twenty-
nine (29) parking spots are currently proposed at the Walkers Line Layover; however, the facility’s ‘peak’ traffic hour,
which corresponds to shift changes at the site, is not the same as that of the surrounding road network, lessening
the impact of this facility.

Although no traffic signals are currently proposed at the Walkers Line Layover, Metrolinx’s plans do not preclude
one from being installed in the future should conditions warrant it. Any future consideration of a traffic signal at this
location will require the input and agreement from the City of Burlington.

Thank you again for contacting us. Your participation and feedback is an important part of our work and we look
forward to your continued involvement in the Project.

7 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback

Construction and

What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure?

Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. The proposed Unionville storage yard facility is required for Metrolinx

Form) Facility Siting — Facilitates increased service. to expand GO Rail service across the network and is critical to achieve all day, 2-way GO train service between
Facility Locations Unionville GO Station and Union Station. It is as an essential component of promoting transit as the preferred mode
Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us of daily travel. The new services will provide customers with more options that will allow them to travel where they
to consider? need to when they need to. The proposed Unionville storage facility is anticipated to have no conflicts with other
Are there other comments or advice you'd like to share with us? uses in the surrounding area. Given that Markham is considered a central mobility hub within York Region, the
Would you like to comment on a specific project? storage yard will allow for increased service, therefore providing improved connections cross jurisdictional
New layover/storage facilities boundaries.
Comment on new layover/storage facilities.
The location of the Unionville Layover facility is completely inappropriate. This is in the The proposed infrastructure for the Unionville storage yard facility is located within the Metrolinx right-of-way. This
middle of a future high density residential area. It also sterilizes property along a major storage yard will not be heavily used as it consists of a single train storage. Considering that the peak hour
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collector road (Enterprise) which is intended to be animated by residential, commercial and
retail frontages. The local road network in the area north of Enterprise has not yet been
finalized. The revision of the secondary plan for the area is underway now and Metrolinx
MUST work with the City of Markham to find a more appropriate site for this facility. Please
note however that the option of moving the facility north past the Village of Unionville is less
than ideal in so far as it would increase rail traffic through the village. GO traffic through this
Heritage Conservation District and tourism district is already disruptive enough

operation of the layover facility occurs before the regular community morning peak hour, the traffic impacts of this
facility will be minimal. Metrolinx is also conducting a Visual Impact assessment and Visual screening measures will
be undertaken as required.

We are currently undergoing several Impact Assessment studies which include considerations for Land Use, Traffic,
and Cultural Heritage. These will be made available for public comment during future consultation.

We appreciate your participation and feedback as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project.

8 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback
Form)

Impact Assessment -
Noise and Vibration

What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure?
moving to electrification for cleaner transportation.

Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us
to consider?

| have great concerns about the burden Metrolinx is putting upon the residents who are
close to the lake shore east corridor in Toronto. By putting up sound barriers on one side
only. the sound will reverberate and be louder on the other side. Toronto public health has
stated the noise levels are harmful to human health, and because noise measurements are
logarithmic a 5 dbA change is huge in terms of noise. We currently have to pause
conversations when a train passes. Also, the fence lines in our neighbourhood are
consistently breached, and full noise barriers on both sides would solve this safety issue.
Lastly the increase in trains on the route before electrification will increase diesel pollutants
such as pm2.5 and black carbon which are detrimental for human health. Metrolinx should
re-consider increasing train frequency until electrification is complete.

| am concerned about the overnight construction in residential areas. As was seen with the
overnight construction on the Gardiner it is very disruptive to sleep, and health and well
being. Studies have shown that impacts to children's sleep is detrimental to their learning
and cognitive abilities. Metrolinx should only complete construction during day hours, if that
means moving to buses for select routes or only running trains during limited rush hour time
slots.

Are there other comments or advice you'd like to share with us?

Metrolinx should be a proactive agency that takes the health and wellbeing of transit users
and the residents who's communities it's services pass through under consideration. By
protecting the health of people in these communities at the initial phase of construction,
Metrolinx would save money by not having to re-engineer things when there are 1000's of
complaints later.

Would you like to comment on a specific project?

New layover/storage facilities

Modifications or upgrades to existing tracks within existing Metrolinx rail ROW

Bridge expansion/modifications

Comment on new layover/storage facilities.

If these are in a neighbourhood community, they should include stringent noise
management measures as not to disturb residents. A complaint number should be manned
24/7, and a supervisor on site to rectify issues promptly.

Comment on modifications or upgrades to existing tracks within existing Metrolinx rail ROW.
This construction should be completed during day time hours at the inconvenience of go
users not at the inconvenience of residents. Noise mitigation solutions should be present for
all construction and for operations. Noise barriers should be created before construction
begins.

Comment on bridge expansion/modifications.
Traffic flow modelling and consideration of other road works when closing off roads/access.

Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. Studies are currently underway to assess anticipated operational
noise, vibration and air quality impacts resulting from Metrolinx’s planned service expansion, which will include the
layover/storage yard facilities proposed under the New Track and Facilities TPAP. Additionally, Metrolinx is
undertaking system-wide Noise and Vibration and Air Quality Studies associated with increased service levels.
Further information, including results of these studies and proposed mitigation will be made available for public
comment during future consultation.

The Noise and Vibration Studies being completed as part of the GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP Addendum
will assess how noise and vibration levels will change from existing operations to the proposed future operations,
and to determine whether mitigation measures may be required. As per the Ministry of Environment, Conservation
and Parks (MECP)/GO Transit Protocol for Noise and Vibration Assessment, noise impacts from the future GO
Transit rail traffic will be expressed in terms of Adjusted Noise Impact, which is based on the difference between the
pre-project and post-project noise levels.

Noise increases above 5 dBA trigger the draft GO Transit/MECP Noise and Vibration Protocol to consider noise
mitigation. Any proposed mitigation for both sound and vibration effects must meet administrative, operational,
economic and technical feasibility criteria. Where all criteria are met, the mitigation solutions (i.e. noise barrier) will
be recommended. Should you have questions or concerns after reviewing the study results and location of
proposed mitigation, Metrolinx would be pleased to provide further clarification or discussion in an effort to address
any remaining concerns.

The New Track and Facilities TPAP Environmental Project Report (EPR) will include Traffic Impact Assessments for
each proposed layover/storage yard facility and storage yard. These Traffic Impact Assessments are being
completed in coordination with relevant local municipalities to ensure local conditions/concerns are appropriately
identified and addressed. The EPR will also include details on construction planning including best practices,
potential effects, mitigation measures/commitments, and monitoring/future work commitments. The EPR and Impact
Assessment studies will be made available for public comment during future consultation.

We appreciate your participation and feedback as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project.

9 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a

Impact Assessment -

Walkers and Harvester yard

Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. Studies are currently underway to assess anticipated operational noise

Question) Noise and Vibration and vibration impacts resulting from Metrolinx’s planned service expansion, which will include the layover/storage
| live very close to this location and | am very concerned about the noise, and resale value yard facilities proposed under the New Track and Facilities TPAP. Additionally, Metrolinx is undertaking system-
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of my home. wide Noise and Vibration Studies associated with increased service levels. Further information, including results of
these studies and proposed mitigation, will be made available for public comment during future consultation.

The Noise and Vibration Studies being completed as part of the GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP Addendum
will assess how noise and vibration levels will change from existing operations to the proposed future operations,
and to determine whether mitigation measures may be required. As per the Ministry of Environment, Conservation
and Parks (MECP)/GO Transit Protocol for Noise and Vibration Assessment, noise impacts from the future GO
Transit rail traffic will be expressed in terms of Adjusted Noise Impact, which is based on the difference between the
pre-project and post-project noise levels.

Noise increases above 5 dBA trigger the draft GO Transit/MECP Noise and Vibration Protocol to consider noise
mitigation. Any proposed mitigation for both sound and vibration effects must meet administrative, operational,
economic and technical feasibility criteria. Where all criteria are met, the mitigation solutions (i.e. noise barrier) will
be recommended. Should you have questions or concerns after reviewing the study results and location of
proposed mitigation, Metrolinx would be pleased to provide further clarification or discussion in an effort to address
any remaining concerns.

We appreciate your participation and feedback as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project.

10 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a Construction and Proposed Don Valley Layover Facility - City of Toronto Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. Updated renderings will be made available at the next round of public
Question) Facility Siting — consultation.
Facility Locations | reviewed the design changes in the revised PDF: We appreciate your participation and feedback, as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
https://iwww.metrolinxengage.com/sites/default/files/ntf_13aug2020_don_va... continued involvement with the Project.

Can additional renderings be provided? I'm particularly interested in seeing what it looks like
from the perspective of a cyclist on the multiuse trail heading northbound, along the location
of the fence/access road. Also, could the fence be labelled? Is it marked by x-x-x-x ?

Google Streetview of the present condition here:
https://www.google.com/maps/@43.6773029.-

79.3634843 3a.75y.6.2h.93.2t/data=13m8!1e113m6!1sAF1QipPtFI1hTK Af-
WDJSERubk6Y6TeaOTAWzamvRAO!2e10!3e11!6shttps:%2F %2FIhS.qooaleusercontent.co
m%2Fp%2FAF1QipPtFI1hTK Af-wDJSERubk6Y6TeaOTAWzamvRAQ%3Dw203-h100-k-
no-pi-0.54813147-ya56.52304-r0-0.58759826-f0100!7i7680!8i3840

11 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback Construction and Very interested in seeing what the Don Valley Layover looks like from the multiuse trail Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. Updated renderings will be made available at the next round of public
Form) Facility Siting — here: https://bit.ly/32y2uvW consultation.
Facility Locations Can the fence be labelled on the PDF/roll plan? We appreciate your participation and feedback, as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your

continued involvement with the Project
Would you like to comment on a specific project? )

New layover/storage facilities

Modifications or upgrades to existing tracks within existing Metrolinx rail ROW
Electrification of a portion of the Richmond Hill GO Rail Corridor up to Pottery Road in the
City of Toronto

Comment on new layover/storage facilities.

It would be great if the fence could be labelled.

Comment on modifications or upgrades to existing tracks within existing Metrolinx rail ROW.
Comment on the electrification of a portion of the Richmond Hill GO Rail Corridor up to
Pottery Road in the City of Toronto.

It's a good idea.
12 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a Construction and Don Valley Layover Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. Updated renderings will be made available at the next round of public
Question) Facility Siting — consultation.
Facility Locations Sorry, please disregard the previous question where | asked if the fence can be labelled on | \ye appreciate your participation and feedback, as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
the PDF. | now see that it is. Also, | now see that there's a difference between the continued involvement with the Project

construction fence and the permanent fence. | had also included a Google Streetview
location of the area where the fence would go but | realize that's not the permanent fence
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location and it's actually here. So it'd be great to see a cross-section rendering of how the
multiuse trail and the permanent fence.
13 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback Impact Assessment - | We are just being informed of this facility now (Aug. 27,2020). that give us only four days to | Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. The proposed Walkers Line Layover is intended to store trains and
Form) Noise and Vibration respond before As we live on Catalina Crescent approx. 400 metres from the proposed reduce congestion along the Lakeshore West Corridor, allowing for Metrolinx to achieve increased service. The
Walkers Line Layover, | would like to request a noise or sound barrier be installed on the facility is proposed to store 9 GO trains, and contains storage/staff buildings and parking. Heavy maintenance
south side of the tracks. We are regularly disturbed by the train traffic on this line already. activities are not currently proposed on site.
Not knowing the work schedules of these trains being shunted back and forth, this noise
would be very disruptive to normal sleep patterns. If this facility is being proposed for Studies are currently underway to assess anticipated operational noise and vibration impacts resulting from
extensive maintenance and service on trains 24 hours a day, we would be totally against Metrolinx’s planned service expansion, which will include the layover/storage yard facilities proposed under the New
this location. Thank you. Track and Facilities TPAP. Additionally, Metrolinx is undertaking system-wide Noise and Vibration Studies
associated with increased service levels. Further information, including results of these studies and proposed
mitigation will be made available for public comment during future consultation.
The Noise and Vibration Studies being completed as part of the GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP Addendum
will assess how noise and vibration levels will change from existing operations to the proposed future operations,
and to determine whether mitigation measures may be required. As per the Ministry of Environment, Conservation
and Parks (MECP)/GO Transit Protocol for Noise and Vibration Assessment, noise impacts from the future GO
Transit rail traffic will be expressed in terms of Adjusted Noise Impact, which is based on the difference between the
pre-project and post-project noise levels.
Noise increases above 5 dBA trigger the draft GO Transit/MECP Noise and Vibration Protocol to consider noise
mitigation. Any proposed mitigation for both sound and vibration effects must meet administrative, operational,
economic and technical feasibility criteria. Where all criteria are met, the mitigation solutions (i.e. noise barrier) will
be recommended. Should you have questions or concerns after reviewing the study results and location of
proposed mitigation, Metrolinx would be pleased to provide further clarification or discussion in an effort to address
any remaining concerns.
We appreciate your participation and feedback as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project.
14 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a Project Scope Tracks east of Union station We are using the tracks through an express operating model rather than by service location. It looks similar to your
Question) first option of L/E/E/L.
Is Metrolinx planning to purpose the four tracks(in the future) from Union to Scarborough by
express/local or Stouffville/Lakeshore East? | am asking this since the infrastructure optimal
for each one of them is different.
Common options left(track 1) to right(Track 4):
E=express, L=Local
L/E/E/L
E/L/L/E
E/E/L/L
L/L/E/E
S=Stouffville, L=Lakeshore East
S/L/IL/S
L/S/S/L
S/S/L/L
L/L/SIS
15 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a Operation and Parking @ OSHAWA GO is full by 7:15AM Today, 62% of customers drive to their stations. Our teams are looking into approaches that improve customer
Question) Service experience, while ensuring customers have safe, convenient alternatives to get to GO stations and find parking if
Is there a near term and long term plan to add additional parking spots as the lot and the they need it. We are continuously evaluating the needs and opportunities for parking and station access at all of our
overflow are full by 7:15 AM most school term days? stations. We are also is committed to deliver more rail service to communities beyond Oshawa as quickly as we
can. Once the rail extension to Bowmanville is in service, Oshawa Station will no longer be the last stop and this will
Perhaps differential parking to those that a commuting longer distances and don't have an take pressure off of parking.
Oshawa transit option could be made available.
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16 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback Operation and What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure? We are committed to deliver more rail service to communities beyond Oshawa as quickly as we can. To follow the
Form) Service Get Bowmanville completed ASAP as OSHAWA parking is at capacity most school term Bowmanville Extension project, visit: http://www.metrolinx.com/en/greaterreqion/projects/bowmanville-
mornings by 7:15AM. expansion.aspx and sign up for the Durham Region e-newsletter here. Today, 62% of customers drive to their
stations. Many customers who live within 1 kilometer of a station also drive alone. Our teams are looking into
Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us approaches that improve customer experience, while ensuring customers have safe, convenient alternatives to get
to consider? to GO stations and find parking if they need it. We are continuously evaluating the needs and opportunities for
Add parking to Oshawa GO until you have Bowmanville operational. parking and station access at all of our stations.
Are there other comments or advice you'd like to share with us?
Would you like to comment on a specific project?
17 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback Construction and What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure? Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us.
Form) Facility Siting — The expansion is good if it can improve service. Locational considerations are important. The proposed Beach Layover site is located in the City of Burlington in an employment/industrial area, surrounded
Facility Locations ) ) ] by the rail corridor and various mixed-use buildings. The City is currently preparing a Burlington GO Mobility Hub
Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us | stydy which is centered around the Burlington GO Station to plan for the City’s growth over the next 20 years. The
to consider? ) ) ) ) ) ) o o proposed Beach Layover is not expected to be in conflict with existing policies outlined in the Burlington GO Mobility
I represent a landowner with an interest in developing an intensive residential project in Hub Study. The intent of the layover is to provide storage and maintenance of trains in order to provide more
close proximity to the new Beach Layover facility proposed in Burlington. This owner is frequent and reliable service along GO rail corridors. Therefore, the Beach Layover is a key element in supporting
opposed to the proposal since the layover facility would not be compatible with the regional transit by improving access to GO rail services. Metrolinx is currently exploring additional sites further east
proposed new residential development. along the Lakeshore West Corridor. Metrolinx will continue to consult with the relevant stakeholders as we further
refine the selection of layover facilities along the Lakeshore West Corridor.
We appreciate your participation and feedback as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project
18 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback Impact Assessment - | What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure? Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. Studies are currently underway to assess anticipated operational noise
Form) Noise and Vibration Expansion and growth are good. and vibration impacts resulting from Metrolinx’s planned service expansion, which will include the layover/storage
yard facilities proposed under the New Track and Facilities TPAP. Additionally, Metrolinx is undertaking system-
Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us wide Noise and Vibration Studies associated with increased service levels. Further information, including results of
to consider? these studies and proposed mitigation will be made available for public comment during future consultation.
There is zero consideration for noise effects at the Walkers Line layover proposal and no
detail as to the operating strategy. The residential areas to the south will be affronted with The Noise and Vibration Studies being completed as part of the GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP Addendum
what is likely to be around the clock activity. The construction of sound barriers must be will assess how noise and vibration levels will change from existing operations to the proposed future operations,
planned for and included prior to any consideration of infrastructure change. These and will determine whether mitigation measures will required. As per the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and
absorptive devices should already be in place to reduce the existing offensive noise levels. Parks (MECP)/GO Transit Protocol for Noise and Vibration Assessment, noise impacts from the future GO Transit
The negative health effects of such exposure are well known in the road building community | rail traffic will be expressed in terms of Adjusted Noise Impact, which is based on the difference between the pre-
and must be adopted for rail as well. project and post-project noise levels.
Are there other comments or advice you'd like to share with us? Noise increases above 5 dBA trigger the draft GO Transit/MECP Noise and Vibration Protocol to consider noise
Consideration must be given to locating this type of infrastructure a reasonable distance mitigation. Any proposed mitigation for both sound and vibration effects must meet administrative, operational,
from residential surroundings and where it will not negatively impact the protected economic and technical feasibility criteria. Where all criteria are met, the mitigation solutions (i.e. noise barrier) will
conservation area and watersheds. Much too much at risk in this location. be recommended. Should you have questions or concerns after reviewing the study results and location of
proposed mitigation, Metrolinx would be pleased to provide further clarification or discussion in an effort to address
any remaining concerns.
Lastly, the New Track and Facilities EPR will include a Natural Environment Impact Assessment for each proposed
layover/storage yard facility and storage yard. These Natural Environment Impact Assessments have been
completed with the assistance of local municipalities and conservation authorities to ensure local
conditions/concerns are appropriately identified and addressed. This report will be made available for public
information at a future date.
We appreciate your participation and feedback as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project.
19 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback What do you like about GO Expansion and the proposed infrastructure? Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. Your comments have been noted by the project team. While Metrolinx
Form) Reducing deadhead trips by stabling trains at outposts is good. Also good to have more can't assess the effects of increased service on property values, which are largely determined by the property
switches for operational flexibility. market and economic factors, a Land Use and Socio-Economic Impact Assessment study is being undertaken
ensure that any potential impacts on surrounding land uses are managed and mitigated as much as possible.
Are there any concerns or other impacts from the proposed infrastructure that you'd like us
to consider? The New Track and Facilities EPR will include Natural Environment and Visual Impact Assessments for the
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Please don't assign undue weight to the people worried about their property value. Not only
is access to frequent, reliable public transit a selling feature, but home ownership (like life)
is temporary: electrified railways are forever.

Are there other comments or advice you'd like to share with us?

Please ensure detailed design documents are shared with the public as they were for the
UPX electrification process. Sometimes the location of a single pole can have impacts on
other infrastructure, sightlines, etc.

Additionally, Metrolinx and its contractors needs to make preservation of biodiversity a top
priority in their design and construction processes. All project should create a net increase
of habitat.

Would you like to comment on a specific project?

New layover/storage facilities

New tracks/switches within existing Metrolinx rail Rights-of-Way (ROW)

Electrification of a portion of the Richmond Hill GO Rail Corridor up to Pottery Road in the
City of Toronto

Comment on new layover/storage facilities.

Please ensure that the new Don Branch layover facility makes at least passive provision for
future through running. This may be especially important for VIA HFR if it uses the Don
Branch and North Toronto/Belleville Subs to access the Havelock Sub. It would be short-
sighted to permanently preclude any future through use of that rail line.

Comment on new tracks/switches within existing Metrolinx rail Rights-of-Way (ROW).
Wherever a switch is planned to be used regularly in revenue service (e.g. the switches
from T3 to T4 at Canpa and Dufferin on the Oakville Sub), Metrolinx should consider using
swingnose crossings/movable point frogs to reduce noise and wear. When services are
electrified, there won't be noise from the diesel locomotives to mask the -—— noise and
impact noise from standard frogs.

Comment on the electrification of a portion of the Richmond Hill GO Rail Corridor up to
Pottery Road in the City of Toronto.

Please ensure that the overhead electrification infrastructure makes at least passive
provision for future through running. Though it may save some short-term cost to only
electrify to yard/low-speed standards (i.e. installing a single contact wire instead of a
catenary/messenger wire with a contact wire below), the option to run electric trains up the
Don Branch should be preserved.

proposed infrastructure. These Impact Assessment Reports have been completed with the assistance of local
municipalities and conservation authorities to ensure local conditions/concerns are appropriately identified and
addressed. These reports will be made available in the future for public information.

Metrolinx understands that trees and vegetation are valuable contributors to healthy communities, providing
important ecological, social and economic services. Metrolinx has developed a vegetation compensation plan that
will guide all Metrolinx projects in addressing the removal process, compensation approach and mitigation
measures in instances where tree removals cannot be avoided. Details on the compensation plan can be found in
the Metrolinx Vegetation Guideline (2020) which can be accessed at Metrolinx's Engage website at the following link
https://iwww.metrolinxengage.com/sites/default/files/Metrolinx vegguide-final draft s001-gen-7761-

005 reduced size.pdf

Studies are also currently underway to assess anticipated operational noise and vibration impacts resulting from
Metrolinx’s planned service expansion, which will include the layover/storage yard facilities proposed under the New
Track and Facilities TPAP. Additionally, Metrolinx is undertaking system-wide Noise and Vibration Studies
associated with increased service levels. Further information, including results of these studies and proposed
mitigation will be made available for public comment during future consultation.

The Noise and Vibration Studies being completed as part of the GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP Addendum
will assess how noise and vibration levels will change from existing operations to the proposed future operations,
and to determine whether mitigation measures may be required. As per the Ministry of Environment, Conservation
and Parks (MECP)/GO Transit Protocol for Noise and Vibration Assessment, noise impacts from the future GO
Transit rail traffic will be expressed in terms of Adjusted Noise Impact, which is based on the difference between the
pre-project and post-project noise levels.

Noise increases above 5 dBA trigger the draft GO Transit/MECP Noise and Vibration Protocol to consider noise
mitigation. Any proposed mitigation for both sound and vibration effects must meet administrative, operational,
economic and technical feasibility criteria. Where all criteria are met, the mitigation solutions (i.e. noise barrier) will
be recommended. Should you have questions or concerns after reviewing the study results and location of
proposed mitigation, Metrolinx would be pleased to provide further clarification or discussion in an effort to address
any remaining concerns.

We appreciate your participation and feedback as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project

Question)

Services

20 [ Metrolinx Engage (Ask a General What frequency and stopping patterns will be possible for VIA trains on the corridors We continue to work with our partners, including VIA to find smarter and better ways to coexist, to operate our
Question) aﬁeqted?by this project, once construction is finished and the planned GO service is services in parallel and to accelerate the delivery of new service to all communities along the line.
running?
(Note the "possible" - I'm not asking GO to take a crystal ball and predict what VIA will run,
just about what GO is designing its own infrastructure for.)
21 | Metrolinx Engage (Ask a Operation and Is GO RER planned to operate with a symmetrical schedule? If not, why? Thank you for your feedback. We are committed to bringing two-way all-day service across the Greater Golden

| ask because with this week's schedule change, the schedule symmetry between the
Lakeshore lines and UP Express, as well as between Kitchener and Stouffville is gone,
making for uneven wait times for people transferring between trains at Union. Until now,
transfers within these pairs of lines always took a comfortable 20-odd minutes, while with
the new schedules, they can range from stressful to boring, as short as 5 or as long as 43
minutes.

| understand that with the limited, piecemeal infrastructure that GO has today, it might make
sense to break symmetry and penalize transfers in exchange for a more reliable schedule
for those taking only a single train. With the total makeover that the network is planned to
get with this project, though, it would be sad to design things without regard to a customer
convenience that's taken for granted elsewhere in the world.

Horseshoe, bringing more flexible options for our customers. Current service is reduced due to low ridership, but
service levels are expected to return to normal once ridership increases. With future planned 15-minute, two-way
all-day service, transfers wait times will be reduced for increased convenience and to get you where you need to go.
You can sign up to be kept up to date with what's happening and what is planned for the future here.
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Source Issue Category Question/Comment How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx
22 | Metrolinx Engage (Ask a Operation and Will GO bus service be expanded together with train service? Thank you for your feedback. Metrolinx is committed to bringing two-way all-day service across the Greater Golden
Question) Services Horseshoe. We have a dedicated customer support team. You can contact them online, or our Contact Centre is

In the past two years, expanded train service on the Lakeshore East and Kitchener lines
was followed by cuts to connecting bus service, putting extra pressure on the already busy
parking lots at Oshawa, Brampton and Malton stations and making it harder for any net new
riders who might have found the new trains useful to start taking GO.

| hope this blunder won't be repeated with the expansion planned here. GO buses aren't
just an ugly looking line to cross out from the budget, they're a very real factor in the
capacity of GO stations which in turn has an effect on train ridership.

open: Monday to Friday: 8 a.m. to 7 p.m. Weekends and Holidays: 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 416-869-3200 Toronto (local
calling area) 1-888-GET-ON-GO (438-6646) toll-free 1-800-387-3652 TTY teletypewriters only You can also sign up

to be kept up to date with what's happening and what is planned for the future here.

23 Metrolinx Engage (Ask a
Question)

Project Scope

Dundas & Lansdowne

This all looks good, but | don't see anything about a new station at Dundas and Lansdowne,
outside the No Frills where the Barrie line passes through. When [ think about the distance
between Union and Exhibition on Lakeshore West, versus the distance between Union and
York University on the Barrie line, it seems like a huge gap. | am biased as | am living at
Dundas and Lansdowne and often take the Barrie line. | have to go across the city, south to
Union (roughly 45-1 hour on transit), just go right back, and directly past my house. With the
huge population of neighbourhoods surrounding the area, along with a massive lot of
unused land, | always thought it was a natural location for a stop. Has this been
considered?

As a transit agency, Metrolinx is doing our part by responding to the urban environment and areas that are growing
with increasing demands of service. As part of our mandate to get people across the region, your area has been
identified as a growth area and a new station has been identified here as part of the City’s Official Plan.

Together with our partners, we are working to deliver a modern, integrated rapid transit system across the Greater
Golden Horseshoe region. Investing in new station infrastructures is a critical part of meeting this goal.

A new station at Bloor St W., and St Helen’s Ave. is currently in the planning and design stage. The Preliminary
Design Business Case was published in March 2018.

The Province, the City and Metrolinx will continue to work together on planning, design and procurement of this
important project.

24 Metrolinx Engage (Feedback
Form)

TPAP Timeline

Can someone please explain to me the don valley overlay plan. | do not understand the
plan from the current maps provided. Which sections of the abandoned track are you
proposing be re-activated? what is the timeline?

Thank you for sharing your thoughts with us. The proposed reactivation of the Don Branch is necessary to support
the Don Valley Layover and includes areas along the bank of the Don River from approximately Riverdale Park East
to the north of the Prince Edward Viaduct. These lands are currently owned by Metrolinx and the track storage area
will be located on Metrolinx owned property

This project is currently in the procurement process and as such, a specific timeline for construction is not available.
However, the earliest anticipated start date for construction is 2022. Metrolinx will provide more information to the
public on construction timelines once the procurement process is complete and detailed design is underway

We appreciate your participation and feedback as it is an important part of our work. We look forward to your
continued involvement with the Project
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8.2.2 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:

o Six Nations Grand River

o Anishinabek Nation Union of Ontario Indians
. Association of Iroquois and Allied Indians

° Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation

° Chippewas of Georgina Island

o Curve Lake First Nation

. Alderville First Nation

o Hiawatha First Nation

o Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation

° Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation

. Wahta Mohawks

o Métis Nation of Ontario

. Chippewas of Rama First Nation

o Beausoleil First Nation

o Moose Deer Point First Nation

o Huron-Wendat Nation

° Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs Council
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In 2018, Metrolinx made a commitment to building positive and meaningful relationships with Indigenous
Peoples, communities and customers, in alignment with its strategic objectives. The Indigenous
Relations Office (IRO), established in 2019, has a mandate to build and grow relationships with
Indigenous Nations, organizations, businesses and customer-residents. In 2020, the IRO became the
sole point of contact for Indigenous Nations and supports the Environmental Programs and Assessment
department to coordinate engagement and communication related to all Metrolinx projects.

8.2.2.1 Notifications and Correspondence — Indigenous Communities and Nations

Correspondence with the identified communities began in February 2020. Each community or nation
identified at that time was sent an e-mail and a couriered hard copy letter. This correspondence provided
an introduction to the TPAP and the proposed scope of work, a list of all upcoming Round 1 Pre-Planning
Phase public meetings (location, date, and time of each meeting) and details of how the community
could reach out to Project staff should they have any questions or concerns, and/or wish to participate in
the consultation process. All communities were sent an e-mail on August 14" 2020 notifying them of the
upcoming Round Two Pre-Planning 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.

TABLE 8-7 CORRESPONDENCE PROVIDED TO INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES

Community Name Notice of Round 1 Public Meetings Notice of Round 2 Virtual Open
House
Alderville First Nation e  Email: February 6, 2020 *  Email: August 14, 2020
e |etter: February 6, 2020
Anishinabek Nation Union of Ontario e  Email: February 6, 2020 e  Email: August 14, 2020
Indians e Letter: February 6, 2020
Association of Iroquois and Allied e  Email: February 6, 2020 e  Email: August 14, 2020
Indians e Letter: February 19, 2020
Beausoleil First Nation e  Email: February 6, 2020 *  Email: August 14, 2020
e | etter: February 6, 2020
Chippewas of Rama First Nation e  Email: February 6, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
e |etter: February 6, 2020
Chippewas of Georgina Island e Letter: February 7, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
Curve Lake First Nation e  Email: February 6, 2020 e  Email: August 14, 2020
e |etter: February 19, 2020
Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs e  Email: February 6, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
Council e Letter: February 6, 2020
Hiawatha First Nation e  Email: February 6, 2020 e  Email: August 14, 2020
e | etter: February 6, 2020
Huron-Wendat Nation e  Email: February 6, 2020 e  Email: August 14, 2020
e | etter: February 6, 2020
Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation e  Email: February 6, 2020 *  Email: August 14, 2020
e | etter: February 6, 2020
Métis Nation of Ontario e  Email: February 6, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
e |etter: February 6, 2020
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First e  Email: February 6, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
Nation e Letter: February 6, 2020
s —
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Community Name Notice of Round 1 Public Meetings Notice of Round 2 Virtual Open
House
Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation | ¢  Email: February 6, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
e |etter: February 6, 2020
Moose Deer Point First Nation e  Email: February 6, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
e |etter: February 6, 2020
Six Nations of the Grand River e  Email: February 6, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
e |etter: February 6, 2020
Wahta Mohawks e  Email: February 6, 2020 e Email: August 14, 2020
e |etter: February 6, 2020

A copy of all Indigenous Communities’ correspondence is included in Appendix P8.
8.2.2.2 Summary of Indigenous Communities Comments Received

During the Pre-Planning Phase, Metrolinx received correspondence from Indigenous communities as
follows:

. Curve Lake First Nation;

° Huron Wendat Nation;

. Six Nations of the Grand River; and
. Chippewas of the Rama First Nation.

Generally, the response from these Indigenous communities and nations indicated that they were
interested in the Project and looked forward to being part of the consultation process. All the responding
communities wished to play a proactive role in the consultation process by setting up meetings with
Metrolinx to discuss the Project. Common concerns for all of the communities related to the potential
impact the Project may have on culturally significant locations and the uncovering of burial sites.
Summaries of the community comments related to the New Tracks and Facilities Project are provided
below.

Huron-Wendat Nation

On February 6, 2020, Huron-Wendat Nation acknowledged the receipt of the project notification.
Metrolinx shared the Stage 1 Archaeology Assessment Report with Huron-Wendat Nation on May 4,
2020. The Huron-Wendat Nation acknowledged receipt of the report and stated that the report was
satisfactory for the purposes of the Stage 1 Assessment completed for the New Tracks and Facilities
Project. The Huron-Wendat Nation further requested to be consulted regarding the future archaeological
assessments.

Curve Lake First Nation

On February 10, 2020, Curve Lake First Nation acknowledged the receipt of the project notification.
Curve Lake First Nation notified Metrolinx that they will not attend the scheduled round one public
consultation meetings and requested that Metrolinx coordinate a meeting with Curve Lake First Nation to
discuss the project as well as other projects included under the GO Expansion TPAP.

Copies of correspondence received from Indigenous communities can be found in Appendix P8.
8.2.2.3 Meetings with Indigenous Communities

Summaries of meeting discussions related to the New Tracks and Facilities Project are provided below.
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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
Stagel 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.
8.2.2.4 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.

8.2.2.5 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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8.2.3

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,;

o 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;

o Town of Whitchurch-Stouffville; and

° Township of King.

Conservation Authorities

. Halton Region Conservation Authority (CH);

o 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);

o Nav Canada;

. Canada Lands Company;

o 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;
o Fisheries and Oceans Canada;

° Greater Toronto Airports Authority;

. Health Canada;

. Impact Assessment Agency of Canada;

. National Trust for Canada;

. NavCanada;

. Parks Canada;

o Transport Canada; and

. Transport Canada - Ontario Region.

Provincial Agencies

° Infrastructure Ontario;

. Ministry of Agriculture, Food, and Rural Affairs;

o Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services;

o Ministry of Economic Development, Job Creation and Trade;
. Ministry of Education;

° Ministry of Energy, Northern Development and Mines;

o 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 Oakuville;
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.

8.2.3.1 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.

8.2.3.2 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 — Augqust 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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8.2.3.3 Municipal
Initial Correspondence

As part of the Pre-Planning Phase consultation process, Metrolinx began engaging municipalities across
the GTHA through sending Information Packages to municipalities that Metrolinx had engaged in past
projects, but were not directly impacted by the Project in order to present project updates and to seek
feedback early in the planning process on a number of project and design components (see Table 8-8 for

the stakeholders that received an information package).
TABLE 8-8 SUMMARY OF ISSUED INFORMATION PACKAGES

Organization Stakeholder Title Send Date
Central Lake Ontario Chris Jones Director, Planning and January 29, 2020
Conservation Authority Regulation
Town of Ajax John Grieve Supervisor of Transportation | January 29, 2020
City of Brampton Rick Conrad Acting Commissioner, January 29, 2020
Planning and Development
Services
Town of East Gwillimbury Nick Pileggi Director of Planning January 29, 2020
City of Mississauga Andrew Whittemore Commissioner of Planning & | January 29, 2020
Building
Town of Innisfil Timothy Cane Manager of Planning January 29, 2020
Town of Whitchurch- Brian Kavanagh Director of Public works January 29, 2020
Stouffville
City of Vaughan Jason Schmidt-Shoukri Deputy City Manager, January 29, 2020
Planning & Growth
Management
Town of West Gwillimbury Joe Colman Manager of Transportation January 31, 2020
Peel Region Sabbir Saiyed Manager of Transportation January 31, 2020
System Planning
Lake Simcoe Region Rob Baldwin General Manager, Planning January 31, 2020
Conservation Authority and Development

Although the general content was similar for all the municipal stakeholders, each information package
was tailored to meet the specific concerns of each municipality. Municipalities were given an opportunity
to provide feedback on the information packages. Metrolinx staff addressed the concerns listed below
through discussion in meetings or e-mail correspondence. A copy of all information Packages, meeting
minutes, and correspondence are included in Appendix P9.

City of Brampton — February 19, 2020

City of Brampton shared various questions and concerns on the materials provided in the Information
Package with regard to the New Track and Facilities TPAP, specifically on the proposed work along the
Kitchener corridor, Bramalea Road bridge modifications, and technical impact assessment studies.
Metrolinx provided a response on April 8, 2020, that addressed all questions/comments received. A copy
of the comments received from the City of Brampton and response provided by Metrolinx are included in
Appendix P9.

Revision 02

o~ . 56
@ Gannett Fleming 05-Mar-2021



ﬂ M ETRO LI Nx Metrolinx New Track and Facilities TPAP

Final Environmental Project Report

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).

8.2.3.4 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.

8.2.4 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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. Durham Region TAC

o Including Durham Region, City of Pickering, City of Oshawa, and Town of Whitby, and Central
Lake Ontario Conservation Authority (CLOCA).

. Halton Region TAC

o Including Halton Region, Town of Oakville, City of Burlington, and Halton Region
Conservation Authority (CH).

. York Region — King TAC
o Including York Region and Township of King.
. York Region — Markham TAC
o Including York Region and City of Markham.
. City of Toronto TAC
o Including City of Toronto and Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA).

Copies of Technical Advisory Committee correspondence and meeting materials can be found in
Appendix P9.

Full list of meetings dates and municipalities that attended each meeting is found in the following
Table 8-9.

TABLE 8-9 PRE-PLANNING PHASE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) MEETINGS

Title of TAC Meeting # Municipalities in Attendance Date of Meeting

York - Aurora TAC TAC #1 e Town of Aurora May 22, 2019
City of Vaughan
Town of Newmarket

York - Aurora TAC TAC #2 e Town of Aurora December 11, 2019

Simcoe TAC TAC #1 e City of Barrie October 18, 2019
County of Simcoe

Durham Region July 4, 2019
City of Pickering
City of Oshawa
Town of Whitby

Durham TAC TAC #1

Durham TAC TAC #2 Durham Region November 1, 2019

City of Pickering
City of Oshawa
Town of Whitby

Durham TAC TAC #3 Durham Region July 29, 2020

City of Oshawa

Town of Whitby

Central Lake Ontario
Conservation Authority (CLOCA)

Halton TAC TAC #1 Halton Region May 15, 2019
Town of Oakville

City of Burlington
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Title of TAC Meeting # Municipalities in Attendance Date of Meeting
Halton TAC TAC #2 e Halton Region October 22, 2019
e  Town of Oakville
e  City of Burlington
e Conservation Halton
Halton TAC TAC #3 e Halton Region June 18, 2020
e  Town of Oakville
e  City of Burlington
e Conservation Halton
York - King TAC TAC #1 e York Region May 24, 2019
e  Township of King
York - Markham TAC TAC #1 e York Region May 13, 2019
City of Markham
York - Markham TAC TAC #2 e  York Region January 31, 2020
City of Markham
City of Toronto TAC TAC #1 e City of Toronto August 16, 2019
City of Toronto TAC TAC #2 e City of Toronto October 9, 2019
City of Toronto TAC TAC #3 e City of Toronto December 12, 2019
City of Toronto TAC TAC #4 e  City of Toronto February 12, 2020
City of Toronto TAC TAC #5 e City of Toronto May 6, 2020
City of Toronto TAC TAC #6 e City of Toronto June 4, 2020
e TRCA
City of Toronto TAC TAC #7 e City of Toronto August 18, 2020
TRCA

York — Aurora TAC Meeting #1 — May 22 2019

During this meeting, Metrolinx provided a general overview of the Project, expected TPAP timeline,
anticipated technical studies, consultation timeline, and introduced the Project Team.

Metrolinx also provided an overview of the Network-wide Structures EPR Addendum, Wellington Grade
Separation, McNaughton Grade Separation and EPR Addendum process and anticipated timeline.

York — Aurora TAC Meeting #2 — December 11,2019

In this meeting, Metrolinx provided an overview of the Project, where improvements at Aurora GO Station
have EA coverage under the 2017 Barrie Rail Corridor Expansion Project (BRCE), which include new
second track, new west island platform, and proposed pocket track. Metrolinx also provided an update on
the revised Noise and Vibration and Air Quality technical studies.

Metrolinx presented Wellington Street East Grade Separation project rational and Draft background
where the proposed works require a Significant Addendum to the Barrie Corridor Expansion (BRCE)
EPR. The meeting concluded with a presentation on the Aurora GO Station Improvements Project and
anticipated Project timeline.
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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

@ Gannett Fleming o1 og.el\}/:fznogi



ﬂ M ETRO LI Nx Metrolinx New Track and Facilities TPAP

Final Environmental Project Report

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.

o 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;
o 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
o 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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TABLE 8-10 SUMMARY OF PRE-PLANNING PHASE MUNICIPAL TAC COMMENTS RECEIVED (JUNE 2019 TO APRIL 2020)

ID Source Municipality | Topic /Issue Question/Comment How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx
Raised
1 Via Email Town of Information 1. Please identify the limit and anticipated design and construction timeline of the 1. The Barrie Corridor Expansion (BRCE) TPAP is currently funded for double tracking from Toronto to Aurora only. The TPAP
Newmarket Request double tracking in the Town of Newmarket protects for future double tracking all the way to Barrie, but the section between Aurora GO Station and Allandale
2. Please provide us with available information with respect to Barrie Rail Corridor Waterfront GO Station is currently not funded.
Expansion program (new tracks, rail facilities, bridge impacts, crossing The BRCE Project will be implemented in different phases. The first phase of the BRCE Project includes the corridor
improvements) within the Town of Newmarket ) infrastructure components to support GO Expansion over the next 10 years. As such, Phase One includes:
3. Please provide us with the available information with respect to two new switches
adjacent to Davis Drive in the Town of Newmarket; what are the proposed ® Detailed design and construction of a second track from Tecumseth Street in the City of Toronto (Mile 1.35) to Aurora GO
infrastructure, property requirements and impact, anticipated design and construction Station (Mile 29.90);
timeline, etc. Upgrades to the Rutherford, Maple, King City, and Aurora GO Stations; and
Detailed design and construction of a new layover facility within the Town of Bradford West Gwillimbury for overnight train
storage.
As additional funding becomes available from the Province, the next phase(s) of the Project will include the second track
between Aurora GO Station and Allandale Waterfront GO Station and associated station upgrades.
2. For detailed information about the BRCE Project, please refer to the following link
http://www.metrolinx.com/en/greaterregion/projects/barrie-go-expansion.aspx.
The BRCE project in general includes the following infrastructure components:
e A second track between Lansdowne Avenue in the City of Toronto (Mile 3.00) to Allandale Waterfront GO Station in the City
of Barrie (Mile 63.00);
e Upgrades at existing GO Stations along the corridor: Rutherford, Maple, King City, Aurora, Newmarket, East Gwillimbury,
Bradford, Barrie South and Allandale Waterfront;
e Upgrades to existing structures within the Barrie rail corridor including bridges and culverts; and
e A new layover facility within the Town of Bradford West Gwillimbury for overnight storage of trains.
The bridge and culvert impacts identified in the BRCE TPAP are outlined in Table 1, below. Impacts to these structures have
been assessed and EA approval received as part of the BRCE TPAP. No other bridges in Newmarket are currently anticipated
to be affected. Detailed design and construction for these structures will be carried out by OnCorr Project Co.
Table 1. List of existing bridges affected by the project, 2-track design — Town of Newmarket (Source: Barrie Corridor Expansion
Transit Project Assessment Process Environmental Project Report 2017).
Mile Structure 2-Track Design
31.50 Tannery Creek Insert CSP culvert in existing to extend and add new CSP overflow culverts
and retaining wall
32.00 Clubinis Creek New independent structure required
32.20 Wesley Creek New box culvert required
33.70 Holland River Bridge New span and extended abutments required
33.95 Queen Street Overhead Reinforce existing foundations for train impact
34.30 Westerton Culvert Replace existing structure supporting track and platform
3. Two new crossovers/switches are proposed south of Davis Drive, between Timothy and Queen Streets, per the planned
Reference Concept Design (RCD) and as shown in the attached image. Additional proposed infrastructure includes a new
track in the vicinity of Aurora GO station/Davis Drive from Mile 29.54 to 34.62.
These proposed improvements are located within the Metrolinx right-of-way and the need for additional property is not
anticipated.
It is anticipated that the RCD for this work will be complete by September 2019, and it is our intent to present this in-person at a
future TAC meeting with the Town of Newmarket. The construction timeline will be developed in the future by the Project Co.
selected to implement the network-wide OnCorr program, of which this is a part.
2 Via Email City of Information Our current understanding is that this project has nothing to do with the Lakeshore GO We can confirm that the Lakeshore East GO Expansion you describe is a separate undertaking from the New Track and
Oshawa Request East extensions which is currently being reviewed with 4 Options. In that regard, Oshawa | Facilities TPAP. Metrolinx will be reaching out shortly to schedule a meeting with the City of Oshawa and Durham Region to
supports only Option 1 which is to cross the 401 and come to an area in proximity with of | introduce our new (and separate) TPAP.
our Urban Growth Centre.
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ID Source Municipality | Topic /lssue Question/Comment How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx
Raised
3 Via Email | City of Cultural Heritage | 1. There are two properties adjacent to the north side of the rail corridor; 1776 Balsam Where an identified cultural heritage resource is anticipated to be directly impacted [by the Project], a Cultural Heritage
Mississauga Avenue and 1130-1140 Clarkson Road North, which have heritage considerations. Evaluation Report will be completed, and a subsequent Heritage Impact Assessment will be developed, as required. Preparation
1776 Balsam Avenue is listed on our municipal heritage register and 1130-1140 of the resource specific HIAs will be completed based on review of the following:
Clarkson Road North is the Clarkson House and General Store which are Designated I . 8 — : : .
under Part IV of the OHA. Please find the designation by-law attached. A Heritage : R%ﬂtatnd?rdsI atnq Gt::ldletlmels I-:or'tc:onsl\eﬂrvatlon for ?;nservatlc;r; :>; Ffrovmual Heritage Properties (MTCS, July 2010);
Impact Assessment will need to be completed as part of this project in order to etrolinx In erlm u ura. erl agg anagement Process ( ) o ) .
determine the projects impacts on these properties. e MTCS Information Bulletin 3: Heritage Impact Assessments for Provincial Heritage Properties (2017);
2. Our only other heritage concern related to this project is that the interchange of the ®  Municipal Terms of Reference for Heritage Impact Assessments; and,
rail line and Clarkson Road is the centre of the historic settlement of Clarkson, hence | ¢ MTCS Required Reporting for Cultural Heritage Resources in Environmental Project Report (EPR) under Transit Project
the proximity of the General Store. The City would expect that the archaeological Assessment Process (TPAP) Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (December 2018).
assessments carried out as part of this project pay specific attention to this area in Our approach to assessing archaeology resources is similar to cultural heritage, in that it will first begin with a gap analysis that
the detailed archaeological potential determinations required as part of the Stage 1 examines a 30 m radius around all proposed infrastructure. Based on the findings of the Stage 1 assessment work, which will be
archaeological assessment. completed per MTCS Standards and Guidelines, recommendations will be made for further Stage 2 Archaeological
Assessment, where required. We note your comments regarding the interchange of the rail line and Clarkson Road and will be
sure to incorporate them into our Stage 1 methodology and future reporting.
4 Via Email City of Information I'm wondering if you could provide some clarity regarding the study area boundaries for Please see the attached maps for a closer look at the proposed New Track and Facilities TPAP infrastructure within the City of
Burlington Request / the project components relevant to Burlington. Burlington, per the current draft reference concept design. Hopefully these maps provide better context regarding the location of
Cultural Heritage | Thjs information would be helpful in order to provide more complete information on the our study area boundaries.
number and types of cultural heritage resources that may potentially be impacted by the
proposed project.

5 Via Email | City of Barrie | Cultural Heritage | The City of Barrie has received an information request from Metrolinx regarding cultural Thank you for providing a screenshot identifying all the mapped cultural heritage resources located around Allendale Waterfront
heritage resources which may be affected by proposed upgrades to the Barrie Corridor GO Station. Please see the attached maps for a closer look at the proposed New Track and Facilities TPAP infrastructure within
track (specifically between Essa Road and Innisfil Street). the City of Barrie, per the current draft reference concept design. Hopefully these maps provide better context regarding the
For your information I've attached a screenshot identifying all the mapped cultural location of our study area boundaries.
heritage resources in the area. I've also identified the tracks to proposed to be upgraded
with a blue line — please confirm this is the correct portion of the track under
consideration.

If that is indeed the correct portion of the track, | can confirm there are no Designated

properties adjacent to the track. The closest Designated building is the Barrie Train

station (which is 200+ metres away). The closest listed (non-designated, but on the

municipal heritage register) is 140+ metres away. | am also not aware of any properties

along that stretch of the track that would be of cultural heritage interest. The only thing |

would note is that this portion of the track is on the western edge of the Allandale historic

neighbourhood. While this neighbourhood does not have any recognition under the

Ontario Heritage Act, there are development control by-laws in place to ensure the area

maintains its historic look and feel. This likely won’t impact the propose track

improvements, but | am sure the neighbourhood residents would be very happy to see

historical rail design features and elements used. For example, rather than use standard

light housing, perhaps older looking light housings (example attached) could be used.

Same would apply to signage or any other equipment that would be visible from the

street.

6 Via Email | Halton Incoming 1. Chartwell is a local road under the Town of Oakville’s jurisdiction. Meeting Minutes
Region Information 2. Brant Street should be noted as a Regional Road under Halton Region’s jurisdiction. | 1 Noted

3. We understand that Metrolinx is planning to schedule meetings with the elected 2. Noted
officials. Please also advise of this project at the upcoming Municipal Planning 3. We ask that Halton Region provide dates for upcoming Municipal Planning Leaders Forum and Regional Roundtable
Leaders Forum (MPLF) and the Regional Roundtable (RR) so that the Region’s meetings to ensure the Region’s Senior Management is aware of the Project before meetings with elected officials occur.
Senior Management is aware of the upcoming consultation. ) Please also indicate what, if any, participation or support from Metrolinx will be required at these events.

4. Road to Change — 2031 Transportation Master Plan (2011): The Transportation 4. Metrolinx will advise the Region of Halton with a meeting date to present this project and upcoming public consultation
Mas.ter’PIan (TMP) provides the strategies, policies and tools required to meet the plans to elect officials. Metrolinx will provide Regional staff with meeting materials one week prior to the meeting.
Region’s transportation needs safely, effectively and cost efficiently. The TMP has 5. Thank you for providing this information. Metrolinx acknowledges the receipt of all studies provided by the Region of Halton.
identified Regional road capacity requirement to accommodate growth to 2031 and a We will consider/review these studies as part of baseline conditions and impact assessment reporting.
Road Capital Program to 2031. The TMP can be found at the following link: 6. Thank you for providing the Access Management Guideline document. Metrolinx is conducting a Traffic Impact Study at the
https://www.halton.ca/For-Residents/Roads-Construction/Infrastructure-Master- location of this layover site to determine traffic impacts along Brant Street and surrounding road networks. Metrolinx will
Plans/Transportation-Master-Plan-to-2031-The-Road-to-C/Final-Transportation- review these guidelines and consider them as part of the Traffic Impact Study.
Master-Plan-Transportation
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ID Source Municipality | Topic /lssue Question/Comment How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx
Raised
5. Access Management Guideline (2015): 7. Metrolinx will consider land use impacts in the Land Use and Socio-Economic Impact Assessment Report that will be
The Access Management Guideline document provides the context for access prepared as part of the New Track and Facilities Transit Project Assessment Process. This report will be provided to the
approval for Halton Regional Roads. We understand that access to the layover Region to provide comments prior to issuance of the Notice of Commencement for the TPAP.
facility is being considered from Brant Street. Please note that where access must 8. Metrolinx is currently completing a study encompassing the prediction of noise and vibration impacts associated with the
be provided from a Regional Roads (e.g. Brant Street), it should be proven to be safe planned GO expansion and recommendation of the mitigation necessary to meet regulatory requirements and Metrolinx
without affecting the capacity of the roadway and balance the needs of all road users enhanced mitigation criteria. Potential impacts on land use, including residential development, will be considered within the
using criteria established within this Guideline. The Guideline provides the Region’s Land Use and Socio-Economic Impact Assessment Report. This exercise will also examine potential impacts on sensitive
intersection spacing requirements The Guidelines can be found at the following link receptor facilities, such as schools and hospitals that are in close proximity to the rail corridor.
https://www.halton.ca/Repository/Access-Management-Guideline 9. Metrolinx is currently preparing impact assessment reporting for both Stormwater Management and Traffic disciplines as
6. Regional Official Plan, 2009: part of the TPAP. These Impact Assessment Reports will consider impacts on municipal infrastructure, such as regional
The subject lands are located within the Urban Area and within the Employment Area roads and any required connections to municipal services. The Region of Halton will be provided the opportunity to review
— overlay in the 2009 ROP. As previously noted, the proposed layover facility would and comment on this reporting.
result in the demolition of existing industrial buildings and would result in the loss of
employment lands for redevelopment purposes. Additional analysis on the loss of
Urban Area/Employment area lands, the ability to meet the ROP growth targets
needs to be provided, and whether employment area conversion policies may apply
should be considered.
7. Other Technical Matters:
8. Could you please confirm that this study will be addressing?
9. Noise and/or vibration impact and land use compatibility on existing and proposed
residential development to the north of the proposed layover facility; and
10. Impact(s) to existing regional infrastructure including Regional roads, the location of
existing water & wastewater mains and service laterals, any required service
disconnects, and servicing capacity requirements for new use(s).
7 Via Email | City of Information 1. Please consult the Environmental Services department regarding any proposed 1. Noted, Metrolinx will be in contact with Environmental Services ) o ]
Markham Sharing Conflicts with the proposed works and existing City watermain and sewers 2. Than_K you for providing this mf_ormatlon. It will be reviewed and considered as part of our examination of baseline
2. Please note that the City of Markham is undergoing the Markham Road - Mount Joy conditions and assessment of impacts. ) . . . . .
Secondary Plan Background Study. Please find attached, the RFP (extract) that lays 3. Thank you. Thls |nforr_'nat|on will be of g.reat help in developing our Socnc_)-ecor)om!c and Land Use Reportlng. The City of
out the City's objectives to Land use, transportation, and servicing needs. Also Markham will be provided the opportunity to review these documents prior to issuing the TPAP Notice of Study
attached are Maps illustrating: Commencement.
] . . L 4. Please see the response for Item #5.
a, enviranmental constraints and considerations; 5. Metrolinx's modelling has determined that additional storage is needed throughout the corridor. In this case, Metrolinx
b. land use designations. requires additional storage to the north of Unionville GO Station, as the proposed service levels are expected to run every
3. The City is currently undergoing an update to the Markham Centre Secondary Plan 30 minutes to Unionville GO. It is essential to have trains stored as close to Unionville GO Station as possible to
Area and currently undergoing Public Engagement. The outcome of the Secondary accommodate the increased service levels running north to Unionville and south back to Union. In addition, the location of
Plan update will be policies for the area including detailed direction for land use, the proposed layover site has been chosen because the lands are currently owned by Metrolinx, whereas the lands to the
built form, densities, infrastructure, transportation, community services, south of Highway 407 are not owned by Metrolinx.
environment, open space etc. The Plan will provide detailed policies to direct and 6. Thank you. This information will be of great help in developing our Socio-economic and Land Use Reporting. The City of
guide development that will help create complete communities. Markham will be provided the opportunity to review these documents prior to issuing the TPAP Notice of Study
4. The proposed location of the Storage tracks (pg. 15) are located within the centre of Commencement.
the Secondary Plan Area adjacent to approved major developments as well as 7. Thank you. Our team will be submitting a request for information from Acting Director - Planning, Biju Karumanchery, that
sensitive land uses (Valley Lands, Bill Crothers High School). inquiries about development applications and active developments in the City of Markham. Since we are also requesting
5. The City suggests that Storage tracks be considered south of the Station within the information on current Official Plan designations, Secondary Land Use Designations, trails and cycling routes, etc., it was
boundaries of the Hydro Corridor south of Highway 407. felt the Planning department would be an appropriate one-window approach to requesting information. Please advise if
6. The City has initiated the Markham Centre Trails EA that will run along the Rouge others within the City of Markham should be included on our data requests.
River Corridor within Markham Centre from Woodbine Avenue to Kennedy Road.
7. The City requests that once the project scope is defined, that the City's Development
Engineering department be consulted to obtain the latest development applications
that may be impacted by the proposed works.
8 Via Email | Town of Information 1. Please confirm that the Burlington PIC will cover work in Oakuville. Our intention is to present all proposed improvements to the Lakeshore West corridor at the Burlington event, including the
Oakuville Request 2. The Oakville Beaver newspaper will be included. proposed work within the Town of Oakville. The event will be advertised in the Toronto Star and through mailings to residents
3. Property Owners adjacent to the Oakville portion of the project will be notified of the within 100m of the rail corridor. We will be developing a new advertisement to reflect the revised meeting dates and can share it
Burlington PIC. with the Town of Oakville for use on your website, once available.
9 Via-Email | Town of Information 1. Connectivity of the Active Transportation network across the Metrolinx Tracks: At this time, Metrolinx’s current focus in this area is the track work associated with the New Track and Facilitates TPAP and the
Whitby Sharing There is an existing and ongoing challenge with connecting Whitby’s active transportation | ©nCorr program, more generally. Our approach is to ensure that communities remain whole by providing an equivalent
network across the rail lines in the south of town. Legacy rail bridges have substandard condition as to what exists prior to our work. We are open to discussing provision of active transportation facilities at Henry
sidewalks and clearances to allow safe travel across them (Henry Street, Brock Street,
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ID Source Municipality | Topic /lssue Question/Comment How Comment was Considered by Metrolinx
Raised
Thickson Road). Because the Whitby GO station is on the opposite side of the rail line Street and Brock Street if/when these corridors are impacted by future Metrolinx work; however, these discussions are outside
from our town, the tracks and bridges form a barrier for all foot traffic to them, creating a the scope of the current TPAP.
very auto-centric mode split. We would encourage Metrolinx to consider pedestrian Under the current delivery model for the OnCorr Project, the future Project Co. has flexibility to schedule their work. With that
connectivity opportunities through this project and include the Town as a partner in said, the Region has the option to complete its MUP prior to Project Co. accessing the site. Another potential solution would be
delivery. Specific opportunities could include: for Metrolinx to specify in the PSOS that construction at the Thickson Road South structure must occur at a specific and
i. Provision of Active Transportation facilities in the Henry Street Corridor accelerated date to allow the Region to complete their Project in a reasonable timeframe afterwards. Because the construction
ii. Provision of Active Transportation Facilities in the Brock Street Corridor of the MUP is a Regional project, Metrolinx will initiate these conversations with Durham Region and include the Town of Whitby
iii. Provision of a pedestrian underpass in the vicinity of Lynde Marsh (see item 3 in the discussions.
. below) . . . . . Thank you for bringing Whitby’'s Stormwater Management Report and the drainage concerns at the Lynde Creek channel to our
iv.  Acceleration of the construction of the Multi-use path in the Thickson Road attention. As noted in our most recent TAC meeting, Metrolinx is no longer proposing track work as part of the scope for this
Corridor (see item 2 below) TPAP in the vicinity of Lynde Creek as part of the New Track and Facilities TPAP or the OnCorr program in general. Hence,
2. Timeline of Thickson Road MUP Construction: there should be no impacts to the Town'’s relief work currently under development. However, Metrolinx, through its Third-Party
a. The proposed timelines of Regional and Metrolinx projects have completion in Capital Projects Group would be pleased to review and comment on the Town’s Stormwater Management Report and its
2028. A 10 year wait for the first Active Transportation connection across the rail recommendations for further consideration, once available. We recommend that you contact the Metrolinx Third Party Projects
lines in South Whitby is not reasonable, nor is it safe for commuter and touring Officer in this regard.
traffic attempting to travel to the Waterfront Trail and industrial properties in South
Whitby. It is our preference that the MUP connectivity be accelerated in the project
schedule to allow users on the trail in 5 years or less. This timeline allows for the
Region to complete their work and to complete initial grading and path construction
in the Metrolinx project.
b. Throughout active construction, the Town requests that Metrolinx maintain
Accessible and Active Transportation connectivity under the bridge.
3. Whitby Stormwater Management:
a. Anthony Manoharan (copied) is overseeing an update to the Whitby Stormwater
management report. In it, there is an identified need to provide additional relief
along the Lynde Creek channel by boring additional stormwater relief culverts
under the rail lines. A number of options have been presented for consideration by
our consultant, however this project is still in draft stages. It is suggested that your
team reach back to Anthony to better understand how the rail lines are constricting
stormwater flows, what relief is required, and what impacts the work you are
proposing would have on the relief work.
b. There may be an opportunity to provide active transportation connectivity in the
Lynde Creek area by boring an underpass which would function as a storm relief in
extreme weather, and as a pedestrian/cycling connection when there is no need for
additional drainage.
10 Via-Email | Halton Request for Water and Wastewater Planning: Thanks for the comments below and apologies for the late response on this. We did provide some additional information that
Region Information Metrolinx is proposing a Beach Layover facility in the vicinity of the Burlington GO station. | relates to your comments below through the materials that we provided with our last TAC meeting minutes sent to the
As we understand, the Beach Layover will be used to store/service the trains and Municipalities on November 20th 2019 via the email attached (i.e. Meeting Minutes, Base Case Table, Schematic drawing of at-
includes two maintenance/wash/discharge facilities, crew station, parking, sanitary gradt_a crossing with an electric ra_ll, Baseline Condlthns Report and TAC Meeting Presentation with assoc!ated Engineering
storage and typical municipal infrastructure. In order to serve the facility, there will be drawmgs). However, we recognize that some of the items below were not addressed, as such we would like to send the
connections to the Region’s existing water and sanitary sewer system. Please note that | following responses to formally address your comments.
the Region is requesting that the following be addressed through the TPAP study: Please see the responses in below and if you have any further questions please contact me.
a. Provide an overview in the TPAP report of the high-level water and wastewater a. The information is not currently available at the 10% level of design (10%). This will be addressed in further designs
servicing requirements for the proposed facility (with approximate daily usage completed by future Project Co.
rates, if known at this time). b. With consideration to the level of information available at this moment, Metrolinx does not anticipate any major constraints
b. ldentify any potential significant challenges or constraints in servicing the proposed considering that the property provides all the required services. Potential utility relocation or removal are not currently
facility via Regional water and wastewater networks. Examples could include anticipated based on information currently available. A utility impact assessment is currently underway as part of the
physical barriers to connecting to existing water and/or wastewater mains, sanitary TPAP. The Region will be provided the draft reports for review once available.
sewer bylaw compliance issues, etc. C.
C. Include commitments to address the following items in later project stages: i. Metrolinx will include base case commitments to future Project Co. to continue consultation efforts with Municipal staff to
i.  Consultation with the Region with respect to specific water and wastewater address water and wastewater servicing requirements. (Please refer to the Base Case Table provided on November
servicing requirements 20th)

ii. Completion of an Area Servicing Plan/ Functional Servicing Report (ASP/FSR) ii. Currently the design is not sufficiently mature to complete the Area Servicing Plan / Functional Servicing Report, this
outlining how the facility is proposed to be serviced and demonstrating that requirement will be included as a commitment for future Project Co. to carry forward as the design progresses.
adequate servicing capacity is available from Halton Region’s water and Transportation Planning:
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wastewater servicing networks. The ASP/FSR is to be submitted to the a. A Traffic Impact Assessment is currently underway, once complete a draft will be circulated to the Region for review.
Region for review. b. Copies of the Draft Baseline Conditions Reports were circulated to the Region and Municipalities for review on November
Transportation Planning: 20th, 2019, https://gfnet.sharefile.com/d-s251116ef0c7479ab; Metrolinx is currently drafting the Impact Assessment
1 e e O T e e e S (S G TR T reports. Draft impact Assessment reports will be circulated to the Region and Municipalities in April.
order to assess the impacts of the proposed Beach Layover on the Regional and
Municipal road networks. The Region will review the draft TIS when it is available.
2. In addition, we understand that Metrolinx is drafting the TAC #2 meeting minutes, as
well as the Baseline Condition Report and the Impact Assessment Report for this
study. We would be pleased to review these documents and provide additional
comments in the near future.
11 Via Email Halton Request for TAC advised Metrolinx that we would like more information regarding Metrolinx’s The last two elected official briefing materials for the ward 3 Oakville Councilors (i.e. Councilor Gittings and Councillor Haslett-
Region Information proposed consultation with Councilors, as well as a schematic or typical section showing Theall) were sent out on, January 23", 2020.
how an at-grade crossing would work with an electrified rail. We will keep you updated should the Councilors request a briefing from Metrolinx.
12 Via Email City of Rail Operations The proposed design includes a single rail access point for the layover facility, posing a A risk assessment for a single rail access point has not yet been completed at this stage of the design process. Metrolinx is
Toronto risk for a single point of failure. Has this risk been assessed? What measures are working to determine the feasibility of the layover facility at this location from various perspectives (civil requirements,
proposed to reduce the risk of a potential single point of failure? environmental constraints, etc.). Since the Don Valley layover is located in the end of the corridor, no rail access is required at
the 'end of the tracks'. However, this should be further evaluated in future design stages by future Project Co.
13 Via Email | City of Floodplain The project area is within a floodplain. What specific provisions are being made to Ongoing consultation efforts have been made with respect to the TRCA. A preliminary Stormwater Management report will be
Toronto Impacts address this risk? completed with hydrological analysis to provide mitigation recommendations. This includes updating the drainage areas, flows,
and volume/quantity using the rational method (IDF curves).
14 Via Email City of Rail Operations During the TAC#2 meeting, Metrolinx advised that layover facility is intended for Daytime Although only daytime storage is anticipated at this time, the impact assessment component of the TPAP will assume nighttime
Toronto storage only but could expand to Overnight use in future. What would be the storage to present and consider "worst-case' impacts.
consequences, e.g. lighting, noise, etc.? What measures have been considered to
address these impacts?
15 Via Email | City of Spill Prevention Three "MP40PH-3C" Locomotives, each containing 1.850 US gal. of diesel is equivalent There are several potential mitigation measures that could be suggested to address this situation. However, Metrolinx is only
Toronto & Response to 120+ drum tank farm. Therefore, there is a risk of contamination within the floodplain of | carrying out a 10% design of the layover facility. Efforts will be made to implement specific standards/mitigation measures to be
an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA). What specific provisions will be implemented to | carried out by Project Co.
address contamination (e.g. dikes and underlayment)?
16 Via Email | City of Floodplain The project will result in an electrical substation located in a flood plain. Please detail There are several potential mitigation measures that could be suggested to address this situation. However, Metrolinx is only
Toronto Impacts what measures are being designed/implemented to protect the site from potential carrying out a 10% design of the layover facility. Efforts will be made to implement specific standards/mitigation measures to be
flooding. carried out by Project Co.
17 Via Email City of Site Access The access road to the facility would be considered a dead-end road by the CoT, An emergency turnaround will be provided within the roadway network adjacent to the facility buildings. This specific detail will
Toronto therefore, requires an emergency vehicle turnaround to be included in the road design be included as a commitment for future Project Co, to carry forward as the design progresses.
(e.g. bulb). This is currently not shown in any of the plans. Please detail how an
emergency vehicle turn around will be provided.
18 Via Email City of Facility Salt spray from the Prince Edward Viaduct above the proposed facility has the potential to | Comment received. This will be address in future design stages by future Project Co, and included as a commitment to be
Toronto Maintenance impact the overhead equipment and buildings. Has this been considered? What addressed.
provisions have been included to address this impact?
19 Via Email | City of Spill Prevention Emergency generators on site would contain diesel in their day tank. What spill There are several potential mitigation measures that could be suggested to address this situation. However, Metrolinx is only
Toronto & Response containment strategies will be implemented (e.g. dikes, underlayment) given that the site carrying out a 10% design of the layover facility. Efforts will be made to implement specific standards/mitigation measures to be
is within the floodplain of an ESA? carried out by Project Co.
20 Via Email | City of Site Access The existing gravel road to the HONI substation is approx. 6m wide from the Cloverleaf The detail design of the access road will be completed by Project Co. A commitment will be included within the PSOS to have
Toronto (at DVP-Bayview ramps) south to the substation. This road is in poor condition and lacks their design reviewed by the City, once available.
a sufficient base, therefore Metrolinx would be required to construct a new road that
provides both access to the HONI substation and the layover facility. The new access
road needs to comply with CoT standards. Please provide a cross section of the access
road, detailing shoulders, pavement, and ROW dimensions.
21 Via Email City of Facility On-site diesel generators will presumably need to be tested monthly. This will generate a Further consideration is needed on the possible extent of any plume resulting from diesel generator testing. If plumes are
Toronto Maintenance smoke plume that may be visible to traffic on the Prince Edward viaduct, which could be a | expected based on the equipment to be used, mitigation measures will be included within the EPR to address impacts. This
may include commitments for Project Co, such is performing testing only under certain weather conditions or only after the City
_ e « .
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distraction to users and create air quality issues (i.e. reduced visibility, pollution, etc.). has been provided advance notice. We welcome the City's input on suggestions for mitigation to address this issue, should
Has this been considered? What measures will be implemented to address this? pluming be found to be a concern.
22 Via Email | City of Site Access Please confirm if the access road perimeter fence is a temporary measure during The fence proposed in the current design is a temporary measure; however, other forms of separation are anticipated post-
Toronto construction or a permanent feature. If only temporary for construction, what form of construction (e.g. bollards). This will have to be evaluated in future design stage by. We will provide specific commitments to
separation will there be between the public trail and the access road post construction? If | Project Co if the City wishes to have a permanent fence separating the trail and access road.
permanent, please advise if property acquisitions are required. Furthermore, if
permanent, what consideration has been given to snow plowing deposit margin?
23 Via Email | City of Site Access What consideration has been given to the traffic alignment around the DVP/Bayview This will be addressed in future design stages to be completed by future Project Co. In addition, a traffic impact assessment will
Toronto ramps? There is a potential risk of mistaken access road entry by non-authorized document potential traffic impacts at this site.
vehicles. How will this be addressed?
24 Via Email City of Site Access Access connections not properly shown in general arrangement plans. Plan only shows As per your request, a label for a secondary entrance will be incorporated into the design.
Toronto one access, but text describes two access points. Please update plan to clearly show
both East and West access points.
25 Via Email City of Site Access There is minimal turn in length to the facility which could result in negative traffic impacts. | Comment received. This will be address in future design stages by future Project Co. through specific base case commitments.
Toronto What specific measures will be considered to address the distance between the road and
the entry gate to facilitate a non-obstructive entry to the facility.
26 Via Email | City of Site Access What specific measures will be included for lay-by emergency parking and turn around for | The parking area provided for this facility (70 parking spaces) provides sufficient area for future Project Co to further
Toronto mistaken entry by non-authorized vehicles? evaluate/develop the lay-by emergency parking and emergency turn around. Further commitments will be included to direct
Project Co. to take this into consideration when finalizing the design.
27 Via Email | City of Site Access Please indicate on a plan how emergency vehicle turn-around will be accommodated at An emergency turn-around will be provided within the roadway network adjacent to the facility buildings. This specific detail will
Toronto the site. be included as a commitment for future Project Co, to carry forward as the design progresses.
28 Via Email City of Information Metrolinx has indicated that a number of baseline condition reports are available for Metrolinx is to provide the Draft Baseline Conditions reports for City review. Please review those segments of the Report only
Toronto Request review (i.e. heritage, land use, natural environment, Stage 1 archeological, utilities, visual | related to the City of Toronto.
baseline conditions). Please provide reports for City of Toronto review.
29 Via Email | City of Site Servicing Please show the location of the gas and oil mains in the area on plans. What We will incorporate the gas and oil mains in a future revision of the Don Valley layover Site Plan.
Toronto consideration has been given to the impact of burying these utilities beneath 5 m of fill?
30 Via Email | City of Site Servicing Please identify HONI tower locations on plans. Will relocation be required? If so, please HONI towers will be identified on future site plans. No relocation of the towers is anticipated at this point in time. Metrolinx is
Toronto provide details. Has this been coordinated with HONI? working with Hydro One to determine potential impacts and associated resolutions, if required.
31 Via Email | City of Site Servicing How will sanitary waste on site be managed? No sanitary connections are observed - will | These issues are currently being examined. Will provide further information in future TAC meetings with City staff.
Toronto a septic tank be installed on site? What measures will be implemented to address the risk
of contamination in an ESA?
32 Via Email | City of Site Servicing Please present the specific details on how effluent from vehicles and facilities will be These issues are currently being examined. Will provide further information in future TAC meetings with City staff.
Toronto treated.
33 Via Email City of Site Servicing Please confirm if the stormwater management pond to the west of the site is only used by | The existing stormwater management pond was constructed to handle the 14.70 ha subdivision (Lowe’s) and outlets to an
Toronto Metrolinx and Lowes. Furthermore, please provide details on how run-off enters this existing 825mm storm sewer located on Resources Road and ultimately discharges into the Humber River. Basin sizing is not
pond. part of the TPAP scope and will be reviewed by Project Co. during detailed design.
34 Via Email | City of Visual/Aesthetics | The 3m high retaining wall will have a negative visual impact on the multi-use trail. Please | Metrolinx is currently in the process of preparing a Visual Impact Assessment Report. Once the report is finalized, Metrolinx will
Toronto provide details on specific provisions are being included to address this impact. share potential mitigation measures for the retaining wall at the Don Valley Layover with the City.
Furthermore, what anti-graffiti measures will be implemented to ensure further visual
impact doesn't occur?
35 Via Email | City of Site Servicing Will the sanitary waste disposal system (upstream from commercial properties) have an The current design level does not have enough information to determine if air quality will be impacted by the disposal system.
Toronto impact on air quality? If so, what measures will be taken to address this? This will be addressed in future design stages by future Project Co.
36 Via Email | City of Environmentally | The project area is within an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA). What specific Metrolinx is currently in the process of preparing a Natural Environment Impact Assessment Report. Once the report is finalized,
Toronto Sensitive Areas provisions are being made to address this risk? Metrolinx will share potential mitigation measures for the retaining wall at the Don Valley Layover with the City.
37 Via Email | City of Lighting Lighting along the Lower Don River Trail is limited to only access points due to the ESA Standard temporary job site lighting and a generator will be required for the temporary conditions. For the permanent conditions,
Toronto status. What temporary and permanent lighting is proposed for the layover facility? What high mast lighting is the proposed lighting for the yard; however, this should be address in future design stages by Project Co.
provisions will be included to address the potential ecological impacts?
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38 Via Email City of Site Access What impact will the retaining wall landscaping requirements, future access road snow This will be addressed in future design stages by Project Co.
Toronto plowing, and erosion have on the multiuse trail? Will relocation of the trail be required?
39 Via Email | City of Facility Staff facilities, sub-station, parking in North West quadrant of project site should be As the design progresses, Metrolinx will provide updated site plan drawings. Additionally, Metrolinx is completing a 10% design
Toronto Requirements identified in the drawing. Please provide a comprehensive plan including all proposed of this site, and Project Co. will complete the remainder of the design. More detailed design of the site will be available at a later
structures. stage in the Project.

40 Via Email Peel Region New Tracks Clarification is requested as to whether the improvements along the Kitchener corridor The improvements along the Kitchener corridor being evaluated through this TPAP include new track and track modifications
being evaluated through this TPAP are simply to add new track to increase service or that are required to meet an increased service level. Potential impacts related to the electrification of this infrastructure are being
include electrification. assessed under a significant addendum to the 2017 Electrification Environmental Project Report (EPR).

41 Via Email Peel Region Electrification Appendix N of the 2017 GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP identifies Overhead Electrification of the new infrastructure proposed under the New Track and Facilities TPAP is being assessed under a significant

Infrastructure Contact System (OCS) infrastructure along the full length of the Kitchener Corridor in the addendum to the 2017 Electrification EPR. Only segments of track that have yet to receive environmental assessment approval
Region of Peel while this TPAP only identifies new track on certain portions. Does the are included within the New Tracks and Facilities TPAP.
new track include the OCS infrastructure and if so, why is the remaining track not
included?
42 Via Email Peel Region Request for What is the purpose of the Electrification EA addendum, how does it differ from this TPAP | The purpose of the Significant Addendum to the 2017 Electrification EPR is to assess additional electrification infrastructure
Information and how does this TPAP feed into or build off of the 2017 TPAP? Further, what is driving required for new tracks and layover facilities (which are being studied as part of a separate Metrolinx study called “New Track
the need for this TPAP and in particular, what was the study that identified that new and Facilities TPAP”) proposed across various portions of the GO Rail Network that were not previously examined.
tracks were required along these particular portions of the Kitchener Rail Comridor? The current New Track and Facilities TPAP builds off the previous electrification study by utilizing baseline conditions
information to the extent possible, and by utilizing that study’s stakeholder contact lists as the basis for current consultation
efforts, etc. The current New Track and Facilities TPAP is being driven by the output of transportation modelling studies
performed by Metrolinx to define the GO Rail network improvements required to meet estimated demand levels.
43 Via Email Peel Region Impact Network Wiese noise, vibration, and air studies update will include future service The service concept (frequency) is not changing; however, the specific rolling stock inputs used for assessment purposes is
g P P P q Yy ging P ) P purp
Assessment — concepts, how is this service concept changing from two-way, all-day, 15-minute service? | currently being refined.
Noise and
Vibration
44 Via Email Peel Region Request for Metrolinx is also currently undertaking the Kitchener Rail Airport Connection Study. The Metrolinx is continuing to coordinate the New Track and Facilities TPAP with other work proposed on the Kitchener Rail Corridor
Information Airport Connection Study includes alternatives that involving tunnels and Metrolinx staff through regular discussions and information sharing between the Project Teams.
advised that only electrified trains would be able to access the tunnels. Clarification is
required on how this project is being coordinated with the Kitchener Rail Airport
Connection work that Metrolinx is concurrently undertaking?
45 Via Email Peel Region Request for Clarification is requested on what information is being presented at these PICs, and, All materials that were presented at the February 2020 Public Meetings can be found online at
Information whether the information being presented would be specific to the Kitchener Rail Corridor https://www.metrolinxengage.com/en/participation-opportunities/current?collection=106. The primary focus of these meetings
improvements identified in the materials or on the OnCorr Program in general. was Metrolinx’s OnCorr Program in general. There was more in-depth discussion of individual projects (the New Track and
Facilities TPAP, Scarborough Grade Separations TPAP, etc.), depending on what infrastructure is proposed within each host
community.
46 Via Email | City of Request for As part of the GO Rail Network Electrification TPAP (2017), Brampton’s concerns and Noted. Metrolinx's Third Parties and Agreements Team is awaiting further outcomes from negotiations with CN (who owns the
Brampton Information Metrolinx response related to Bramalea Rd bridge modifications are documented in the portion of the corridor over which the Bramalea RD bridge crosses). Once there are any outcomes resulting from the
EPR (Vol 4, Pg. 261, 262 - attached Appendix 1). Further, in 2019 Metrolinx forwarded a negotiations, Third Parties and Agreements Team will resume communications with Brampton's Tim Kocialek, Manager of
Bridge Modification Template Agreement (Agreement) for review. Brampton's Engineering, Capital Works.
engineering, legal and risk management staff had significant concerns with the
Agreement draft and corresponded with Metrolinx Third Party and Agreements team
(originator of the Agreement draft) and are awaiting response.
47 Via Email City of Request for The proposed track improvements as part of the OnCorr program go under the Bramalea Noted. Please refer to response above. Once there are any outcomes resulting from Metrolinx's negotiations with CN,
Brampton Information Rd bridge. Please note that the Brampton’s concerns stated during the 2017 TPAP Metrolinx's Third Parties and Agreements Team will resume communications with Brampton's Manager of Engineering and
process and subsequently through the development of the draft Agreement still remain. Capital Works.
Additional discussion is required to understand the details of the proposed works and any
impacts to the bridge structure.
For further discussion related to the bridge modifications or draft Agreement please
contact the Manager of Engineering and Capital Works
48 Via Email | City of Information The City is currently conducting a Municipal Class EA for improvements to Bramalea Noted. Metrolinx will resume discussions with Brampton’s EA Team.
Brampton Sharing Road from the south City limit to Queen Street. The common area of interest is the
Bramalea Road crossing structure over the rail tracks, south of Steels Avenue.
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The information package does not clearly indicate if there are any potential changes to
the Bramalea Road crossing structure as a result of the rail corridor improvements.
Should there be any proposed structure modification, there is an opportunity for
collaboration with the ongoing Bramalea Road EA and we would therefore like to be
involved further.
Please coordinate with Brampton’s EA Team
49 Via Email City of Kitchener Please ensure: Noted. Metrolinx will strive to keep potential impacts resulting from the electrification of the Kitchener corridor to a minimum.
Brampton Conidor e that the plans for the electrified corridor do not negatively impact GO Rail service
from points west of Bramalea;
e that disruptions to GO Rail service along the Kitchener Corridor as construction of
the new tracks advances is minimal.
50 Via Email | City of There are 4 PSN crossing on the Kitchener Corridor in the City of Brampton — attached Noted. Thank you for bringing this information to our attention.
Brampton Appendix 2. Please note that City and Metrolinx staff had previous discussions. For
additional information please contact Network Administrator Cable Plant / Public Sector
Network
51 Via Email | City of Request for Please refer to City's letter dated February 28, 2017 (attached Appendix 3) - comments to | Thank you for providing these comments from Metrolinx's 2017 Electrification TPAP. They will be reviewed and considered
Brampton Information the GO Rail Network Electrification Project Team. Please consider the comments as part | during the current New Tracks and Facilities TPAP as well. The City of Brampton will be provided the opportunity to review draft
of the studies as they apply. Please note that Brampton may have additional comments. reports related to the Kitchener Corridor during review of the Draft New Track and Facilities EPR.
City of Brampton respectfully requests that copy of the draft reports related to Kitchener
Corridor be forward for review and comments.
52 Via Email City of Track work Brampton's understanding is that CN Rail is working with Metrolinx in developing a third Noted. The improvements proposed within the New Tracks and Facilities TAP will consider related and ongoing discussions
Brampton track along the corridor from east of Center Street to west of Mill St. This CN owned between CN, Metrolinx and Brampton.
section currently has two core tracks only. Early discussions also point to potentially
protecting for a fourth track for future. Any proposed infrastructure upgrades keep in view
the evolving Third Track discussions between CN, Metrolinx, and City of Brampton.
53 Via Email | City of Kitchener Please consider accommodating for any new infrastructure connection(s) arising from the | Noted. The improvements proposed within the New Tracks and Facilities TAP will consider potential links to the proposed
Brampton Corridor Kitchener Corridor Expansion Airport Options study, a part of broader GO Expansion Regional Transit Centre at Pearson Airport
program for a link from the Kitchener GO Rail Corridor to the proposed Regional Transit
Centre (RTC) at Pearson Airport.
54 Via Email City of Kitchener It is mentioned that EA Addendum to the 2017 GO rail Network and Page 14 notes future | ® The New Tracks and Facilities infrastructures is intended to enable the GO Expansion Full business case, which was
Brampton Corridor service concepts. Page 6 notes that OnCorr all new tracks and facilities will be electrified; approved in November 2018. See
the letter says that the improvements include electrification of a portion along the http://www.metrolinx.com/en/docs/pdf/board agenda/20181206/20181206 BoardMtg GO Expansion Full Business Case
Richmond Hill Rail corridor: -PDF
: _ : e e The current New Track and Facilities TPAP is only seeking approval for electrification of the Richmond Hill corridor from
: :L?Zi T:]aet;zr?::u?;‘ ;vafil:?::z::xf:t; o;c:?t;s :;eéﬁ::::er fgg:::;':g:: er Line; approximately Union Station to Pottery Road, within the City of Toronto. Electrification of the Kitchener Corridor was
’ assessed separately during Metrolinx's 2017 Electrification TPAP.
e please clarify if the Kitchener Corridor improvements include electrification of the new
tracks as part of the current work?
55 Via Email City of Track work Brampton staff recognize that the proposed work is primarily on Metrolinx existing rail 1. The track you are referring to is intended to carry _GQ rail traffic and is proposed for elef:triﬁcation as part of GO Expansion.
Brampton right-of-way. In view of the future corridor electrification and potential for additional 2. These track upgrages are for all the reasons you indicate; namely, both subtle track shifts to accommodate other proposed
track(s) in particular a third track in the Brampton’s downtown section, staff has questions work, as well as slight adjustments to improve track geometry. o
below to better understand the works being proposed. The tracks are referenced as 3. All tracks in the vicinity of Bramalea GO.Statlon are proposed fO( electrification. _ -
tracks 1 to 4, with 1 being the north track. Could Metrolinx: 4. If we understand the area you are referring to correctly, no work is proposed for this track under the New Track and Facilities
- . TPAP.
1. clarify if the propqse:d new track through Halwest Jun(;tlon, Sh°‘.“" on Pages 8 and 9, 5. A paralleling station was approved at the southwest quadrant of Dixie Road and the Metrolinx Kitchener Rail corridor during
starts from the existing Weston North Track at approximately Mile 16.42 on the Weston the 2017 Electrification project.
Sub (on Page 8) and ends at the existing Halton Track 2 at approximately Mile 11.12
on the Halton Sub (on Page 9)? If so, is this new track intended to carry CN traffic or
GO ftraffic? Is it intended to be built as an electrified track or is it only planned to be
electrified at a future date?
2. elaborate on the reason for the track upgrades identified on Page 7? For instance, are
they related to line speed impr