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Appendix A1 – Parties Engaged 
Agencies 

 Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks 
 Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry 
 Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 

 
City of Toronto, Ontario, and Federal Political Parties 

 Paula Fletcher, Ward 14 – Toronto-Danforth 
 Kristyn Wong-Tam, Ward 13 – Toronto Centre 
 Joe Cressy, Ward 10 – Spadina-Fort York 
 Julie Dabrusin, Member of Parliament – Toronto-Danforth 
 Peter Tabuns,, Member of Provincial Parliament – Toronto-Danforth 
 Paula Fletcher, Ward 14 – Toronto-Danforth 

 
Key Stakeholders 

 Technical Advisory Committee 
 Toronto Transit Commission (TTC) 
 Metrolinx 
 Bell Canada 
 Enbridge 
 First Gulf 
 Talisker 
 Rogers 

 
Public 

 Community Liaison Committee 
 Interested Parties 

 
Newspaper 

 The Metroland Mirror – East York & Beach 
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Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Assessment  

 

Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Project, Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority, the City of Toronto, and Waterfront Toronto  

 
In conjunction with the City of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) is 

commencing a Class Environmental Assessment (EA) to seek flood protection for an area of urban land near the 

intersection of Broadview Avenue and Eastern Avenue, north of the Metrolinx railway corridor, east of the Don River 

(project area). This study will build upon the outcomes of the Don Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood Protection 

Project, and the Port Lands and South of Eastern Transportation and Servicing Master Plan, to address these 8 hectares 

of urban land that remains at risk to flooding under the regional storm.  

It is anticipated that TRCA, in conjunction with, the City of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto will commence the Municipal 

Class EA process in accordance with the requirements for Schedule B projects.   

The primary objective of this Class EA is to identify a flood 

protection solution that will address the current flood risk for 

the project area, up to and including the Regulatory Flood 

event, and that considers existing infrastructure and integrates 

with concurrent planning and infrastructure works. 

There will be public and stakeholder consultation activities over 

the course of the study as per the Municipal Class EA process. 

Your input will be incorporated in the planning and design 

process for this project. Future notices will be provided in 

advance of consultation. 

For further information on the project, or on the planning 

process being followed, or to be added to an email contact list 

that receives notices related to the project please contact:  

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager, Toronto and Region 

Conservation Authority 

101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6 
Phone:  416-661-6600 ext. 5621 
Email:  mstjohn@trca.on.ca 
Website: https://trca.ca/befp/  
 

 

Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act, unless otherwise 

stated in the submission, any personal information such as name, address, telephone number and property location 

included in a submission will become part of the public record files for this matter and will be released, if requested, to 

any person. 

This Notice issued September 20, 2018.                               

https://trca.ca/befp/


Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection 
Class Environmental Assessment Project 

Notice of Public Information Centre #1 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority, the City of Toronto, and Waterfront Toronto  

 

                              

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), in 

conjunction with Waterfront Toronto and the City of Toronto 

as co-proponents, seeks to identify a flood protection solution 

that will eliminate the risk of flooding currently posed to a 

parcel of urban land just east of the Don River and south of 

Eastern Avenue.  This study will consider existing infrastructure 

and integrate concurrent planning and infrastructure works, 

building upon the outcomes of the Don Mouth Naturalization 

and Port Lands Flood Protection Project, and the Port Lands 

and South of Eastern Transportation and Servicing Master Plan, 

to address these 8 hectares of urban land that remains at risk 

to flooding up to and including the Regulatory Flood event.  

Note: The type of Class Environmental Assessment for this 

project has changed. THIS PROJECT IS NOW BEING PLANNED AS 

A SCHEDULE C PROJECT UNDER THE MUNICIPAL CLASS 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT.   

A PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE WILL BE HELD ON 

DECEMBER 5TH 2018. 

 

MEETING LOCATION: 

Ralph Thornton Community Centre 

Riverdale Auditorium 

765 Queen Street East Toronto ON M4M 1H3 

 

MEETING TIME: 

Open House: 

6:00 PM – 7:00 PM 

Presentation and Q&A: 

7:00 PM – 8:00 PM 

 

 

PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION: 

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 

101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6 
Phone:  416-661-6600 ext. 5621 
Email:  mstjohn@trca.on.ca 
Website & registration: https://trca.ca/befp/ 

 

Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act, unless otherwise 

stated in the submission, any personal information such as name, address, telephone number and property location included 

in a submission will become part of the public record files for this matter and will be released, if requested, to any person. 

https://trca.ca/befp/


LET’S TALK ABOUT THE 
BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION 

PREFERRED SOLUTION 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), City of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto 

are undertaking a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Project (Schedule C) 

Notice of Public Meeting 

                              

The Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Project integrates with 
Waterfront Toronto’s Port Lands Flood Protection Project. It is an 
important step towards the redevelopment and revitalization of the 
Unilever Precinct into a vibrant, resilient employment and commercial 
district, supported by a future regional transit and employment hub 
and a number of key planning and infrastructure investments. 
 
After consultation with the public and stakeholders, a preliminary 
preferred alternative has been selected. We would like to present it, 
and to obtain your feedback. 
 

JOIN US FOR A PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 
ON MAY 7, 2019 AT THE 

RALPH THORNTON COMMUNITY CENTRE 

(RIVERDALE AUDITORIUM) 

Following the public information centre, further comments are invited 

for incorporation into the planning and design of this project. 

Comments will be received until May 28, 2019. 

MEETING LOCATION AND TIME: 

Ralph Thornton Community Centre 

765 Queen Street East, Toronto ON, M4M 1H3 

Drop-in Open House with the Project Team: 

5:30– 7:00 p.m. 

Presentation and Q&A: 

7:00– 8:00 p.m. 

 

PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION: 

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 

Email: mstjohn@trca.on.ca 
Phone: 416.661.6600 ext. 5621 
Website: www.trca.ca/befp

 

Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act, unless otherwise stated in the 

submission, any personal information such as name, address, telephone number and property location included in a submission will 

become part of the public record files for this matter and will be released, if requested, to any person. 

 

mailto:mstjohn@trca.on.ca
http://www.trca.ca/befp


Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), in conjunction with the City of Toronto andWaterfront Toronto,
have completed the Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Municipal Class Environmental Assessment,
Schedule C (Class EA). The study was carried out following the requirements for and in accordance with Schedule
C projects under the Municipal Class EA process.

Project Background
The primary objective of this Municipal Class EA was to identify a flood protection solution for an 8-hectare parcel
of urban land near the intersection of Broadview Avenue and Eastern Avenue, north of the Metrolinx railway
corridor, east of the Don River (project area). This study built upon the outcomes of the Don Mouth Naturalization
and Port Lands Flood Protection Project, and the Port Lands and South of Eastern Transportation and Servicing
Master Plan, to address the project area that remains at risk to flooding under the Regional Storm.

The final Environmental Study Report (ESR) is being released for a 30-day public and agency review and
comment period from April 13 to May 12, 2021. Due to the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, the ESR can be
accessed online at https://trca.ca/befp/. Interested persons may provide written comments to our project team
by May 12, 2021. All comments and concerns, or a request for a hard copy, should be sent directly to the TRCA
Senior Project Manager:

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (Head Office)
Meg St John, Senior Project Manager
101 Exchange Avenue
Vaughan ON L4K 5R6
Email: meg.stjohn@trca.ca
Phone: 437-244-2562

In addition, a Part II Order request may be made to the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks for an
order requiring a higher level of study (i.e., requiring an individual/comprehensive EA approval before being able
to proceed), or that conditions be imposed (e.g., require further studies), only on the grounds that the requested
order may prevent, mitigate, or remedy adverse impacts on constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights.
Requests on other grounds will not be considered. Requests should include the requester contact information
and full name for the ministry.

Requests should specify what kind of order is being requested (request for additional conditions or a request for
an individual/ comprehensive environmental assessment), how an order may prevent, mitigate, or remedy those
potential adverse impacts, and any information in support of the statements in the request. This will ensure that
the ministry is able to efficiently begin reviewing the request. The Part II Order Request Form can be found at:
www.ontario.ca/page/class-environmental-assessments-part-ii-order.

The request should be sent in writing or by email to:

Minister of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks
777 Bay Street, 5th Floor
Toronto ON M7A 2J3
minister.mecp@ontario.ca

Requests should also be sent to the TRCA Senior Project Manager by mail or by e-mail.

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy
Act. With the exception of personal information, all comments will become part of the public record.

NOTiCE Of COMPlETiON
Broadview and Eastern flood Protection Municipal Class

Environmental Assessment - Schedule C

Director, Environmental Assessment Branch
Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks
135 St. Clair Ave. W, 1st Floor
Toronto ON, M4V 1P5
EABDirector@ontario.ca

issue Date: April 13, 2021



Issue Date: April 13, 2021
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Stakeholder List 
 Cycle Toronto 
 Film Ontario 
 Lake Ontario Waterkeeper 
 The Ralph Thornton Community Center 
 Toronto Field Naturalists 
 Toronto Film, Television & Digital Media Board 
 West Don Lands Committee 
 Walk Toronto 
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This document outlines the roles and responsibilities of the Community Liaison Committee 
(CLC) for the Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class Environmental Assessment (BEFP 
EA).  This document describes the rules of engagement, mission and membership process of the 
CLC.   
 

1 PURPOSE  
The CLC is an advisory body that will provide input into the Environmental Assessment Process 
for the BEFP EA, the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) in conjunction with the 
City of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto (as co-proponents). The CLC will ultimately have a role 
in disseminating and reviewing information, providing feedback, and building consensus on the 
BEFPs main objective – addressing flood risk up to and including the Regulatory Flood Event to 
the 8 ha area of land north of the railway corridor east of the Don River. 
 
The CLC is one of many community engagement tools that will be used in the BEFP EA Project 
and is also a best practice under the code of conduct for public consultation during the 
Environmental Assessment Process1.  
 

2 MISSION  
The following mission is subject to review and advice by the CLC for the BEFP EA:  

 To inform CLC membership of the details for the BEFP EA project; 

 Assist TRCA and the co-proponents in obtaining public input and advice and to identify 
issues that may concern the community regarding the project;  

 Review and provide comments on project materials in order to help guide the planning 
and design process in advance of the broader public meetings;  

 Disseminate information within their respective community groups and to the broader 
local community.  

 

3 FUNCTIONS OF THE CLC  
• Attend all meetings on time and in a courteous manner;  
• Provide input on project objectives, the range of alternative solutions and alternative 

designs presented through the Class EA, and evaluation criteria as part of the 
Environmental Assessment; 

• Identify items of public concern and interest with regard to the impact and design of the 
proposed alternatives;  

• Provide direct input on the proposed preferred alternative; 
• Assist in the design of the public consultation framework; and 

                                                      
1 Code of Practice, Consultation in Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Process (January 2014). Legislative Authority: 
Environmental Assessment Act, RSO 1990, chapter E.18 
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• Attend and assist the TRCA and co-proponents at public meetings, in order to facilitate 
the resolution of concerns relating to the project. 

4 MEMBERSHIP  
Membership will be generated through open invitations to established stakeholder groups and 
associations within and surrounding the study area. Formal invitations will be sent requesting 
the appointment of members to form the CLC. A final list of members will be provided to the 
Advisory Committee at a subsequent meeting. Members of the CLC will be a matter of public 
record and documented in the EA report.   
 
The TRCA, the City of Toronto, and Waterfront Toronto have long been involved in flood 
protection projects in and around the Port Lands area. As a result, many relationships have 
been established with local community associations and interest groups within the BEFP EA 
study area. TRCA will invite representatives from these interest groups to participate on the CLC 
however, membership is an open process based on proximity to, level of interest in the study 
area, and an attempt to establish a membership with a diverse-range of community interests.  
 

5 DECORUM  
By participating in the CLC, members agree to abide by this Terms of Reference. TRCA also 
acknowledges that membership in the CLC does not equate to support or lack thereof for the 
BEFP EA Project. Members of the CLC participate as individual citizens and it is understood that 
the views discussed may not represent the entire community within the study area. 
 
CLC members will operate using a consensus-based approach, where members seek general 
agreement on guidance and advice to the Project Team. A consensus-based approach is where 
participants openly discuss ideas, perspectives and viewpoints, and seek to develop common 
ground and narrow areas of disagreement to the best of their ability. Where differing 
viewpoints and opinions exist, these will be documented in the CLC meeting notes.   
 
The CLC is made up of community representatives together with representatives from the 
TRCA, City of Toronto, Waterfront Toronto.   
 

6 INVITED PARTICIPANTS  
 90 Broadview Ave – residents representative; 

 Access TO; 

 Corktown Residents and Business Association; 

 Cycle Toronto; 

 David Suzuki Foundation; 

 East End Arts; 

 Evergreen; 
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 Film Ontario; 

 Friends of the Spit; 

 Lake Ontario Waterkeeper; 

 Leslieville BIA; 

 Park People; 

 Riverside BIA; 

 South Riverdale Community Health Centre; 

 The Ralph Thornton Community Center; 

 Toronto Environmental Alliance; 

 Toronto Field Naturalists; 

 Toronto Film, Television & Digital Media Board; 

 West Don Lands Committee; 

 Walk Toronto; and 

 Weston Bakery Redevelopment Community Coalition. 
 
Members of the CLC will be asked to recommend additional groups to participate on the 
Committee if they believe key members of the community are missing. The number of 
committee participants will be held at approximately 20 active members. The CLC will provide 
an appropriate mix of sectors and interests on the committee. 
 

7 ATTENDANCE AT MEETINGS AND RESIGNATION  
In the event that a member of the CLC cannot attend a meeting or wishes to resign, an 
alternate may take their place. It is the responsibility of the respective CLC member to provide 
an alternate with a suitable briefing and materials in advance of a meeting. CLC members are 
asked to submit the name and contact information of the alternate CLC member in advance of 
a meeting to the meeting Chair. If a member of the CLC and the alternate member happen to 
be present at a meeting at the same time, the alternate member will act as an observer.     
 
Members of the CLC whom wish to resign shall make a request in writing to the TRCA.  
 

8 MEETINGS  
It is anticipated that the CLC will meet during a weekday, in the evening approximately twice 
over the Class EA process. Meetings will be held at an appropriate centralized facility. Meeting 
notes and documentation will be made accessible to the public and is of the responsibility of 
the project and or consultant team. All members of the public will be provided access to 
meeting materials and comments.  
 
 



 

 

Meeting Invitations 
Community Liaison Committee 1 

  



October 15, 2018 

Addressee
Email Address 

Re: Community Liaison Committee for the Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection Class 
Environmental Assessment 

Dear _________, 

The Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) formally requests your participation as a 
Community Liaison Committee (CLC) member for the Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class 
Environmental Assessment (Class EA). 

In conjunction with the City of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto, TRCA will be commencing a Class EA for 
an 8 ha area of urban land north of the Metrolinx railway corridor east of the Don River (project area). The 
primary objective of this Class EA is to identify a flood protection solution that will address the remaining 
flood risk following implementation of the Don Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood Protection Project 
(DMNP) for the project area, up to and including the Regulatory Flood event, and that integrates with 
concurrent planning and infrastructure works. 

As part of this Class EA process, a CLC will be formed to aid in the collection of public input throughout the 
planning and design phases of this project. Your organizations ongoing interest and involvement in projects 
such as the DMNP, the Port Lands Flood Protection and Enabling Infrastructure Project, and the Unilever 
Stakeholder Advisory Committee has been instrumental in helping to reshape Toronto’s eastern waterfront. 
The TRCA would value your continued engagement in this new Class EA, which seeks a solution for the 
remaining 8 ha of urban land not currently addressed by the aforementioned projects. 

The first CLC meeting for this project will be held on November 6, 2018 from 6:30 PM to 8:30 PM in the 
Foundation Room at the Ralph Thornton Community Centre, 765 Queen Street East Toronto ON M4M 
1H3. 

A brief one-page overview of the Class EA accompanies this letter. If you are interested in participating as 
a CLC member, please RSVP with the appointed representative from your association and their alternative 
by October 30, 2018 to Vivien Yan at 416-661-6600 ext. 5562 or by email at vivien.yan@trca.on.ca.  

We look forward to working with you on this project. 

Sincerely, 

Meg St. John 
Senior Project Manager 
Project Management Office 

Enclosures: Broadview and Eastern Class EA One-Pager 

cc: Michael Noble, City of Toronto 
Ken Dion, Waterfront Toronto 
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Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection Class Environmental Assessment 
Project Backgrounder 

 
Today, approximately 290 hectares of urban land east and south of the Don River are subject to 
flooding under the regional storm (a large, Hurricane Hazel-sized flood event). The Don Mouth 
Naturalization and Port Lands Flood Protection Project (DMNP), a component of the Port Lands 
Flood Protection and Enabling Infrastructure Project, was undertaken by Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority (TRCA), Waterfront Toronto and the City of Toronto and received approval 
by the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change (MOECC) in 2015.  The DMNP is currently 
underway, and is a precedent-setting undertaking aimed at revitalizing the mouth of the Don River 
that will ultimately transform the existing mouth of the Don into a healthier, more naturalized river 
outlet while providing critical flood protection to Toronto’s eastern waterfront. 

Following implementation of the DMNP, approximately 8 hectares of urban land bounded by the 
Don River to the west, Eastern Avenue to the north, and the Metrolinx railway embankment to the 
south will remain vulnerable to flooding under the regional storm (Figure 1). The flood vulnerable 
area consists of generally under-utilized properties, primarily commercial and industrial, with 
some residential properties to the north. However, the area is also the focus of a number of key 
city and provincial planning and infrastructure initiatives including a future transit hub involving 
light rapid transit, new subways and SmartTrack services, all planned in part to support the 
planned regeneration of the former Unilever Precinct, including First Gulf’s East Harbour 
employment hub and much more of the Toronto Port Lands and South of Eastern area.  

Preliminary investigations completed by TRCA indicate that a flood protection measure located 
on the east side of the Don River, south of Eastern Avenue and north of the railway embankment 
may potentially remove the remaining flood risk following full implementation of the DMNP. 
However, current land uses as well as environmental and infrastructure conditions pose a 
significant challenge to the implementation of a flood protection solution in this area, which will 
also need to factor into, and integrate with, parallel development projects.  

Led by the TRCA, with Waterfront Toronto and the City of Toronto as co-proponents, the 
Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Project Class Environmental Assessment (BEFP) seeks 
to identify an adaptable flood protection solution that will eliminate the risk of flooding currently 
posed to the area while integrating with current and future planning initiatives. By providing a 
solution to flooding north of the railway embankment, the BEFP will: (1) provide a naturalized 
approach to address flood risk up to, and including, the regional storm for the 8 hectare area of 
urban land; (2) achieve flood protection without increasing flood risk elsewhere; and (3) integrate 
with concurrent planning and infrastructure plans. 
 
For more information on the Class Environmental Assessment process for the BEFP, please 
contact Meg St. John, Senior Project Manager at mstjohn@trca.on.ca or 416-661-6600 ext. 5621.  

mailto:mstjohn@trca.on.ca


 
  

2 
 

 

Figure 1. Residual flooding of urban lands during the regional storm event following full 
implementation of the DMNP (blue shading) and general project site area for the BEFP (red 
dashed area). Note the project study area outlined in red within the inset map (top left). 
Note also that the blue shading on the eastern side of the river just north of the Gardiner 
Expressway is designed to hold water (it is the ‘wet side’ of a flood protection landform at 
Corktown Common)   

Corktown Common 

Flood Protection 

Landform 



 

 

Community Liaison Committee 2  



February 27, 2019 

Addressee
Email Address 

Re: Community Liaison Committee for the Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection Class 
Environmental Assessment 

Dear __________, 

Thank you for your ongoing participation as a Community Liaison Committee (CLC) member for the 
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection (BEFP) Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA). We 
appreciate your involvement in aiding in the collection of public input throughout the planning and design 
phases of this project. 

Since the first CLC and Public Information Centre (PIC) the project management team has undertaken 
further modelling and refinements. Following these refinements and modelling, all options presented at the 
PIC were evaluated. A preliminary preferred alternative was then selected for the BEFP Class EA.  

At this time in the consultation process, TRCA, Waterfront Toronto, and the City of Toronto would like to 
invite you to attend the second CLC meeting. The objective of the second CLC will be to obtain your 
feedback on the preliminary preferred alternative option and evaluation criteria, collect your ideas on how 
best to involve the community, and to inform you of the next steps in the process.  

The second CLC meeting will be held on March 19, 2019 from 6:30 PM to 8:30 PM in the Multipurpose 
Room at the Ralph Thornton Community Centre, 765 Queen Street East Toronto ON M4M 1H3. 

If you are interested in participating in the second CLC meeting, please RSVP by March 5, 2019 to Vivien 
Yan at 416-661-6600 ext. 5562 or by email at vivien.yan@trca.on.ca. 

We look forward to working with you on this project. 

Sincerely, 

Meg St. John 
Senior Project Manager 
Project Management Office 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 

cc: Michael Noble, City of Toronto 
Ken Dion, Waterfront Toronto 

mailto:vivien.yan@trca.on.ca


 

 

Meeting Summaries 
Community Liaison Committee 1 

  



 
 

 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection MCEA  

Community Liaison Committee Meeting #1 

Meeting Summary 

Date + Time: November 6, 2018   
6:30-8:30PM 

Location: Ralph Thornton Community Centre, Foundation Room 
765 Queen St. East, Toronto, ON 

 

Attendees: 

Organization Name 

Cycle Toronto Gerry Brown 

Weston Bakery Redevelopment Community Coalition Luke Windisch 

FilmOntario Cynthia Lynch 

Toronto Field Naturalist Bob Kortright 

Lake Ontario Waterkeepers Shane Schofield 

West Don Lands Committee John Wilson 

Ralph Thornton Community Centre Megan Lorius 

Walk Toronto Adam Cohoon 

 

Project Staff: 

Organization Name 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Meg St.John 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Vivien Yan 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Robert Chan 

City of Toronto Michael Noble 

City of Toronto Chris 

Waterfront Toronto Ken Dion 

AECOM Sam Neale 

Dillon Consulting Limited Ann Joyner 

Dillon Consulting Limited Merrilees Willemse 

Dillon Consulting Limited Morgan Boyco 

Dillon Consulting Limited Miriam Bart 

 

 

  



 
 

 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection MCEA  

Meeting Overview 

On November 6, 2018 the project team hosted the first Community Liaison Committee (CLC) meeting for the 

Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) Project. The 

purpose of the meeting was to introduce project team to the CLC and the CLC members to one another; clarify role 

of the CLC and the project process; provide project context information and work done to-date; engage CLC 

members in a dialogue about key questions at this stage, including on the project context, flood protection 

options, and how best to engage with the public. 

 

Agenda  

Part 1: Introductions + Setting the Stage 

- Opening and introductions 

- Role of the CLC 

Part 2: Project Background + Context 

- Project Study Area 

- Flood Risk 101 

- Lower Don Special Policy Area 

- Context  

- Why is this Project necessary? 

- Parallel Projects 

Part 3: Alternative Solutions 

- Class EA process 

- Alternative Solutions for Flood Protection 

Part 4: Project Challenges 

- Outline of Challenges 

- Timeline + Next steps 

Part 5: Engaging the Public 

- Discussion 

- Close  

 

  



 
 

 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection MCEA  

Meeting Notes 

Introduction and Presentation 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority provided opening remarks and welcomed CLC members. Dillon 

Consulting Limited went over the purpose of the meeting, participant guidelines and the role of the CLC. A 

presentation describing the project context and Class EA options was given by Waterfront Toronto. The City of 

Toronto concluded the formal presentations with project challenges. The evening format was dialogue-based and 

allowed for questions and comments throughout and between the presentations. 

Questions and Answers throughout the Evening 

The discussion captured throughout the presentations is summarized below. Feedback about the presentation, 

sequencing and language of presentation materials has been documented by the team and will inform revisions to 

the materials for the Public Information Centre in December. The Q&A discussion documented here is specific to 

the conversations had during the meeting. Questions are noted with a “Q”, comments with a “C” and answers with 

an “A”.  

Project Background and Context 

Q. Most residents may not be aware of the project being completed as they are under the impression that the area 

is already flood protected. 

A. Noted. The DMNP EA does significantly reduce the risk of flooding north of the railway embankment, however, 

does not entirely resolve the issue.  At the time of the DMNP EA, it was recognized that seeking a flood protection 

solution north of the railway embankment would be extraordinarily complex and costly, and at the time, there was 

not the incentive of a master transit hub being planned for the area to advance solutions.  It should be noted 

however, that the area north of the railway embankment is vulnerable to flooding only very large flood events.  

Ontario just happens to have one of the more conservative flood avoidance standards in the world.  

 

Q. What’s the population of the EA study area? 

A. We will provide you with that information. 

 

Q. If protection is successful and risk is mitigated, what happens to the Special Policy Area (SPA) designation? 

A. All of this gets us toward the permanent elimination of flood risk as per Provincial policy considerations.  In 

addition to meeting the conveyance capacity requirements of the Regulatory Flood, we are also including an 

additional 50cm of conveyance capacity in the design to address uncertainty such as climate change. Once the risk 

due to flooding from the river can be deemed negligible, such that the flood plain designation is removed, a 

planning process can be implemented to remove the SPA.  



 
 

 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection MCEA  

 

Q. That would be subject to zoning bylaw changes? 

A. Yes. 

 

Q. Does the regulatory flood scenario account for ice jam flooding? 

A. Yes. Ice jam flooding was a frequent cause of flooding in the past along the Don Narrows.  In recent decades, 

warmer winters, combined with road salt applications and the discharges of the North Toronto Sewage Plant 

upstream have reduced the frequency of ice jams.  However, the design of the DMNP EA Project does 

accommodate for management of ice jams by creating a location south of the Keating Channel where ice flows 

would be broken up against a rocky river bed and bank system, while any flooding that results from such an ice 

jam, would be able to flow westward through the deep/wide Keating Channel into the Lake.   Thus the 

naturalization area would be protected, while ensuring safe conveyance.  For the FPL in Corktown Common on the 

west bank, and if a landform is selected for the east bank, extra rock protection is included in the wet side area to 

protect against ice scour.   

 

Q. What is the erosive potential of the ice on the walls you build? 

A. These walls are built to be resilient. Walls would be able to withstand substantial forces.   

 

Q. Is there a mix of landowners in the surrounding area? 

A. Yes. There is private land ownership and public right-of-way. 

 

Part 3 – Solution 2 – Improving Conveyance 

Q. Under the “Do Nothing” alternative, would the rail plans have to shut down? 

A. They would have to raise all of the platforms and access points of TTC/Metrolinx stations.  

 

C. It would be useful to show a map that clearly indicates the Gardiner and Don Valley Parkway ramps in respect to 

the site.  
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C. Show an aerial map that will convey which buildings would be impacted. Include the BMW, Riverside Buildings, 

Unilever, etc. Visualization would make it easier to grasp the trade-offs of each option. 

C. Add direction arrows to every map. 

 

Q. Could the amount of widening be increased if we went back and changed the plans that are already approved? 

A. The project is designed to build-upon and support/coordinate with existing and parallel planning initiatives, as 

such, concepts that significantly and negatively impact existing approvals would not be considered as options. 

 

C. Is the “Do Nothing” alternative a contender? If so, reword ‘solution’ to ‘option’ since it does not appear to be a 

viable ‘solution’. 

 

Part 3 – Solution 3 – Flood Protection Landform 

Q. How will this option fit in terms of space? 

A. The FPL will fit between the DVP and the west side of the Broadview extension.   The actual amount of space 

these will take will depend on the crest alignment, and the dry side slope of the structure (between 1.5 to 3.5%). 

 

Q. In the Unilever Precinct plans, there was reference to putting in a pedestrian path by the Metrolinx 

embankment. From this option, this would mean punching a hole in the embankment. Is this still happening?  

A. The concept of including pedestrian paths as part of the connection to the East Harbour Station are required to 

the west of the Broadview extension.  These are being coordinated with the overall planning process for the Class 

EA.  

 

Q. What is free board? 

A. Basically, we design a valley system that can convey our Regulatory Storm event, and then we add an additional 

50cm of capacity to the valley system for conveyance to address uncertainty such as future climate change.  This 

extra 50cm of capacity is called freeboard. 

 

Q. Use or non-use of land on top? 
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A. You can’t develop on top of this structure. At the margins, there could be some development. Not on top. This is 

essentially a passive area.  Opportunity for a park. 

 

 

Part 3 – Solution 3 – Ramp Remains 

Q. The wet side slope looks a lot steeper. It is much narrower around the ramp. 

A. Wet side slopes of the FPL can be steeper than on the dry side slopes.   We have a wider range of slopes on the 

wet side to help coordinate with other infrastructure and land uses in the area.  

 

Q. What other areas are left developable other than what is currently shown on the drawings? Show more area 

that is developable as a result of this option.  

A. Noted – the view area in the Presentation was too focused and did not show the full area of floodplain removal.  

We will provide a drawing that shows the broader area.  

 

Q. To confirm, would the Mini and BMW building need to be demolished?  

A. The BMW building is required to create the Flood Protection Landforms.  Some configurations of the FPL could 

leave Mini dealership intact. 

 

Q. Are these buildings owned by the auto dealership? 

A. They lease it from another company that owns the property. We have a map that shows all the land owners. 

 

Q. Are there any other buildings along Eastern Avenue that would need to be demolished with the extension of 

Broadview? 

A. No other buildings would be required as those are located to the east of the proposed Broadview extension. 

 

Part 3 – Solution 3 – Ramp Removed 

Q. Who owns the Eastern Avenue ramp?  
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A. The City of Toronto owns the Eastern Avenue ramp. 

 

C. You should consider presenting land ownership information earlier on in the presentation to answer this 

question earlier on. 

 

Q. This option/variation of a FPL seems to work better in terms of the land use, but will lose the ramp.  

A. The team is still refining the exact FPL footprint. 

 

C. This area already has traffic flow problems. 

 

Q. What is the traffic flow on this ramp? 

A. Outside of peak time there are about 400 cars per hour. We need to check. We would be looking at other 

options such as Lakeshore and Queen. 

 

C. Need refined footprints for public meeting.  

 

Part 3 – Solution 4 – Flood Protection Structure 

Q. Do you have to do all of that work to evaluate each of these options, even if it is one the province would not 

accept? 

A. Yes, it is part of the class EA process. We can’t presume the outcomes of the evaluation. The Class EA process 

requires identifying and exploring, to a reasonable level, all options that could provide a level of flood protection.  

 

C. List out the “pros” and “cons” for each option. For example, a checklist that compares the options for the public. 

 

Q. Would private lands need to be expropriated? 
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A. It is too early in the process to be exploring land acquisition processes.  However, a range of alternatives are 

available for consideration, such as including land dedications for conservation/flood protection purposes with a 

trade-off for zoning that allows for intensification.   Everything is currently on the table. There are a lot of other 

projects and infrastructure in the area that will also have to be considered. 

 

C. There is a lot of underground utilities and infrastructure. No option is easy. 

 

Part 4 – Project Challenges 

C. Verbally annotate the video. 

 

Q. Once you cost these options/preferred options, is it possible that you will go back to the Do Nothing option? Or 

it goes to council and they decide? 

A. There are a range of possibilities. The project has to be funded. Three levels of government could get involved 

as well as the potential for private contributions. We’re exploring various avenues for funding. Many parties have a 

vested interest in seeing this Project proceed, in addition to the elimination of flood risk to the remaining 

vulnerable areas.  

 

Q. Do we have funding for the later stages? Detailed design?  

A. The project team is currently looking for funding opportunities. 

 

Q. In looking at evaluation of each of the options, how will you be accounting/calculating for the loss of not 

carrying out flood protection?  

A. Need to find out the answer. We are in the early stages of developing evaluation criteria.  

 

Part 5 – Engaging the Public 

C. Put the project challenges upfront. This will frame the context of the project. Explain why you are doing this and 

all the things you have to deal with and consider. I don’t know if people know this is happening but people might 

have familiarity with flood protection. It can help frame the conversation. Then dive into the technical aspects and 

alternatives discussion. This may be a more logical flow of information. 
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C. Place the video at the beginning of the presentation to help visualize the area.  

 

C. Suggestion to use “options” rather than “solutions”.  

 

C. Another suggestion to introduce options at a very high level first and then present project challenges then 

reintroducing the options at a more detailed level. 

 

C. Suggest to have other stakeholders (e.g., Metrolinx, TTC) present at the PIC for the stakeholders to hear and get 

a sense of the community. Many members of the public are waiting on the connections in this area.  

 

C. Need a storyboard of these ideas. Make it very clear, use text boxes. Identify where we are in relation to the 

ramps. Make it clear we are not talking about East Harbour again. 

 

C. The BIA should be involved in future conversations. 

 

 

These minutes were prepared by Dillon Consulting.  Please contact Morgan Boyco regarding any errors or omissions 

at mboyco@dillon.ca.   

mailto:mboyco@dillon.ca
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Community Liaison Committee Meeting #2 

Meeting Summary 

Date + Time: March 19, 2019   
6:30-8:30PM 

Location: Ralph Thornton Community Centre 
765 Queen St. East, Toronto, ON 

 

Attendees: 

Organization Name 

West Don Lands Committee John Wilson 

FilmOntario Cynthia Lynch 

Cycle Toronto Gerry Brown 

Toronto Film, Television & Digital Media Board Sarah Ker-Hornell 

 

Invited/Regrets: 

Toronto Field Naturalist Bob Kortright 

Lake Ontario Waterkeepers Shane Schofield 

Ralph Thornton Community Centre Megan Lorius 

Weston Bakery Redevelopment Community Coalition Luke Windisch 

Walk Toronto Adam Cohoon 

 

Invitations were also sent to the original CLC invitation list. 

 

Project Staff: 

Organization Name 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Meg St John 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Vivien Yan 

City of Toronto Michael Noble 

Waterfront Toronto Ken Dion 

Dillon Consulting Limited Merrilees Willemse 

Dillon Consulting Limited Morgan Boyco 
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Meeting Overview 

On March 19, 2019 the project team hosted the second Community Liaison Committee (CLC) meeting for the 

Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) Project. 

The purpose of the meeting was to review the project and work done to-date since the first CLC meeting; 

present and discuss the identification and evaluation of the preliminary preferred option for flood protection; 

engage CLC members in a dialogue about key questions related to the preliminary preferred option; and 

discuss how best to engage with the public. 

 

Agenda  

Part 1: Introductions + Setting the Stage 

- Reminder of the flood context, why we are doing this project 

Part 2: Parallel Projects 

- Description of other projects in the area, ongoing coordination   

Part 3: Alternative Options 

- Review of the four Alternative Options and decision making process 

- Description of the preferred option 

Part 4: Questions for the CLC 

- Discuss proposed public engagement process 

Part 5: Next Steps 

 

Meeting Summary Notes 

Introduction and Presentation 

Dillon Consulting Limited welcomed CLC members and went over the purpose of the meeting. A presentation 

was given by Waterfront Toronto and the City of Toronto that presented the project context, project 

challenges, alternative flood protection solutions and the preliminary preferred solution. The evening format 

was dialogue-based and allowed for questions and comments throughout the presentations. 

Questions and Answers throughout the Evening 

The discussion captured throughout the meeting is summarized below. Feedback about the presentation and 

project engagement has been documented by the team and will inform revisions to materials and the approach 

for future public engagement. The Q&A discussion documented here is specific to the conversations had during 

the meeting. Questions from CLC Members are noted with a “Q”, comments from CLC members with a “C” and 

answers from staff with an “A”.  
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Technical Project Presentation – Discussion Related to Project Context and Technical Findings 

 

Part 1: Setting the Stage 

Q: Are there other approvals needed other than funding?  

A: There are many. These include building permits and permits from Provincial agencies. This will be outlined in 

the Environmental Study Report (ESR). Many of the permits are sought in the detailed design phase of work 

which would come once the ESR is finished and approved by the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and 

Parks.   

Q: The front end context may need to be more robust for a public meeting to explain in more detail why this is 

needed. Stakeholders know the history here but the general public may not.  

A: We will consider how to set the context, need and justification for the project in public consultation so that 

people understand why this is important.  

C: Recommend that you put the information about all the other projects happening in the area up at the 

beginning of the presentation so that people understand why this project is important in the context of all the 

other things that are happening. This project is not the most exciting piece but it relates to all the other projects 

that are in play.  

C: The boards in the first PIC were helpful in providing context. 

Q: Is the main piece of the study area with the BMW building on it privately owned land? 

A: Yes. 

Q: Does the federal money that is earmarked for the current port lands flood protection cover this area for 

flood protection? 

A: No. This project would require additional funding.  

Q: Employment uses currently exist here and there are currently buildings here. How do they fit in with the 

restrictions that exist for development now?  

A: There are some allowances for development in the area but there are significant restrictions on built form 

that include requirements for flood protection. The types of buildings and uses that can go in are minimal, which 

is why you have two car dealerships and that’s it. Other uses that exist in the flood plain to the east are older 

and predate the flood plain mapping and Special Policy Area restrictions. 
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Part 2: Parallel Projects 

Q: Are the proposed transit stations on Unilever East Harbour Development [First Gulf] property?  

A: No. The East Harbour Development is south of the rail tracks. 

Q: Will the Coxwell Bypass impact the flood protection work? Will it make flood protection easier or harder?  

A: No. We are coordinating with that work but it is very deep, much deeper than the flood protection works and 

will not impact what we are doing. 

Q: There is currently construction taking place within the on-ramp right now. Which project is that part of? 

A: Enbridge is currently carrying out work in the on-ramp  

Q. Are all the projects you mention happening for sure?  

A: Most things are planned to happen, at one time or another, not all funded yet but the projects we have 

mentioned are well on their way through planning and design. We need to plan flood protection to consider 

what the long term plans are.  

Q: Is there expropriation required for the Broadview Extension given that it goes through private land?  

A: There is a separate process for the Broadview extension project. The City has been engaging with the land 

owner about this area and the needs for infrastructure, including the Broadview extension but also the flood 

protection needs and the relief line station needs.  There are ongoing discussions with the landowner to 

facilitate all of these projects.  

Q: Will flood protection allow for changes in employment land to be opened up for other uses in the project 

study area?   

A: The flood protection project will not change land uses in this area and will not suggest that.  

C: Concern expressed that if the flood protection is implemented then developers will want to come in and 

change the land use permissions to allow for uses other than employment. The community will care about this. 

In the conversations with the public you will need to be able to speak to this issue that land could be converted. 

It is a major concern that this area would become more attractive with flood protection and encourage 

developers to try and change the employment land use designation. A lot of work went in over the years to 

make sure this area was preserved for employment land. There is concern about this given the current political 

climate and the desire to build transit in partnership with private developers who will intensify areas around 

stations.  

A: Noted. We understand this concern and will make sure to speak to this going forward. The flood protection 

project would not in and of itself trigger a land use review to reconsider employment land designations but we 

recognize that some members of the public may be concerned that such pressures may arise in future for the 
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area north of the railway tracks.  . It is a City priority to protect employment lands, as demonstrated in the 

recently approved Unilever Precinct Secondary Plan south of the tracks. 

C/Q. In discussing the rationale behind this project – you should highlight that this project would allow for more 

jobs south of the tracks as the current flood protection plans would impact the amount of development area 

that can be developed in the Unilever Precinct.  How much land in the Unilever Precinct is impacted by the 

current grading plan from the Port Lands and South of Eastern Transportation and Servicing Master Plan 

(TSMP) and what area of land would be opened up for development if the grading wasn’t needed in the 

Unilever Precinct by putting the flood protection north of the tracks? Would be good for the public meeting to 

demonstrate how the flood protection north of the tracks would support the scale of development being 

proposed south of the tracks.  

A: Flood protection works will have to be placed to handle the two spills - one south of the railway embankment 

where the Broadview extension is proposed to go, and one at Eastern Avenue - and this would reduce the land 

available south of the rail tracks. We will better describe how doing flood protection north of the rail tracks will 

support the employment lands development potential south of the tracks being proposed by First Gulf. Full 

implementation of the "East Harbour" development plans presented by First Gulf will require implementation 

of a flood protection solution north of the rail tracks , in place As a result, more land is available south of the 

tracks for redevelopment. Currently the flood protection approved in the TSMP is to occur south of the rail 

tracks and includes a comprehensive grading strategy that would reduce the amount of land available on the 

Unilever site for redevelopment.  

 

Part 3: Alternative Options 

Q: Does the criteria used to get to the short list of solutions consider the costs of the options and the potential 

to change land use?  

A: There were many criteria used including identifying costs and policy conformity.  

Q: Why is the wall [flood protection structure] in the short list of options if it doesn’t work?  

A: We need to look at the full suite of options in the EA to demonstrate that we did our due diligence on what all 

the possible options could be to address the problem/opportunity. There was a previous request from a 

stakeholder about whether a wall could be viable and we needed to make sure we addressed this appropriately.  

Q:  How wide is the preferred flood protection landform (FPL), approximately?  

A: Approximately 100m wide, but it varies in certain places.  

Q: What is 5m showing on the cross section of the preferred FPL? Is it the height of the highest point? 

A: 5m is the width of the crest, not the height of the FPL. 
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Q: What is the potential of a Regional level flood happening this year or soon?  

A: It is a risk per year, so a 1 in 100 year flood means there is a 1% risk of that flood happening in any given year.  

A 1 in 300 year flood has a 0.3% chance of happening. We don’t know when it will happen, but there is a chance 

it could happen any time.  

Q: Is the Sanitary Sewer that is under Sunlight Park Road for the whole Downtown? Is the Coxwell Bypass 

going to relieve some of that?  

A: Yes, the sanitary sewer is for the Downtown but, no, the Coxwell Bypass is not being built to relieve that 

sewer. There is another project that will be providing additional relief for the Sanitary Sewer. It is a project 

being done further south. 

Q: There has been a lot of growth along the waterfront being planned in this area; will the existing sewer 

infrastructure be able to handle it all?  

A: There are plans to dovetail new development going in on the waterfront with the upgrades needed for 

sanitary sewer work to support future development. This is going in on Lake Shore Blvd.  

 

Part 4: Questions for the CLC 

Q: You did not speak to the financial implications of the options. Is the FPL a financially reasonable option? 

A: The cost is part of the consideration but the FPL is the only option that will provide the flood protection 

needed that does not have a risk of failure.  

C: Recommend that you present the options in terms of trade-offs. I.e., “this is what this looks like now” and 

“this is what it looks like if you do this,” showing how the flood protection supports all the other things planned 

in this area and how it enables the other projects. People need to know how this would affect neighbouring 

lands through this project. Answer the Why behind this project. 

C: People want to know that this project is necessary so that they understand what you are going to get vs. 

what you would lose if nothing was done.  Help people understand which other projects that are planned are 

affected by this. e.g., this project does not change what is happening in the Gardiner.  

Q: Can the transit projects still take place if flood protection is not implemented north of the rail tracks? 

A: Yes. The transit projects can still take place, but the lack of flood protection will change the design and make 

implementation more complicated and costly.  For example, the land around the subway station would have to 

be raised and a number of measures will be required to flood protect the building. Similarly, for the Broadview 

extension, the streetcar along this route would have a steeper grades to navigate on a day-to-day basis and 

could not run in the case of a flood event.   
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C: People want to know the story – “how will this affect neighbouring lands?” or “what does this mean for me? 

For the neighbourhood?” 

Q: Can you explain why this isn’t part of the other flood protection project that is underway and funded?  

A: When the original flood protection project was underway there were none of the projects now being 

considered in this area including the Broadview extension, the Relief Line stop, the Unilever Precinct First Gulf 

development, etc.  

C: Should consider using pictures instead of words to tell the story. 

C: Recommend that you consider the following order for any future public presentation: 

- This is what this area looks like now; 

- This is what the area would look like if flood protection is in place; 

- This is the flood protection solution that we have identified and this is why – what is the up-side to 

doing this;  

- This is why this flood protection option has been identified as preferred – technical analysis of the 

options we reviewed and the cost and schedule.  

C: Since this is new money that would be used for this project, you have to address this. 

 

Getting the Public Engaged – How Can Our Team Best Reach People? 

C: To get the public informed, need to consider how the project is marketed to the public to get them interested 

and wanting to pay attention.  Don’t bury the important stuff too deep. The why is what is important for people. 

C: You could consider extending the hours for a drop-in session instead. 

C: May be better to do drop-in public meetings on the weekend to get more people. Make sure to use social 

media.  

C: Could have two meetings – one on the week day and one on the weekend. 

C: Ask Councillor Fletcher to identify good ways to discuss with the public.  

C: Drop-in is a good way to get lots of people in but the challenge is where to do it because there isn’t a good 

indoor public space in the neighbourhood, like a mall, to reach passers-by. 

C: As much as you want to have lots of people interested you may also find that people aren’t that interested in 

this project, especially considering that it doesn’t have big impacts on the public. This isn’t necessarily a bad 

thing. You could also talk to Councillor Bradford. 
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C: If you could have a booth at the Farmer’s Market that would be a good place to share information and reach 

people.  

C: The CLC would like to see the draft ESR and do the review meeting prior to the ESR being released publicly 

in order to offer the perspective of the community members they represent.  This could be done online (via an 

emailed PDF of the draft and an opportunity to submit comments via email). 

Q: When will the project be implemented if the ESR is approved?  

A: If we get the Federal Funding then the construction needs to commence in 2020 and complete in 2024.    

Q: Will the CLC members be able to be involved in the design process? We would like to be involved 

throughout and we would like it all tied together so that if we have questions about the Coxwell Bypass 

construction and the Broadview extension, etc. we can get them answered at the meetings we have and not be 

directed to another place. 

A: Yes, we would like to continue to the engage the CLC through the design and implementation process.  

C: When will the top design of the FPL be discussed, for example the landscaping and connections that can be 

created on top? 

A: That is part of the next phase of the work on the FPL and we anticipate that the public can be more involved 

in the design of connections and landscape on top of the FPL. Although the design and programing 

opportunities will be limited based on technical requirements, there will be some options to explore.  

 

These minutes were prepared by Dillon Consulting.  Please contact Morgan Boyco regarding any errors or omissions at 

mboyco@dillon.ca.   

mailto:mboyco@dillon.ca


 

 

Appendix A4 – Public Consultation 

Public Information Centre 1 
Materials (presentation, handout, display panels) 
Summaries 

Public Information Centre 2 
Materials (presentation, handout, display panels) 
Summaries 

General Correspondence 
  



 

 

Public Information Centre 1 
Materials (presentation, handout, display panels) 

  



BROADVIEW AND EASTERN

FLOOD PROTECTION

Class Environmental Assessment Project

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1

DECEMBER 5, 2018



• Introduction to the project

• Seek your feedback

Welcome

PRESENTATION AGENDA

• Part 1: Setting the Stage

• Part 2: Project Background and 

Context

• Part 3: Project Challenges

• Part 4: Alternative Options

• Part 5: Next Steps



PART 1: SETTING THE STAGE

Flooded Don River, as seen from south of the Bloor Viaduct, 1918
Source: City of Toronto Archives



MUNICIPAL CLASS EA PROCESS
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INTRODUCTION TO THE AREA



INTRODUCTION TO THE AREA 

Land Ownership



INTRODUCTION TO THE AREA

Lower Don Transformation



PART 2: PROJECT BACKGROUND 
+ CONTEXT

Don River flood south of 
Wilton Avenue, 1920
Source: City of Toronto Archives



FLOOD RISK 101

What is a floodplain?

The area beside a watercourse that would be covered in 
water by a flood event. 

What is a Regulatory flood?

What is a Special Policy Area?
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REGULATORY FLOOD – HURRICANE HAZEL 1954



LOWER DON SPECIAL POLICY AREA

• Study Area 
currently within
the Lower Don SPA

• Allows
development 
permitted by 
existing Official 
Plan land use 
designations and 
policies

• Does not allow for 
intensified land 
uses (e.g., 
commercial to 
residential, 
increased density) 
in the floodplain



REDUCING THE LOWER DON FLOOD PLAIN

Lower Don River West Remedial Flood Protection Project – 2005 
(Spill Zone 3)

BEFP 
Study 
Area



REDUCING THE LOWER DON FLOOD PLAIN

Flood Protection Landform (Corktown Common) Completed 2012 & Don River Bridge 
Widening (Completed 2007) - Enables development in the West Don Lands

BEFP 
Study 
Area



REDUCING THE LOWER DON FLOOD PLAIN

Port Lands Flood Protection and Enabling Infrastructure – Completion 2022

Will Enable Development of Port Lands, Lower Don Area BEFP 
Study 
Area

Remaining flood risk following 
implementation of the Port Lands 
Flood Protection and Enabling 
Infrastructure Project



REDUCING THE LOWER DON FLOOD PLAIN

Port Lands Flood 
Protection and Enabling 
Infrastructure Due 
Diligence Study
Projects previously approved and 
underway



REDUCING THE LOWER DON FLOOD PLAIN

Port Lands and South of Eastern Transportation and 
Servicing Master Plan

Projects previously approved and underway



REGULATORY FLOOD INUNDATION



WHY NOW?

Why is this project 
necessary?

Regulatory Flood

Water Surface Elevation



BROADVIEW AND COMMISSIONERS CLASS EA

Phase 1 Phase 2



TTC RELIEF LINE

Future station entrances
(conceptual locations)



METROLINX SMART TRACK



UNILEVER PRECINCT SECONDARY PLAN & 

EAST HARBOR DEVELOPMENT



Don River, looking north west 
across Yonge St. bridge, 1954

Source: City of Toronto Public Library

PART 3: PROJECT CHALLENGES



PROJECT CHALLENGES

Integration with parallel projects



PROJECT CHALLENGES

Additionally:
• Lower Level Interceptor sewer system 
•Power lines
•Abandoned infrastructure 

Imperial Oil, 

Trans. Northern, 

& Sun Oil 

Pipelines

Sanitary Sewer

Bell Infrastructure 

(abandoned and 

active)

Enbridge Gas 

Main (abandoned 

and active)

Water Main 

Combined sewer

Toronto Hydro

Integration with underground infrastructure



PROJECT CHALLENGES

Subsurface geotechnical conditions for flood protection 
purposes



PART 4: FLOOD PROTECTION 
STRUCTURES AND LANDFORMS

Hurricane Hazel Cleanup, 1954
Source: Library and Archives Canada



WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION STRUCTURE?

Traditional engineering measures that rely on a structural component to hold 
back water (dams, flood walls, and dykes/berms)



WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM?

FLOOD LINE

NOT TO SCALE

FLOOD LINE

TO SCALE





Hurricane Hazel Cleanup, 1954
Source: torontodreamsproject.blogspot.com

PART 5: ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS



ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS FOR FLOOD PROTECTION

1. Do-Nothing

2. Improving
Conveyance

3. Flood Protection
Landform

4. Flood 
Protection
Structure



OPTION 1 – DO-NOTHING

Addressing Existing Spill into the Unilever Precinct



OPTION 2 – IMPROVING CONVEYANCE –

CHANNEL WIDENING

• Amount of 
widening that could 
be reasonably 
implemented ~14m

• Modeling indicated 
no measurable 
improvement in 
upstream 
conveyance or 
reduction in 
flooding north of 
the railway



OPTION 3 – FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM –

RAMP REMAINS



OPTION 3 – FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM –

RAMP REMOVED



OPTION 4 – FLOOD PROTECTION STRUCTURE –

RAMP REMAINS



OPTION 4 – FLOOD PROTECTION STRUCTURE –

RAMP REMOVED



Hurricane Hazel Cleanup, 1954
Source: historyinphotos.blogspot.com

PART 6: NEXT STEPS



PROJECT COORDINATION

The City of Toronto, TRCA, Waterfront Toronto, 
Metrolinx, TTC and other Stakeholders are working 
cooperatively on:

• Design Coordination
• Construction planning
• Traffic analysis
• Communications plan



TIMELINE



NEXT STEPS/FEEDBACK

• How you use and experience this area – what's important 
to you?

• Construction or operation?

• Feedback:

–E-mail or mail your comment sheet

–Website and fill out the comment form

–Call



Questions

& Answers



BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION - CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESMENT PROJECT

WELCOME

BROADVIEW AND EASTERN 
FLOOD PROTECTION
Class Environmental Assessment Project

MEETING FORMAT
Open House Discussions
6:00 PM – 7:00 PM 

Presentation (including Q&A) 
7:00 PM – 8:00 PM

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING

• Introduce the Broadview & Eastern
Flood Protection Project

• Seek your feedback on the:

- existing conditions;

- problem and opportunity statement;

- preliminary options being considered
for flood protection; and

- preliminary evaluation criteria.

STAY IN TOUCH
To receive project updates, please send an email with the subject line: “PIC#1 
Email List – your first and last name” to mstjohn@trca.on.ca; or sign-up at the 
Registration Desk

For more information and to review materials presented at this PIC please visit 
www.trca.ca/befp
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MUNICIPAL CLASS EA PROCESS

An Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 
used to select a preferred alternative to  
address flooding in the Broadview Avenue 
and Eastern Avenue area.

The EA will build upon the findings of the
due diligence studies and the outcomes of
other EAs and planning projects.

This EA will proceed as a Schedule C Class EA 
as per the Municipal Class EA Guidelines, and 
will be undertaken by TRCA in conjunction 
with the City of Toronto and Waterfront  
Toronto as co-proponents.

PROBLEM 
OPPORTUNITY

ALTERNATIVE
OPTIONS

DESIGN CONCEPT 
FOR PREFERRED 

SOLUTION

ENVIRONMENTAL
STUDY REPORT

(ESR)

IMPLEMENTATION & 
DETAILED DESIGN

1 2 3 4 5

PROCESS AND TIMELINE

WE ARE 
HERE

PIC #1
December 5

PIC #2 anticipated
March 2019

ESR review anticipated 
April 2019 Pending EA

approval & funding
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WHERE IS THE PROJECT?

BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA
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FLOOD RISK 101

WHAT IS A FLOODPLAIN?

The area beside a watercourse that would be covered 
in water by a flood event.

WHAT IS A REGULATORY FLOOD?

The extent of flooding that would result if the greater of  
the 100-yr storm or the largest storm on record occurred 
over an area. For the Toronto area, the Regulatory storm  
is defined by Hurricane Hazel in 1954.

WHAT IS A SPECIAL POLICY AREA?

A land use planning designation that acknowledges
historical development in a flood vulnerable area and
allows certain development (under existing land use
designations) subject to strict flood proofing criteria.

Missing images

Flooded Bayview Extension, 1980
Source: City of Toronto Public Library 

Flooded Don River, as seen from south of the Bloor Viaduct, 1918
Source: City of Toronto Archives

Don River, looking north west across Yonge St. bridge, 1954
Source: City of Toronto Public Library

Don Valley flood north of Bloor Street, 1907
Source: City of Toronto Public Library
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LOWER DON SPECIAL POLICY AREA

WHAT DOES THIS ALL MEAN?
Within the pink dotted line (refer to map),
development currently permitted by the City’s
Official Plan can proceed if it can be floodproofed. 
Additional development (such as residential, or an  
increase in density above what is currently allowed) 
is prohibited. This is to limit the risk to life and  
property due to flooding.
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WHY IS THIS PROJECT NECESSARY – WHY NOW?

PURPOSE OF THE PROJECT

To identify a flood protection solution that will prevent flooding of 8 hectares of flood
vulnerable land which will facilitate, and integrate with, City building initiatives.

Regulatory Flood
Water Surface Elevation
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PROJECTS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED & UNDERWAY

• Don Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood
Protection EA

• Port Lands Flood Protection and Enabling
Infrastructure Due Diligence Study

• Port Lands and South of Eastern Transportation
and Servicing Master Plan

• The Gardiner East EA (Gardiner and Lake Shore
Boulevard East Reconfiguration EA)
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WHAT IS THE PROBLEM?

Existing flood risk following implementation of the Lower Don River West 
Remedial Flood Protection Class EA for the West Don Lands.

Remaining flood risk following implementation of the Port Lands Flood Protection
and Enabling Infrastructure Project (which includes the Don Mouth Naturalization
and Port Lands Flood Protection EA Preferred Alternative and grading from the
Port Lands and South of Eastern Transportation and Servicing Master Plan).

Legend

EA Study Area

Legend

EA Study Area
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PROJECT INTEGRATION

INTEGRATION WITH  
PARALLEL PROJECTS
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PROJECT INTEGRATION

INTEGRATION WITH UNDERGROUND INFRASTRUCTURE

Working AreaDrop Shaft

Tunnel

Tunnel Connection

Future Work

Coxwell By-Pass
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SUPPORTING LOCAL PROJECTS - PLANNING, TRANSIT AND DEVELOPMENT

TTC Relief Line

Extension and upgrading of Broadview Avenue and 
other key streets 

Metrolinx - East Harbour Station

Unilever Precinct Secondary Plan & East  Harbour Development
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SUPPORTING LOCAL PROJECTS - PLANNING, TRANSIT AND DEVELOPMENT

UNILEVER PRECINCT SECONDARY PLAN & EAST  HARBOUR DEVELOPMENT
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WHAT IS IN THE AREA?

ARCHAEOLOGY

Extensive archaeology work carried out in the area 
from approved projects. The studies found that  
much of the land has been previously disturbed  
due to extensive urbanization.

INFRASTRUCTURE

The Environmental Assessment will take into account 
both existing and planned infrastructure such as:

• Transit

• Roads

• Railway Network

• Utilities – sanitary sewers, gas line etc.

• and more!

SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS

No existing residential uses in immediate project
area (some residential use north of Eastern Avenue).

No formal tourist or recreational attractions in
the project study area.

Future multimodal transit hub, which is part of
the South of Economic District.

Future transit hub.
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ECOLOGICAL CONDITIONS

SOIL AND GROUNDWATER
• Site consists of alluvial and lacustrian sediments.

• Contains discontinuous bands of compressable peat.

• History of heavy industrial activities resulting in
localized areas of subsurface contamination.

VEGETATION
• Largely limited to the rail corridor, Eastern Avenue 

on-ramp, a stormwater swale along the Don 
Valley Parkway and isolated street trees.

• No species of concern identified. 

TERRESTRIAL HABITAT
• Faunal species richness is low with only 4 out of

56 faunal species identified in the area of the
Lower Don River.

AQUATIC HABITAT
• Western limit of study area includes Don River

Narrows; possesses little natural in-stream cover,
vertical dockwall banks, and a relatively uniform
channel cross-section.

• 43 species of fish have been inventoried in the
Lower Don and Keating Channel between 1989
and 2018.

• 50% of fish sampled consisted of Alewife,
Common Carp, Emerald Shiner, Gizzard Shad,
and White Sucker.
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WHAT ARE FLOOD PROTECTION MEASURES

Flood Control

Improving the flow of water 

Flood Berm

Channel Modifications Bridge Upgrades

Flood Protection Landform Dams/Reservoirs

EXAMPLES OF CATEGORIES OF 
FLOOD PROTECTION

• Flood Control
• Flow Improvements

• Diversion

• Floodproofing
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WHAT ARE ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS?

For the purposes of this EA,  
Alternative Options, refers to  
different ways to reduce flood 
risk to life and property.

WHAT WE KNOW

• Through the work of past studies, we understand the
Existing Flood Risk by modelling where the water
will flow, and how deep and fast it will be during the
regulatory flood event.

• Past studies have also identified what options are
technically feasible to reduce flood risk.

• As per all EAs, the ‘do nothing’ Option must be considered.

Alternative Options for this project are focused on options that
could address flooding that is caused by riverine flows. 

The Alternative Options chosen for this EA: 

1. Do Nothing
2. Improving Conveyance
3. Flood Protection Landforms
4. Flood Protection Structures

Note: In the Class EA process, alternative solutions is another way of describing alternative options. 
For this Class EA, Alternative Solutions will instead be referred to as Alternative Options.
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OPTION 1 - DO NOTHING

The “do-nothing” option assumes implementation, 
with little to no modifications, of:

• The Don Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands
Flood Protection Project EA;

• The grading plan established by the Port Lands and
South of Eastern Transportation and Servicing
Master Plan; and,

• The Hybrid 3 from the Gardiner Expressway and
Lake Shore Boulevard EA*.

* Hybrid 3 from the Gardiner Expressway and Lake Shore Boulevard EA is not shown
on the map. The new Gardiner alignment has different pier configurations in the
Don River and the new ramp location is different. These factors change the
downstream flood elevations and need to be considered in the do-nothing option.
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OPTION 2 -IMPROVING CONVEYANCE

This involves assuming the current plans from the 
Do-Nothing option, coupled with an additional 
eastern widening of the Metrolinx railway bridge 
and the conversion of the southbound Don Valley 
Parkway to the Don River Channel.

Shifting of north  
bound and south 
bound DVP lanes

Metrolinx bridge 
widening
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WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM?

The slope is similar to looking down a gentle slope.

FLOOD LINE

Example of a Flood Protection Landform

A flood protection landform is passive flood protection. This type of 
landform is engineered and is geotechnically sound. Traditional flood 
protection measures such as dams, flood walls and dykes normally 
rely on a structural component that is clearly different from the  
surrounding landscape to hold water. On the other hand, because  
of their size, landforms are integrated with landscape as they  
become part of it to the point where they are no longer considered  
to be structural elements separate from the surrounding landscape 
and natural valley. Landforms provide a significantly wider cross  
section and greater volume.

EXAMPLES OF FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM
The West Don Lands (WDL) Landform is one example of a flood protection landform.  
The WDL landform is embedded within the Corktown Commons park, below approximately 
3 metres of top soil. The creation of Corktown Commons park on top of the landform was
facilitated by the additional top soil and relatively unconfined space to the west to allow
for overbuilding. The dry side slopes of the Corktown Common landform is more gentle
than the 3.5% schematic shown above.

1:1 SCALE DIAGRAM OF A FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM
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OPTION 3 - FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM

EASTERN AVENUE RAMP REMAINS EASTERN AVENUE RAMP REMOVED
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OPTION 4 - FLOOD PROTECTION STRUCTURES

EXAMPLES OF STRUCTURES

Traditional engineering measures that rely on a structural component to hold back water 
e.g. dams, flood walls, and dykes/berms. These structures include an extensive monitoring,
maintenance, and replacement process to ensure continued safe operation of the structure.

Traditional engineered structures are not credited towards permanently removing the flood 
risk from a Provincial policy perspective. From a SPA perspective, the floodplain is unchanged. 
These structures require maintenance replacement so it is not guaranteed that they exist in 
good condition when needed.

EASTERN AVENUE RAMP REMAINS EASTERN AVENUE RAMP REMOVED

Flood BermFlood Wall
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HOW WILL WE CHOOSE THE BEST OPTION?

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION CRITERIA

DO YOU THINK WE ARE MISSING ANY CRITERIA 
OR SHOULD MAKE CHANGES?

• Extent to which alternative addresses
current and anticipated flood control
problem

• Potential for alternative to create off-site
flood impacts

• Potential for effects on local storm water
flow/drainage regime

• Potential to impact terrestrial and aquatic
habitat, linkages, function, population,
environment/systems

• Potential to enhance terrestrial habitat

• Potential for change to Species at Risk

• Potential for air emissions to affect
air quality

• Potential for noise effects on the
community and wildlife populations

• Potential for effect on ground water

• Potential for effects on/from contaminated
soils and ground water

• Flexibility of alternative to address
future changes in flow as a result of
climate change

• Potential for effects on existing and
planned utilities, water and waste
water services

• Ease/complexity of implementation

• Ease/complexity of maintenance

• Potential for effects due to compression
of underlying soils on adjacent
underlying infrastructure, including rail,
low level interceptor, sewers, hydro, etc.

• Potential risk of failure

$

$NATURAL ENVIRONMENT TECHNICAL

The criteria will be revised based on comments 
received and will be used to evaluate the  
Alternative Options.
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HOW WILL WE CHOOSE THE BEST OPTION?

• Capital cost to implement
the alternative

• Annual operations and
maintenance costs

• Full life cycle and replacement costs

ECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT 
AND COST $

• Potential to remove flood plain policy
limiting development opportunities
in the Regulatory Flood risk area

• Compatibility with existing and
planned land uses and infrastructure
in the surrounding area

• Potential for removal of, or changes to,
existing and planned businesses

• Potential to enhance opportunities for
future businesses and/or other uses

• Effects on existing and planned road
pattern and road infrastructure

• Effects on future Metrolinx East
Harbour SmartTrack Station and Service

.

• Effects on future TTC Eastern/Broadview
Relief Line Station

• Effects on future Broadview Extension
Streetcar line

• Potential for disruption effects on
surrounding community (traffic, noise,
dust, etc.)

• Potential for servicing disruption
(water, hydro, etc.)

• Potential to enhance active and passive
recreation and greenspace

• Compatibility with Port Lands
Flood Protection and Enabling
Infrastructure Project

• Efffects on, or opportunity to, enhance
pedestrian/cycling linkages

• Potential to enhance views and visual
interest of area/potential visual impacts

• Potential for changes in property values
and ownership

• Potential for effect on current
and traditional uses of lands by
Indigenous people

• Potential for effect on cultural
heritage features

• Potential for effects on archaeological
resources/features

SOCIAL-CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT

$

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION CRITERIA

DO YOU THINK WE ARE MISSING ANY CRITERIA 
OR SHOULD MAKE CHANGES?

The criteria will be revised based on comments 
received and will be used to evaluate the  
Alternative Options.
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THANK YOU

NEXT STEPS
Please leave your comment sheet with the 
registration table or provide feedback.

The open house materials will be made 
available on the project website:  
www.trca.ca/befp

All comments will be reviewed and changes 
will be made as required.

CONTACT US:
Meg St John, Senior Project Manager 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON

E: mstjohn@trca.on.ca
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5621

TAC #1
October 16, 2018

Refining options based 
on feedback from  

the TAC

Refining options based 
on feedback from  

the CLC

Refining options based 
on feedback from the  

PIC and further  
modelling work

Refine and evaluate 
Alternative Options

Review of draft  
Class EA document 
by various parties

Project implementation 
and detailed design

pending EA approval
and funding

PIC #2
anticipated March 2019

Final submission of 
Class EA document

anticipated May 2019

CLC #1
November 6, 2018

NOC
September 20,2018

TAC #2 & CLC #2
anticipated February/March 

2019

Draft of Class EA 
document

anticipated April 2019

NOC - Notice of Commencement 
TAC - Technical Advisory committee
CLC - Community Liaison Committee
PIC -  Public Information Centre

2018 2019

PIC #1
December 5, 2018



BROADVIEW AND EASTERN  
FLOOD PROTECTION
Class Environmental Assessment Project

PROJECT OBJECTIVES
To identify a flood protection solution that will 
prevent flooding of 8 hectares of flood vulnerable 
land which will facilitate, and integrate with,  
City building initiatives.

STUDY AREAPROJECT OVERVIEW
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 
(TRCA), in conjunction with Waterfront Toronto 
and the City of Toronto as co-proponents, seeks 
to identify a flood protection solution that will 
eliminate the residual flood risk north of the 
railway embankment, after the majority of the 
Don Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood 
Protection Project (DMNP EA) through the Port 
Lands Flood Protection  Enabling Infrastructure 
Project (PLFPEI)  has been implemented.



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PROCESS
An Environmental Assessment (EA) will be used to select a preferred alternative to address flooding in the Broadview 
Avenue and Eastern Avenue area. The EA will build upon the findings of the due diligence studies, and the outcomes 
of other EAs and planning. projects This EA will proceed as a ‘Schedule C’ under the Municipal Class EA and will be 
undertaken by TRCA in conjunction with the City of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto as coproponents.

CONSULTATION
There are many different perspectives, priorities, and interests that will need to be considered as we complete the 
Class EA project. The EA consultation process is intended to ensure there are opportunities for individuals and
organizations, with a broad range of interests, to participate by informing the EA work. There are various ways  
and opportunities for consultation, some of which include Public Information Centres, notices in the newspaper  
and by mail, Technical Advisory Committee, and Community Liaison Committee.
 
The proponents have also been seeking to engage with a number of Indigenous Communities that have an interest
in the project, or that may be affected by the project. This engagement falls under the delegation of administrative
aspects of the Crown’s Duty to Consult.

WHAT IS AN ALTERNATIVE OPTION?
The Municipal Class EA typically requires proponents to develop “Alternative Solutions”. For the purposes of this
Class EA, “alternative options” will be used instead of “alternative solutions”. Alternatives for this project are focused
on addressing flooding that is caused by riverine flows.

• Through the work of past studies, we understand the Existing Flood Risk by
 modelling where the water will flow, and how deep and fast it will be during
 a Regulatory flood event.

• Past studies have also identified what Options are technically feasible to
 reduce flood risk.

• As per all EAs, the ‘do nothing’ option must be considered.

Existing flood risk following implementation of the Lower Don River 
West Remedial Flood Protection Class EA for the West Don Lands.

Remaining flood risk following implementation of the Port Lands Flood 
Protection and Enabling Infrastructure Project (which includes the Don 
Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood Protection EA Preferred 
Alternative and grading from the Port Lands and South of Eastern 
Transportation and Servicing Master Plan).



1. Do-Nothing
Assumes implementation, with little to no modifications, of:

• The DMNP EA;

• The grading plan established by the Port Lands and South of Eastern Transportation and
Servicing Master Plan; and,

• The Hybrid 3 from the Gardiner Expressway and Lake Shore Boulevard EA.

2. Improving Conveyance
This involves assuming the current plans from the Do-Nothing option, coupled with an additional eastern 
widening of the Metrolinx railway bridge and the conversion of them southbound Don Valley Parkway to  
the Don River Channel.

3. Flood Protection Landform (Eastern Avenue Ramp Removed/Remains)
This alternative option incorporates the design principles used to establish a flood protection landform in 
the West Don Lands.

WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM?
A flood protection landform is a form of passive flood protection. This type of landform is 
engineered and is geotechnically sound. Because of their size, landforms are integrated  
with landscape as they become part of it to the point where they are no longer considered  
to be structural elements separate from the surrounding landscape and natural valley. 
Landforms provide a significantly wider cross section and greater volume.

The West Don Lands (WDL) Landform is one example of a flood protection landform.  
The WDL landform is embedded within the Corktown Commons park, below approximately 
3 metres of top soil. The creation of Corktown Commons park on top of the landform was 
facilitated by the additional top soil and relatively unconfined space to the west to allow  
for overbuilding. 

4. Flood Protection Structure (Eastern Avenue Ramp Removed/Remains)
This alternative option considers water control structures that are typically used throughout the world to reduce  
flood risk. These can include floodwalls, dykes and berms. For visualization purpose, this EA will present floodwalls 
as the surrogate for these options as they represent the most compact option of this suite of alternatives.

WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION STRUCTURE?
Traditional engineering measures that rely on a structural component to hold back water  
e.g. dams, flood walls, and dykes/berms. These structures include an extensive monitoring, 
maintenance, and replacement process to ensure continued safe operation of the structure.

Traditional engineered structures are not credited towards permanently the flood risk.  
From a SPA perspective, the floodplain is unchanged. These structures require maintenance 
replacement so it is not guaranteed that they exist in good condition when needed.

ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS



EVALUATION CRITERIA
All alternative options will be evaluated based  
on four categories:

• Natural Environment;

• Social-Cultural Environment;

• Economic-Cost Environmental; and,

• Technical.

Are there any criterion that we have not  
considered that are important to you?

FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Visit the project website: www.trca.ca/befp

Or contact:

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager (TRCA)
Email: mstjohn@trca.on.ca
Phone: 416-661-6600 ext. 5621



BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION 
(BEFP) CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

- COMMENT FORM -

December 5, 2018 
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1

We need to hear from you!
Thank you for attending this evening’s meeting.  We appreciate your interest and participation in 
this important project. 

Please take a moment to provide your feedback on the following questions.

Flood Protection Options

Tonight you learned about four alternative options for flood protection in this area: Do Nothing; 
Improving Conveyance; Flood Protection Landform; and Flood Protection Structure.

Was anything missed?  Would you change anything about any of the options?  Do you have 
other comments about the options?

________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________

over
please



How Will We Make A Decision? 

All alternative options will be evaluated based on four categories of criteria: Natural 
Environment; Social-Cultural Environment; Economic Environment and Cost; and Technical.

Are we missing any criteria?  Are there other changes you would suggest?  What’s most 
important to you?

________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________

Meeting Evaluation

How did you hear about this event?

________________________________________________________

Overall, how satisfied were you with this event?

Anything Else? 

Do you have any other comments or concerns about this project or this meeting?

________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________

1 2 3 4 5

Not very

☹ O O O O O
Very

😊

Please complete the following to be added to the contact list for this project.

Name ____________________________________________ Email _______________________________________________

Address (optional)_______________________________________ Phone (optional) ___________________________

Thank you for your input.

Your completed form can be placed in the 

comment box, mailed, emailed to, or filled out 

and submitted through the project website.

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON  L4K 5R6

Email: mstjohn@trca.on.ca 

Website: www.trca.ca/befp 
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Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection MCEA  

Public Information Centre #1 

Meeting Summary 
Date + Time: December 5, 2018   

6:00-8:00PM 

Location: Ralph Thornton Community Centre, Riverdale Auditorium 
765 Queen St. East, Toronto, ON 

 

Meeting Overview 

On December 5, 2018, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), Waterfront Toronto, the City 

of Toronto, and the project team hosted the first public meeting for the Broadview and Eastern Flood 

Protection Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) Project. The purpose of the meeting was 

to introduce the project to the public; clarify the decision making process; provide project context 

information and work done to-date; and engage members of the public in a dialogue about flood 

protection options.  

Members of the public were invited via newspaper notification (see Appendix A), direct mail 

notification, through the project website at www.trca.ca/befp, and other various social media outlets. 

 

Agenda  

Open House (6:00-7:00PM) 

Presentation and Q+A (7:00-8:00PM) 

Part 1: Introductions + Setting the Stage 

Part 2: Project Background + Context 

Part 3: Flood Protection Structures and Landforms 

Part 4: Alternative Options 

Part 5: Project Challenges 

Part 6: Hearing from You and Next Steps 

 

http://www.trca.ca/befp
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Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection MCEA  

Meeting Notes 

Open House 

From 6:00-7:00PM during a drop-in open house, members of the public were invited to review 

information panels and speak with staff members and consultants about the project.  Meeting materials 

are available at trca.ca/befp.  

Presentation 

Commencing at 7:00PM, the meeting facilitator began the presentation portion of the evening, 

providing opening remarks, welcoming members of the public and reviewing the agenda and purpose of 

the meeting.  A presentation describing the project background, context and challenges was given by 

the City of Toronto. Waterfront Toronto concluded the formal presentation with a description of the 

flood protection options being considered under the EA process. The evening format was dialogue-

based, inviting questions and comments throughout and between the presentations.  At the conclusion 

of the presentation, the facilitator guided a question and answer opportunity until the meeting 

concluded at 8:00PM. 

Comment Forms 

The project team provided an information hand-out (Appendix B) and comment form (Appendix C) to 

participants. This provided participants with the opportunity to learn more about the project and submit 

written feedback.  The comment form was also replicated online at trca.ca/befp. A total of four 

comment forms were completed and submitted, one of which was submitted online. Through the 

comment forms, respondents stated that the alternative options were reasonable, they would like to 

see more consideration of cycling infrastructure, and they would appreciate more advance notice of 

meetings. One person noted that more clarification is needed around the problem statement and the 

impacts on existing/planned infrastructure.  In general, the meeting received a positive evaluation. 

Questions and Answers throughout the Evening 

The discussion captured throughout the presentations is summarized below. Feedback about the project 

has been documented by the team and will be considered. The Q&A discussion documented here is 

specific to the conversations had during the presentation. Questions are noted with a “Q”, comments 

with a “C” and answers with an “A”.  

Q. Are the alternative options mutually exclusive? Can you combine aspects of the options?  

A. The goal is to provide the permanent removal of flood risk of the area. There are ways to combine 

permanent with non-permanent elements but that would inevitably produce a non-permanent option. 

For example, combining landforms and a connecting wall would involve a non-permanent solution. 

Similarly, the benefits of improving conveyance under the railway does not extend far enough upstream 

to result in reductions in the crest elevation of landforms or structures. Thus, there is no benefit to 

undertake channel widening at the bridge to reduce the proposed landform or structural options.  

https://trca.ca/befp
http://www.trca.ca/befp
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Q. What kinds of land uses could be placed on the dry side of a flood protection landform?  

A. Most likely a park that would include grasses, shrubs and some trails. A lot of people will be walking 

and riding bikes through this area to connect to transit. This park will also need to make connections to 

developments in the north. Large trees, buildings or any type of road usage would not be possible as 

they would compromise the integrity of the landform. The details have not been determined yet but it 

will depend on the preferred option chosen.  

 

Q. So development on this landform is very limited even if you could put trails there?  

A. There is some flexibility in terms of trail use, but you cannot put any heavy uses on it. It will ideally 

connect North and South through the Unilever site and connect to the trail along the waterfront.  

 

Q. Has widening the river further upstream than what is shown in option 2 been looked at as an option?  

A. We would only be able to widen a certain amount upstream without disregarding all the approved 

projects in the area. The Don Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Project required deepening and 

widening the river south of the railway bridge. This was possible further downstream near the mouth as 

there is space for dredging operations on the west side of the River to occur.  

Dredging the river north of the railway bridge would be constrained operationally by the lack of adjacent 

lands to operate and transport sediment out of the area.  In addition, there is essentially no space to 

widen the river north of the tracks given the lack of space to relocate, railways on the west bank of the 

river, Bayview Avenue, the DVP and a myriad of other infrastructure located under and adjacent to the 

river.   

 

These minutes were prepared by Dillon Consulting.  Please contact Morgan Boyco regarding any errors 

or omissions at mboyco@dillon.ca.   

 

mailto:mboyco@dillon.ca
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Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection 
Class Environmental Assessment Project 

Notice of Public Information Centre #1 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority, the City of Toronto, and Waterfront Toronto  

 

                              

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), in 

conjunction with Waterfront Toronto and the City of Toronto 

as co-proponents, seeks to identify a flood protection solution 

that will eliminate the risk of flooding currently posed to a 

parcel of urban land just east of the Don River and south of 

Eastern Avenue.  This study will consider existing infrastructure 

and integrate concurrent planning and infrastructure works, 

building upon the outcomes of the Don Mouth Naturalization 

and Port Lands Flood Protection Project, and the Port Lands 

and South of Eastern Transportation and Servicing Master Plan, 

to address these 8 hectares of urban land that remains at risk 

to flooding up to and including the Regulatory Flood event.  

Note: The type of Class Environmental Assessment for this 

project has changed. THIS PROJECT IS NOW BEING PLANNED AS 

A SCHEDULE C PROJECT UNDER THE MUNICIPAL CLASS 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT.   

A PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE WILL BE HELD ON 

DECEMBER 5TH 2018. 

 

MEETING LOCATION: 

Ralph Thornton Community Centre 

Riverdale Auditorium 

765 Queen Street East Toronto ON M4M 1H3 

 

MEETING TIME: 

Open House: 

6:00 PM – 7:00 PM 

Presentation and Question & Answers: 

7:00 PM – 8:00 PM 

 

 

PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION: 

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 

101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6 
Phone:  416-661-6600 ext. 5621 
Email:  mstjohn@trca.on.ca 
Website & registration: https://trca.ca/befp/ 

 

Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act, unless otherwise 

stated in the submission, any personal information such as name, address, telephone number and property location included 

in a submission will become part of the public record files for this matter and will be released, if requested, to any person. 

This Notice issued November 22, 2018.  

https://trca.ca/befp/
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BROADVIEW AND EASTERN  
FLOOD PROTECTION
Class Environmental Assessment Project

PROJECT OBJECTIVES
To identify a flood protection solution that will 
prevent flooding of 8 hectares of flood vulnerable 
land which will facilitate, and integrate with,  
City building initiatives.

STUDY AREAPROJECT OVERVIEW
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 
(TRCA), in conjunction with Waterfront Toronto 
and the City of Toronto as co-proponents, seeks 
to identify a flood protection solution that will 
eliminate the residual flood risk north of the 
railway embankment, after the majority of the 
Don Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood 
Protection Project (DMNP EA) through the Port 
Lands Flood Protection  Enabling Infrastructure 
Project (PLFPEI)  has been implemented.



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PROCESS
An Environmental Assessment (EA) will be used to select a preferred alternative to address flooding in the Broadview 
Avenue and Eastern Avenue area. The EA will build upon the findings of the due diligence studies, and the outcomes 
of other EAs and planning. projects This EA will proceed as a ‘Schedule C’ under the Municipal Class EA and will be 
undertaken by TRCA in conjunction with the City of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto as coproponents.

CONSULTATION
There are many different perspectives, priorities, and interests that will need to be considered as we complete the 
Class EA project. The EA consultation process is intended to ensure there are opportunities for individuals and
organizations, with a broad range of interests, to participate by informing the EA work. There are various ways  
and opportunities for consultation, some of which include Public Information Centres, notices in the newspaper  
and by mail, Technical Advisory Committee, and Community Liaison Committee.
 
The proponents have also been seeking to engage with a number of Indigenous Communities that have an interest
in the project, or that may be affected by the project. This engagement falls under the delegation of administrative
aspects of the Crown’s Duty to Consult.

WHAT IS AN ALTERNATIVE OPTION?
The Municipal Class EA typically requires proponents to develop “Alternative Solutions”. For the purposes of this
Class EA, “alternative options” will be used instead of “alternative solutions”. Alternatives for this project are focused
on addressing flooding that is caused by riverine flows.

• Through the work of past studies, we understand the Existing Flood Risk by
 modelling where the water will flow, and how deep and fast it will be during
 a Regulatory flood event.

• Past studies have also identified what Options are technically feasible to
 reduce flood risk.

• As per all EAs, the ‘do nothing’ option must be considered.

Existing flood risk following implementation of the Lower Don River 
West Remedial Flood Protection Class EA for the West Don Lands.

Remaining flood risk following implementation of the Port Lands Flood 
Protection and Enabling Infrastructure Project (which includes the Don 
Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood Protection EA Preferred 
Alternative and grading from the Port Lands and South of Eastern 
Transportation and Servicing Master Plan).



1. Do-Nothing
Assumes implementation, with little to no modifications, of:

• The DMNP EA;

• The grading plan established by the Port Lands and South of Eastern Transportation and
Servicing Master Plan; and,

• The Hybrid 3 from the Gardiner Expressway and Lake Shore Boulevard EA.

2. Improving Conveyance
This involves assuming the current plans from the Do-Nothing option, coupled with an additional eastern 
widening of the Metrolinx railway bridge and the conversion of them southbound Don Valley Parkway to  
the Don River Channel.

3. Flood Protection Landform (Eastern Avenue Ramp Removed/Remains)
This alternative option incorporates the design principles used to establish a flood protection landform in 
the West Don Lands.

WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM?
A flood protection landform is a form of passive flood protection. This type of landform is 
engineered and is geotechnically sound. Because of their size, landforms are integrated  
with landscape as they become part of it to the point where they are no longer considered  
to be structural elements separate from the surrounding landscape and natural valley. 
Landforms provide a significantly wider cross section and greater volume.

The West Don Lands (WDL) Landform is one example of a flood protection landform.  
The WDL landform is embedded within the Corktown Commons park, below approximately 
3 metres of top soil. The creation of Corktown Commons park on top of the landform was 
facilitated by the additional top soil and relatively unconfined space to the west to allow  
for overbuilding. 

4. Flood Protection Structure (Eastern Avenue Ramp Removed/Remains)
This alternative option considers water control structures that are typically used throughout the world to reduce  
flood risk. These can include floodwalls, dykes and berms. For visualization purpose, this EA will present floodwalls 
as the surrogate for these options as they represent the most compact option of this suite of alternatives.

WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION STRUCTURE?
Traditional engineering measures that rely on a structural component to hold back water  
e.g. dams, flood walls, and dykes/berms. These structures include an extensive monitoring, 
maintenance, and replacement process to ensure continued safe operation of the structure.

Traditional engineered structures are not credited towards permanently the flood risk.  
From a SPA perspective, the floodplain is unchanged. These structures require maintenance 
replacement so it is not guaranteed that they exist in good condition when needed.

ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS



EVALUATION CRITERIA
All alternative options will be evaluated based  
on four categories:

• Natural Environment;

• Social-Cultural Environment;

• Economic-Cost Environmental; and,

• Technical.

Are there any criterion that we have not  
considered that are important to you?

FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Visit the project website: www.trca.ca/befp

Or contact:

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager (TRCA)
Email: mstjohn@trca.on.ca
Phone: 416-661-6600 ext. 5621
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BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION 
(BEFP) CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

- COMMENT FORM -

December 5, 2018 
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1

We need to hear from you!
Thank you for attending this evening’s meeting.  We appreciate your interest and participation in 
this important project. 

Please take a moment to provide your feedback on the following questions.

Flood Protection Options

Tonight you learned about four alternative options for flood protection in this area: Do Nothing; 
Improving Conveyance; Flood Protection Landform; and Flood Protection Structure.

Was anything missed?  Would you change anything about any of the options?  Do you have 
other comments about the options?

________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________

over
please



How Will We Make A Decision? 

All alternative options will be evaluated based on four categories of criteria: Natural 
Environment; Social-Cultural Environment; Economic Environment and Cost; and Technical.

Are we missing any criteria?  Are there other changes you would suggest?  What’s most 
important to you?

________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________

Meeting Evaluation

How did you hear about this event?

________________________________________________________

Overall, how satisfied were you with this event?

Anything Else? 

Do you have any other comments or concerns about this project or this meeting?

________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________

1 2 3 4 5

Not very

☹ O O O O O
Very

😊

Please complete the following to be added to the contact list for this project.

Name ____________________________________________ Email _______________________________________________

Address (optional)_______________________________________ Phone (optional) ___________________________

Thank you for your input.

Your completed form can be placed in the 

comment box, mailed, emailed to, or filled out 

and submitted through the project website.

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON  L4K 5R6

Email: mstjohn@trca.on.ca 

Website: www.trca.ca/befp 















 

 

Public Information Centre 2 
Materials (presentation, handout, display panels) 

  



BROADVIEW AND EASTERN
FLOOD PROTECTION

Class Environmental Assessment Project

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2

MAY 7, 2019



• Present the preliminary preferred option 

• Seek your feedback

WELCOME

PRESENTATION AGENDA
• Part 1: Preliminary Preferred 

Option

• Part 2: Project Background 
and Parallel Projects

• Part 3: Next Steps

MEETING
OBJECTIVES:



STUDY AREA



MUNICIPAL CLASS EA PROCESS

Design Concepts 
for Preferred 

Options

3

Environmental
Study Report 

(ESR)

4
CLC #1, PIC #1 CLC #2, PIC #2 ESR review 

anticipated

Fall 2019

Implementation & 
Detailed Design

5
Pending EA 

approval 
& funding

WE ARE HERE

1 2

Problem
Opportunity

Alternative
Options



PART 1: PRELIMINARY 
PREFERRED OPTION

Hurricane Hazel Cleanup, 1954
Source: torontodreamsproject.blogspot.com



PRELIMINARY PREFERRED OPTION:
FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM (FPL)

A
A

B

B



PRELIMINARY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:
FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM (FPL)

Subject to further refinements in detailed design

CORE

CORE



DO NOTHING VS. PREFERRED



WHY IS THIS PROJECT IMPORTANT?



HOW DID WE DECIDE?

1) Do-Nothing
2) Improve Conveyance
3) Flood Protection Landform
4) Flood Protection Structure

3) Flood Protection Landform



GETTING TO THE PREFERRED DESIGN

AS SHOWN AT
DECEMBER 2018 MEETING

PRELIMINARY PREFERRED 
OPTION

Best met the Criteria for:

• Achieving flood protection

• Eliminating the potential for geotechnical 
failure (scour and seepage)

• Potential to remove Special Policy Area

Refined smaller footprint:

• Fewer impacts to existing utilities

• Ability to better integrate with proposed 
infrastructure e.g. subway line, SmartTrack, 
Broadview Ave. Extension.

• Eastern Ave. on-ramp remains



PART 2: PROJECT BACKGROUND 
AND PARALLEL PROJECTS

Flooded Don River, as seen from south of the Bloor Viaduct, 1918
Source: City of Toronto Archives



PROJECTS IN THE LOWER DON

BEFP Project



UTILITY COORDINATION



PROJECT COORDINATION AND INTEGRATION



PART 3: NEXT STEPS

Hurricane Hazel Cleanup, 1954
Source: Library and Archives Canada



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT TIMELINE



NEXT STEPS/FEEDBACK

www.trca.ca/befp

Call Mail or 
E-Mail

Online 
Comment 

Form



NEXT STEPS/FEEDBACK

Thank You



BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION - CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PROJECT

WELCOME

BROADVIEW AND EASTERN  
FLOOD PROTECTION
Class Environmental Assessment Project

MEETING FORMAT
Drop-in Open House with  
the Project Team

5:30 PM – 7:00 PM

Presentation (including Q&A) 
7:00 PM – 8:00 PM

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING
• Present preliminary preferred alternative

• Receive comments/feedback

 

STAY IN TOUCH
To receive project updates, please send an email with the subject line: “PIC#2  
Email List – your first and last name” to mstjohn@trca.on.ca; or sign-up at the
Registration Desk.

For more information and to review materials presented at this PIC please visit   
www.trca.ca/befp
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WHERE IS THE PROJECT?

BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA
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HOW DO WE MAKE A DECISION?

of Options + Optimization

Option 4: Flood Protection StructureOption 3: Flood Protection Landform (FPL)

Option 1: Do-Nothing Option 2: Improving Conveyance

Date: 2019-04-30
Created by: Information Management 
Disclaimer: The data used to create this 
map was compiled from a variety sources 
and dates. TRCA takes no responsibility 
for errors or omissions in the data and 
retains the right to make changes and 
corrections at anytime without notice. 
For further information about the data 
on this map, please contact the TRCA GIS 
Department. 416.661.6600.
Data provided by MNRF is © Queen’s 
Printer for Ontario.

Preferred 
Option

LONG LIST OF OPTIONS REFINED LIST

 

OF OPTIONS FINAL LIST OF OPTIONS

Technical
Review

Technical
Refinement
of Options

Detailed 
Evaluation and 

Optimization
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FLOOD RISK 101

WHAT IS A FLOOD PLAIN?

The area beside a watercourse that would be covered 
in water by a flood event.

WHAT IS A REGULATORY FLOOD?

The extent of flooding that would result if the greater of  
the 100-year storm or the largest storm on record occurred 
over an area. For the Toronto area, the Regulatory storm  
is defined by Hurricane Hazel in 1954.

WHAT IS A SPECIAL POLICY AREA?

A land use planning designation that acknowledges
historical development in a flood vulnerable area and
allows certain development (under existing land use
designations) subject to strict flood-proofing criteria.

Missing images

Flooded Bayview Extension, 1980
Source: City of Toronto Public Library 

Flooded Don River, as seen from south of the Bloor Viaduct, 1918
Source: City of Toronto Archives

Bracebridge flooding April 2019
Source: City News and CTV News

Bracebridge flooding April 2019
Source: City News and CTV News
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LOWER DON SPECIAL POLICY AREA

WHAT IS A SPECIAL POLICY AREA?

According to the Provincial Policy Statement (Section 3.1.4):  
A Special Policy Area refers to an area within a community  
that has historically existed in the flood plain and where 
site-specific policies, approved by both the Ministers of  
Natural Resources and Forestry, and Municipal Affairs and 
Housing, are intended to provide for the continued viability  
of existing uses (which are generally on a small scale) and  
address the significant social and economic hardships to  
the community that would result from strict adherence to 
provincial policies concerning development. The criteria  
and procedures for approval are established by the Province.

A Special Policy Area is not intended to allow for new or  
intensified development and site alteration, if a community 
has feasible opportunities for development outside the  
flood plain.

The designation of a Special Policy Area, and any change  
or modification to the official plan policies, land use  
designations or boundaries applying to Special Policy Area 
lands, must be approved by the Ministers of Municipal Affairs 
and Housing, and Natural Resources and Forestry prior to the 
approval authority approving such changes or modifications.

Date: November 23, 2018
Created by: Information Management
The data used to create this map was compiled from a variety sources and 
dates. TRCA takes no responsibility for errors or omissions in the data and 
retains the right to make changes and corrections at anytime without notice. 
For further information about the data on this map, please contact the TRCA 
GIS Department. 416.661.6600
Data provided by MNRF is © Queen’s Printer for Ontario.
Other data provided or used is copyright by their respective owners.
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WHAT ARE FLOOD PROTECTION MEASURES

Flood Control

Improving The Flow Of Water 

Flood Berm

Channel Modifications Bridge Upgrades

Flood Protection Landform Dams/Reservoirs

EXAMPLES OF CATEGORIES OF 
FLOOD PROTECTION

• Flood Control
• Flow Improvements

• Diversion

• Flood-proofing
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WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM?

The slope is similar to looking down a gentle slope.

FLOOD LINE

Example of a Flood Protection Landform

A flood protection landform is an engineered and geotechnically sound  
type of passive flood protection. Traditional flood protection measures, 
such as dams, flood walls, and dikes normally rely on a structural 
component, that is clearly different from the surrounding landscape, 
to hold water. On the other hand, because of their size, landforms are 
integrated with landscape as they become part of it to the point they 
are no longer considered to be structural elements separate from  
the surrounding landscape and natural valley. Landforms provide a 
significantly wider cross section.

EXAMPLE OF FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM
The West Don Lands (WDL) Landform is one example of a flood protection landform.  
The WDL Landform is embedded within the Corktown Commons Park, under approximately 
3 m of top soil. The creation of Corktown Commons Park on top of the landform was
facilitated by the additional top soil and relatively unconfined space to the west to allow
for overbuilding. The dry side slopes of the WDL is more gentle than the 3.5% schematic  
shown above.

1:1 SCALE DIAGRAM OF A FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM
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GETTING TO THE PREFERRED DESIGN

• Achieving flood protection

• Eliminating the potential for
geotechnical failure (scour
and seepage)

• Potential to remove Special
Policy Area

Refined smaller footprint: 

• Fewer impacts to existing utilities

•  Ability to better integrate
with proposed infrastructure
e.g. subway line, SmartTrack,
Broadview Ave. Extension.

• Eastern Ave. on-ramp remains

CROSS SECTION 
A-A (SCALE 1H:1V)

CROSS SECTION 
B-B (SCALE 1H:1V)

WET SIDE DRY SIDE

WET SIDE DRY SIDE

A

B

A

B

BEST MET THE CRITERIA FOR:

PRELIMINARY PREFERRED OPTION: FPL

FROM DECEMBER 2018
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WHY IS THIS PROJECT IMPORTANT?

Residential buildings are no  
longer in the flood plain.

Unilever precinct development is located south of the railway  
embankment. Removal of lands south of embankment from the  
flood plain is facilitated and supports the development of a vibrant 
and a resilient employment and commercial district as described in 
the Unilever Planning Framework and Secondary Plan.

Photos courtesy of First Gulf East Harbour Master Plan (http://eastharbour.ca/)

Flood vulnerable Employment Lands 
are protected.

Flood protection landforms/valley 
wall features, identified as necessary 
in the previous studies, will no  
longer be required.

City of Toronto

Transit projects (e.g. subway station 
and line, Smart Track, Broadview Ave. 
Extension and LRT) will not require  
individual flood-proofing, thereby  
reducing complications and cost to 
each individual project.
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THANK YOU

NEXT STEPS
Please leave your comment sheet with the  
registration table or provide feedback via  
the project website.

The open house materials will be made  
available on the project website:  
www.trca.ca/befp

All comments will be reviewed and changes 
will be made as required.

CONTACT US:
Meg St. John, Senior Project Manager 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 
101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON

E: mstjohn@trca.on.ca
T: 416-661-6600 ext. 5621

TAC #1
October 16, 2018

Refining options based  
on feedback from  

the TAC

Refining options based 
on feedback from  

the CLC

Refining options based 
on feedback from the  

PIC and further  
modelling work

Refine and evaluate  
Alternative Options

Project implementation 
and detailed design

pending EA approval
and funding

PIC #2
May 7, 2019

Final submission of  
Class EA document

anticipated fall 2019

CLC #1
November 6, 2018

NOC
September 20,2018

CLC #2
March 19, 2019

TAC #2
January 22-23, 

 2019

Draft of Class EA  
document

anticipated May/June 2019

NOC - Notice of Commencement 
TAC - Technical Advisory Committee
CLC - Community Liaison Committee
PIC -  Public Information Centre

2018 2019

PIC #1
December 5, 2018



BROADVIEW AND EASTERN  
FLOOD PROTECTION
Class Environmental Assessment Project

PROJECT OBJECTIVES
To identify a flood protection solution that will 
prevent flooding of 8 hectares of flood vulnerable 
land which will facilitate, and integrate with,  
City building initiatives.

STUDY AREAPROJECT OVERVIEW
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 
(TRCA), in conjunction with Waterfront Toronto 
and the City of Toronto as co-proponents, seeks 
to identify a flood protection solution that will 
eliminate the residual flood risk north of the 
railway embankment, after the majority of the 
Don Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood 
Protection Project (DMNP EA) through the Port 
Lands Flood Protection  Enabling Infrastructure 
Project (PLFPEI)  has been implemented.



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PROCESS
An Environmental Assessment (EA) will be used to select a preferred alternative to address flooding in the Broadview 
Avenue and Eastern Avenue area. The EA will build upon the findings of the due diligence studies, and the outcomes 
of other EAs and planning. projects This EA will proceed as a ‘Schedule C’ under the Municipal Class EA and will be 
undertaken by TRCA in conjunction with the City of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto as coproponents.

CONSULTATION
There are many different perspectives, priorities, and interests that will need to be considered as we complete the 
Class EA project. The EA consultation process is intended to ensure there are opportunities for individuals and
organizations, with a broad range of interests, to participate by informing the EA work. There are various ways  
and opportunities for consultation, some of which include Public Information Centres, notices in the newspaper  
and by mail, Technical Advisory Committee, and Community Liaison Committee.
 
The proponents have also been seeking to engage with a number of Indigenous Communities that have an interest
in the project, or that may be affected by the project. This engagement falls under the delegation of administrative
aspects of the Crown’s Duty to Consult.

WHAT IS AN ALTERNATIVE OPTION?
The Municipal Class EA typically requires proponents to develop “Alternative Solutions”. For the purposes of this
Class EA, “alternative options” will be used instead of “alternative solutions”. Alternatives for this project are focused
on addressing flooding that is caused by riverine flows.

• Through the work of past studies, we understand the Existing Flood Risk by
 modelling where the water will flow, and how deep and fast it will be during
 a Regulatory flood event.

• Past studies have also identified what Options are technically feasible to
 reduce flood risk.

• As per all EAs, the ‘do nothing’ option must be considered.

Existing flood risk following implementation of the Lower Don River 
West Remedial Flood Protection Class EA for the West Don Lands.

Remaining flood risk following implementation of the Port Lands Flood 
Protection and Enabling Infrastructure Project (which includes the Don 
Mouth Naturalization and Port Lands Flood Protection EA Preferred 
Alternative and grading from the Port Lands and South of Eastern 
Transportation and Servicing Master Plan).



1. Do-Nothing
Assumes implementation, with little to no  
modifications, of:

• The DMNP EA;

• The grading plan established by the Port  
 Lands and South of Eastern Transportation  
 and Servicing Master Plan; and,

• The Hybrid 3 from the Gardiner Expressway  
 and Lake Shore Boulevard EA.

2. Improving Conveyance
This involves assuming the current plans  
from the Do-Nothing option, coupled  
with an additional eastern widening of the 
Metrolinx railway bridge and the conversion  
of them southbound Don Valley Parkway to  
the Don River Channel.

ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS



3. Flood Protection Landform
(Eastern Avenue Ramp Removed/Remains)
This alternative option incorporates the design 
principles used to establish a flood protection  
landform in the West Don Lands.

WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM?
A flood protection landform is a form of passive flood protection. This type of landform is 
engineered and is geotechnically sound. Because of their size, landforms are integrated  
with landscape as they become part of it to the point where they are no longer considered  
to be structural elements separate from the surrounding landscape and natural valley.  
Landforms provide a significantly wider cross section and greater volume.

The West Don Lands (WDL) Landform is one example of a flood protection landform.  
The WDL landform is embedded within the Corktown Commons park, below approximately 
3 metres of top soil. The creation of Corktown Commons park on top of the landform was 
facilitated by the additional top soil and relatively unconfined space to the west to allow  
for overbuilding. The dry side slopes of the Corktown Common landform is more gentle 
than the 3.5% schematic shown above.

4. Flood Protection Structure
(Eastern Avenue Ramp Removed/Remains)
This alternative option considers water 
control structures that are typically used 
throughout the world to reduce flood 
risk. These can include floodwalls, dikes 
and berms. For visualization purpose, 
this EA will present floodwalls as the  
surrogate for these options as they  
represent the most compact option  
of this suite of alternatives.

WHAT IS A FLOOD PROTECTION STRUCTURE?
Traditional engineering measures that rely on a structural component to hold back water  
e.g. dams, flood walls, and dykes/berms. These structures include an extensive monitoring, 
maintenance, and replacement process to ensure continued safe operation of the structure.

Traditional engineered structures are not credited towards permanently the flood risk.  
From a SPA perspective, the floodplain is unchanged. These structures require maintenance 
replacement so it is not guaranteed that they exist in good condition when needed.



HOW DO WE MAKE A DECISION? 

WHY OPTION 3?

Best met the criteria: 

•  Achieving flood protection

•  Potential to remove Special Policy Area

•  Eliminating the potential for geotechnical  
 failure (scour and seepage)

 

PRELIMINARY PREFERRED OPTION: FPL 

Refined smaller footprint: 

•  Fewer impacts to existing utilities 

•   Ability to better integrate with proposed infrastructure 
e.g. subway line, SmartTrack, Broadview Ave. Extesion. 

•  Eastern Ave. on-ramp remains 

Preferred 
Option

LONG LIST OF OPTIONS REFINED LIST 
OF OPTIONS FINAL LIST OF OPTIONS

Technical 
Review

Technical 
Refinement
of Options

Detailed 
Evaluation and 
Optimization



OPTION 3 – PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE: FLOOD PROTECTION LANDFORM 

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?

A

B

A

B

CROSS SECTION 
A-A (SCALE 1H:1V)

CROSS SECTION 
B-B (SCALE 1H:1V)

WET SIDE DRY SIDE

WET SIDE DRY SIDE

Disclaimer:
The data used to create this map was compiled from a variety sources  
and dates. TRCA takes no responsibility for errors or omissions  
in the data and retains the right to make changes and corrections at  
anytime without notice. For further information about the data on  
this map, please contact the TRCA GIS Department. 416.661.6600

May not be reproduced without permission
This is not a plan of survey.

Licence with the Ministry of Natural Resources 
Orthophoto - 2018 First Base Solutions 
© Queen’s Printer for Ontario.

Unilever precinct development is located south  
of the railway embankment. Removal of lands  
south of embankment from the flood plain is  
facilitated and supports the development of a  
vibrant and a resilient employment and commercial 
district as described in the Unilever Planning  
Framework and Secondary Plan.

Photos courtesy of First Gulf East Harbour Master Plan (http://eastharbour.ca/)

Flood vulnerable Employment  
Lands are protected.

Flood protection landforms/valley  
wall features, identified as necessary  
in the previous studies, will no longer 
be required.

City of Toronto

Transit projects (e.g. subway 
station and line, Smart Track, 
Broadview Ave. Extension and 
LRT) will not require individual 
flood-proofing, thereby reducing 
complications and cost to each 
individual project.

Residential buildings are no  
longer in the flood plain.



FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Visit the project website: www.trca.ca/befp

Or contact:

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager (TRCA)
Email: mstjohn@trca.on.ca
Phone: 416-661-6600 ext. 5621



BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION   
(BEFP) CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT  

- COMMENT FORM -  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

May 7, 2019   

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2  

We need to hear from you!  

Thank you for attending this evening’s meeting.  We appreciate your interest and participation in  
this important project.   

Please take a moment to provide your feedback on the following questions.  
 
 

Preliminary Preferred Flood Protection Alternative 

Tonight you learned about the preliminary preferred alternative for flood protection in this area.  

Would you change anything about this preferred option?  Do you have any other 
questions or comments about this option? 

__________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________  

 
 

 over 
please 



 

__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________ 

Meeting Evaluation  

How did you hear about this event?  

__________________________________________________ 

 

Overall, how satisfied were you with this event?  

1 2 3 4 5 
Not very  

☹ O O O O O  

Very 

 

Anything Else?   

Do you have any other comments or concerns about this project or this meeting?  

__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
__________________________________________________  

 

Please complete the following to be added to the contact list for this project.  

Name____________________________ Email_____________________________________

Address______________________________________ Phone _______________________ 

 

Thank you for your input.  
Your completed form can be placed in the  

comment box or mailed or emailed to:  

 

Meg St John, Senior Project Manager  
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  

101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan ON  L4K 5R6 

mstjohn@trca.on.ca  

 

mailto:mstjohn@trca.on.ca
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Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection 

MCEA  

Public Information Centre #2 

Meeting Summary 

Date + Time: May 7, 2019   
5:30-8:00PM 

Location: Ralph Thornton Community Centre, Riverdale Auditorium 
765 Queen St. East, Toronto, ON 

 

Meeting Overview 

On May 7, 2019, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), Waterfront Toronto, the City of 

Toronto, and the project team hosted the second public meeting for the Broadview and Eastern Flood 

Protection Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) Project. The purpose of the meeting was 

to provide an overview of where we are in the MCEA process, explain the preliminary preferred option 

and rationale, and engage members of the public in a dialogue about the project, recommendations and 

next steps.  

Members of the public were invited via direct mail notification to approximately 580 residents and 

businesses (Appendix A), through the project website at www.trca.ca/befp, and other various social 

media outlets. Approximately twenty (20) members of the public attended the meeting. 

 

Agenda  

Open House (5:30-7:00PM) 

Presentation and Q+A (7:00-7:30PM) 

Part 1: Preliminary Preferred Option 

Part 2: Project Background and Parallel Projects 

Part 3: Next Steps 

Open House (7:30-8:00PM)     

 

http://www.trca.ca/befp
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Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection 

MCEA  

Meeting Notes 

Open House 

From 5:30-7:00PM during a drop-in open house, members of the public were invited to review 

information panels and speak with staff members and consultants about the project.  Meeting materials 

are available online at trca.ca/befp.  

Presentation 

Commencing at 7:00PM, the meeting facilitator began the presentation portion of the evening, 

providing opening remarks, welcoming members of the public and reviewing the agenda and purpose of 

the meeting.  Project team members from Waterfront Toronto and the City of Toronto gave a 

presentation that included a description of the preliminary preferred option, rationale for the 

recommendation and next steps in the study. Throughout the presentation members of the public were 

invited to ask questions.  At the conclusion of the presentation, the facilitator guided a question and 

answer period. Participants were encouraged to ask the project team questions and review the open 

house panels until the meeting adjourned at 8:00PM. 

Comment Forms 

The project team provided an information hand-out (Appendix B) and comment form (Appendix C) to 

participants. This provided participants with the opportunity to learn more about the project and submit 

written feedback. The comment form was also replicated online at trca.ca/befp. A total of three (3) 

comment forms were completed and submitted. One respondent noted that this project should be 

given priority over any other projects in the area. Another person felt that the recommended flood 

protection landform does not appear to make adequate land available for redevelopment and 

wondered whether the benefits exceed the cost. A request to keep Riverdale Cooperative in mind 

throughout the project was also submitted. In general, the meeting received a positive evaluation. 

Questions and Answers throughout the Evening 

The discussion captured throughout the presentations is summarized below. Feedback about the project 

has been documented by the team and will be considered. The Q&A discussion documented here is 

specific to the conversations had during the presentation. Questions are noted with a “Q”, comments 

with a “C” and answers with an “A”.  

Part One: Preliminary Preferred Option 

Q. You mentioned that Hurricane Hazel is used as a benchmark for predicting 100-year flood events. 

Have you factored in additional considerations such as climate change and what will happen if we don’t 

meet emission reduction targets? 

A (Waterfront Toronto). Hurricane Hazel is indeed used as the benchmark for establishing the 

Regulatory Flood condition.  However, to provide clarification, the Hurricane Hazel-sized flood event 

https://trca.ca/befp
http://www.trca.ca/befp
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(1,560 m3/sec of flow (or 1.55 million litres of water per second)) is a much larger flood than the 1:100 

year return period event (which has a flow rate of approximately 422 m3/sec (or 422 thousand litres of 

water per second). 

To develop the volume of water that would occur during a Hurricane Hazel-sized event, the intensity 

and duration of rain that occurred during the 1954 Hurricane at its most intense is applied to the entire 

Don Watershed in a hydrological model.  These inputs are then routed through the model and 

watershed to determine the peak flow rates that will occur in the Port Lands area, to define the 

conveyance capacity that is required in the design.  In addition to this, we apply a factor of 50 cm more 

freeboard required to convey the Regulatory Flood, to allow for uncertainty in the future due to such 

things as Climate Change.  Flood plain management policy in Toronto is one of the rigorous flood plain 

management standards in the world. 

 

Q. One of the options that was considered at the previous meeting showed what the reduced footprint 

on the landform would be if the Don Valley Parkway ramp was removed. What happened to that 

option?  

A (Waterfront Toronto). As of December 2018, we have refined the elevations in the modeling. We 

were able to get elevation levels to meet safe transportation requirements and maintain the ramp even 

with the option to place the crest of the landform close to the DVP. As other projects in the area 

advance we will look into whether there are enhanced ways to connect Eastern Avenue and the Don 

Valley Parkway and whether the ramp could be further refined.  

Q. Would a reconfiguration of the ramp result in a smaller footprint? 

A (Waterfront Toronto). That is unlikely. In the conceptual design we were able to minimize the 

landform footprint as much as possible.  During the detailed design stage we will look at whether the 

footprint can be minimized any further.  

A (City). Beyond just this project, we think there are ways to improve the ramp and better connect to 

the Don Valley Parkway. We will be looking at this through another upcoming EA process for Broadview 

Avenue extension.  All of the projects in the area will draw on the findings of one another. 

 

Part Two: Project Background and Parallel Projects 

Q. When will you determine the uses permitted on the dry side (shown as green on the design)? 

A (Waterfront Toronto). Those decisions will be part of the later more detailed efforts. Right now, the 

use of the dry side will depend on the proposed transit plans and developments in the area. We don’t 

know which projects will be constructed first or in what order so the dry side may be a construction site 

in the short term. In the longer term, I could see there being trails connecting to the transit node with 

places to lounge and gather.  



 

 

Page 4 of 8 
 

 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority  
Broadview & Eastern Flood Protection 

MCEA  

Q. Is it too early to know if the dry side can be used for recreation?  

A (Waterfront Toronto). We are accepting feedback on what you would want to see here. 

A (City). Our assumption at this stage is that there would not be major development on the dry side. 

There would be open space and would not be considered a park. It won’t look like Corktown Commons – 

it will be some sort of public open space likely for pedestrian connections. 

Q. Who is funding this project? 

A (Waterfront Toronto). We just went through early costing and it will fall between $120 and $140 

million dollars – this may vary depending on some related private property costs. This project will be 

mostly funded by government funding but there are other opportunities for private contributions 

related to development as well. We have an application in for funding from the Federal government for 

some of the costs as well. All options are currently on the table. 

A (City). After the Class EA is approved there will be much more detailed information related to costs 

and approaches. We have a lot of work to do before we get to that point. We are currently exploring 

opportunities for federal, provincial and municipal funding. 

Q. Can you outline what would become developable land? 

A (Waterfront Toronto). The whole study area right now is at risk of flooding. Because of that, there are 

restrictions on development in the area which is covered by a Special Policy Area by the City. In the 

current state development in this area is very limited and all structures must be individually flood 

proofed which can be very expensive for land owners/developers. Once adequate flood protection is put 

in the Province will review the Special Policy Area and the development restrictions. It is likely that land 

on the dry side of the flood protection could be developed with fewer restrictions than exist currently 

under the Special Policy Area. 

C. If there were flooding today, what would happen to all of the condos on Queen Street?  

A (Waterfront Toronto). The flood risk in that area is being addressed by the work that is underway as 

part of the Port Lands Flood Protection and Enabling Infrastructure and Don Mouth Naturalization 

Project. That flood area is being decreased. The work we are doing is going to further reduce that flood 

area.  

C. I live next to the Toyota dealership. I am worried about the infrastructure proposed by Metrolinx and 

that Queen Street East of Eastern Avenue will be flood prone. I think this area needs to be considered as 

part of this process.  

C. I worry about all of the infrastructure that is underneath all of the condos that are being built. How 

much overland weight can the infrastructure take? The utility pipes, for example, are already 100 years 

old. Is the existing infrastructure going to be able to keep up with all the development and changes? 

A (City). The City reviews development in coordination with infrastructure. We make recommendations 

for infrastructure upgrades when needed to address development and growth. Related to flooding, we 

are making big infrastructure investments to address various types of flood risk.  

A (Waterfront Toronto). New planning in the area is considering infrastructure improvements. We are 

looking at green roofs which will collect water for re-use as opposed to conventional downspouts that 
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channel water to the streets. We are starting to look at water as a resource as opposed to a waste 

product to be managed. 

A (City). I think your main concern has to do with demand on infrastructure for infill developments. The 

City’s Official Plan is the blueprint for how we talk about growth and change. Leslieville and the corridor 

along Queen Street is one place we envision change to occur. There are several ongoing studies that 

speak to how infrastructure and transit demands factor into development. The cost for infrastructure 

improvements associated with development is included as part of their application to develop in the 

area. 

Part Three: Next Steps 

Q. What is the timeline of this project and how does it align with other projects? 

A (City). In a perfect world this project would be done in 2023 or 2024. There are all sorts of things we 

have to work on to make that happen. This project might get pushed back or it could become a phased 

project. It depends on interactions with the other projects in the area including transit stations. 

 

The presentation adjourned at 7:30pm.  

 

These minutes were prepared by Dillon Consulting.  Please contact Miriam Bart regarding any errors or 

omissions at mbart@dillon.ca.    

 

 

  

mailto:mbart@dillon.ca
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Appendix A: Meeting Notification  
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Appendix B: Information Hand-out  
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Appendix C: Comment Form    

 

 

 



 

 

General Correspondence 
  



 

 

Appendix A5 – Technical Advisory Committee 

Technical Advisory Committee List 
Technical Advisory Committee 1 

Materials 
Summaries 

Technical Advisory Committee 2 
Materials 
Summaries 

General Correspondence 
  



 

 

Technical Advisory Committee List 

 Toronto Transit Commission (TTC) 
 Metrolinx 
 First Gulf 
 Bell Canada 
 Enbridge   



 

 

Technical Advisory Committee 1 
Materials 

  



                         
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #1 
AGENDA 

 
October 16 2018, City Hall, 23E 10:00AM – 12:00 PM 

 
INVITEES 

Robert Chan (TRCA), Meg St John (TRCA), Vivien Yan (TRCA), Ali Shirazi (TRCA), Laurie 

Nelson (TRCA), Sameer Dhalla (TRCA), Steve Heuchert (TRCA), Sam Neale (AECOM), Ann 
Joyner (Dillon), Merrilees Willemse (Dillon), Michael Noble (Waterfront Secretariat), David 
Stonehouse (Waterfront Secretariat), Ken Dion (Waterfront Toronto), Andre Marois (Metrolinx), 
Jey Pillai (Metrolinx), Adriana Alvarez (Metrolinx), Carly Bowman (City of Toronto), Caroline 
Kaars-Sijpesteijn (City of Toronto), Hans Riekko (City of Toronto), Jian Lei (City of Toronto), Riad 
Rahman (City of Toronto), Stella Gustavson (City of Toronto), Easton Gordon (City of Toronto), 
Jeffrey Dea (City of Toronto), Byron Madrid (Enbridge), Jim Arnott (Enbridge), Kelsey Mills 
(Enbridge), Melany Afara (Enbridge), Renee Gomes (First Gulf), Derek Goring (First Gulf), 
Malcom MacKay (TTC), Chris McGivery (Enbridge), Michael Tham (TTC), Dmitry Olshansky 
(TTC), Geoffrey Creer (TTC), Andrew Drevininkas (TTC), Shawn Walters (WSP), John Hansen 
(GFNET), Tim Corcoran (ARUP), David Hopper (Parsons) 
  

1. INTRODUCTIONS 5 mins 

- Introduction to the Project Team 
 

Meg St John 

2. BEFP CLASS EA OVERVIEW 10 mins 

- Overview of the project, considerations, long list of options 
considered, short list of options being carried forward for 
assessment and evaluation.  

 

Meg St John 

3. BRIEF PARALLEL PROJECTS OVERVIEW (STATUS AND KEY 
POINTS) 

20 mins 

- Order of projects 
o Broadview Class EA Stage 3+4 status update 
o Metrolinx – SmartTrack 
o TTC 
o CSO 
o Enbridge 
o First Gulf 

 

All (Meg St John 
to facilitate as 
needed) 

4. INTEGRATION WITH OTHER PROJECTS AND POTENTIAL 
CONSTRAINTS 

60 mins (20 mins 
per option) 

- Examination of short list of options: 
o Outline the assumptions for impact assessment and 

costing 

 

Dillon Consulting 

5. NEXT STEPS 20 mins 

- Identify next steps in process 
- CLC meeting and PIC#1 
- Evaluation of short list and highlight that we will want TAC input 

 

 

 



Broadview Eastern Flood Protection Project – Class EA 
DRAFT EVALUATION CRITERIA    October 2018 

Dillon Consulting Limited       1 

Evaluation Criteria Period of Effect 

Natural Environment  

Extent to which alternative addresses current and anticipated flood control problem Operation 

Potential for alternative to create off-site flood impacts  Operation 

Potential for effects on local storm water flow/drainage regime Construction and 
Operations 

Potential to impact terrestrial and aquatic habitat, linkages, function, population, environment/systems Construction and 
Operations 

Potential to enhance terrestrial habitat Operations 

Potential for change to SAR Construction and 
Operations 

Potential for air emissions to affect air quality Construction and 
Operations 

Potential for noise effects on the community and wildlife populations  

Potential for effect on ground water  Construction and 
Operations 

Potential for effects on/from contaminated soils and ground water Construction and 
Operations 

Flexibility of alternative to address future changes in flow as a result of climate change Operations 

  



Broadview Eastern Flood Protection Project – Class EA 
DRAFT EVALUATION CRITERIA    October 2018 

Dillon Consulting Limited       2 

Evaluation Criteria Period of Effect 

Social Environment  

Potential to remove flood plain policy limiting development opportunities in the Regulatory  Flood risk area Operations 

Compatibility with existing and planned land uses and infrastructure in the surrounding area  

Potential for removal of or changes to existing and planned businesses Construction and 
Operations 

Potential to enhance opportunities for future businesses and/or other uses  

Effects on existing and planned road pattern and road infrastructure Construction and 
Operations 

Effects on future Metrolinx East Harbour SmartTrack Station and Service  

• Potential conflict with station location Construction and 
Operations 

• Potential conflict with electrification facilities  Construction and 
Operations 

• Potential effect on circulation/permeability and access to station Operations 

• Potential effect on emergency response requirements Operations 

• Effects on railway embankment at tie-in locations  Construction and 
Operations 

• Potential visual impacts related to East Harbour Station Operations 



Broadview Eastern Flood Protection Project – Class EA 
DRAFT EVALUATION CRITERIA    October 2018 

Dillon Consulting Limited       3 

Evaluation Criteria Period of Effect 

• Potential impacts on timing of infrastructure works Construction 

Effects on future TTC Eastern/Broadview Relief Line Station  

• Potential conflict with station location  

• Potential effect on circulation/permeability and access to station  

• Potential effect on emergency response requirements  

• Potential visual impacts related to station wayfinding  

• Potential impacts on timing of infrastructure works Construction 

Effects on future Broad Extension Streetcar line  

• Potential  impacts to stop location Operations 

• Potential impacts on timing of infrastructure works Construction 

Potential for disruption effects on surrounding community (traffic, noise, dust, etc.) Construction 

Potential for servicing disruption (water, hydro, etc.) Construction 



Broadview Eastern Flood Protection Project – Class EA 
DRAFT EVALUATION CRITERIA    October 2018 

Dillon Consulting Limited       4 

Evaluation Criteria Period of Effect 

Potential to enhance active and passive recreation and greenspace  Operations 

Compatibility with Port Lands Flood Protection and Enabling Infrastructure Project Operations 

Effects on or opportunity to enhance pedestrian/cycling linkages Operations 

Potential to enhance views and visual interest of area/potential visual impacts Operations 

Potential for changes in property values and ownership Operations 

Cultural Environment  

Potential for effect on current and traditional uses of lands by Indigenous people Construction and 
Operations 

Potential for effect on cultural heritage features Construction and 
Operations 

Potential for effect on archaeological resources/features Construction and 
Operations 

Technical  

Potential for effects on existing and planned utilities, water and waste water services Construction and 
Operations 

Ease/complexity of implementation Construction 



Broadview Eastern Flood Protection Project – Class EA 
DRAFT EVALUATION CRITERIA    October 2018 

Dillon Consulting Limited       5 

Evaluation Criteria Period of Effect 

Ease/complexity of maintenance Operations 

Potential for effects due to compression of underlying soils on adjacent underlying infrastructure, including rail, LLI, 
sewers, hydro, etc.  

Construction and 
Operations 

Potential for risk of failure Operations 

Economic Environment and Cost  

Capital cost to implement the alternative Construction 

Annual operations and maintenance costs Operations 

 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #1 
 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

October 16 2018, City Hall, 23E 10:00AM – 12:00 PM 
 

ATTENDEES 

TRCA 

Robert Chan, Meg St John, Vivien Yan, Ali Shirazi, 
Laurie Nelson 
 
AECOM 
Sam Neale 
 
Dillon Consulting 
Ann Joyner, Merrilees Willemse 
 
Waterfront Secretariat 
Michael Noble 
 
Waterfront Toronto 
Ken Dion 
 
City of Toronto 
Carly Bowman, Caroline Kaars-Sijpesteijn, Hans 
Riekko, Jian Lei, Riad Rahman, Stella Gustavson, 
Christian Giles 

Metrolinx 
Jey Pillai, Adriana Alvarez 
 
Enbridge 
Byron Madrid, Jim Arnott, Kelsey Mills, Chris 
McGivery 
 
First Gulf 
Renee Gomes, Derek Goring 
 
TTC 
Michael Tham, Dmitry Olshansky 
 
Consultants 
Shawn Walters (WSP), John Hansen (GFNET), 
Tim Corcoran (ARUP), Stephanie Laguan (ARUP), 
David Hopper (Parsons), Ken Collicott (R.V. 
Anderson) 

  

1. INTRODUCTIONS 

- Welcome to the first Technical Advisory Committee meeting for the 
Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class Environmental Assessment 
(Class EA) Project. 

- There are many groups at the table and the objective of this meeting today 
is to obtain input for various projects on the Class EA. 

 

 

2. BEFP CLASS EA OVERVIEW 

- After the Don Mouth Naturalization Project, 8 hectares of land remain to be 
vulnerable to flooding.  

 

- There are many projects and infrastructure that is currently in place or 
being proposed within the larger EA study area  

o To ensure that projects are integrated and engaged early on, a due 
diligence study was conducted to ensure that there is a viable 
option within the area for flood protection. 

o A long list of options was developed. From there, a shorter list of 
viable options was modelled.  

 

- The anticipated timing for the final EA is March/April 2019 and detailed 
design can be integrated with City of Toronto’s Transportation Services 
transportation project around Dec 2019. 

 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #1 
 

- All options will ensure that there is no offsite increase in flood risk; impacts 
will be mitigated if needed. Current flood protection assumptions are based 
on a regional storm event (Hurricane Hazel). 

 

- A brief introduction to the options looked at. 
- Option 1 – Do-nothing alternative assumes that the Don Mouth 

Naturalization Project has been implemented and that all other projects in 
the area is occurring. This is similar to a future scenario. 

- Option 2 – River widening to enhance conveyance assumes 13.5 metres 
widening for this Class EA. The results showed that widening to 13.5 
metres did not provide enough additional conveyance to address flooding. 

- Option 3 
o FPL with Eastern Avenue ramp remaining/rebuilding 

 Transportation Services is carrying out a separate study 
that will explore the different ways where Eastern Avenue 
can be rebuilt and the design of the ramp/connection. 

 Important for integration between this Class EA and the 
transportation study. 

o FPL with Eastern Avenue ramp removed 
- Option 4 

o Flood wall with Eastern Avenue ramp remaining 
 It is important to remember that the SPA policy remains, 

which means that no intensification is allowed. 
 The BMW dealership modified refers to the need to rebuild 

the building since the toe of the flood wall will intersect with 
part of the building. 

o Flood wall with Eastern Avenue ramp removed 
 Transportation requirements may need to be modified as 

there are major constraints to the access to DVP. 

 

- The challenge for this Class EA is to integrate all projects and infrastructure 
currently in place. 

 

- The timeline for this Class EA is as follows: 
o Notice of Commencement issued September 20, 2018 
o Technical Advisory Committee #1 took place October 16, 2018 
o Community Liaison Committee #1 will take place November 6, 

2018 
o Public Information Centre will take place late November 2018 
o TAC #2 to take place December/January 2019 
o CLC #2 to take place January 2019 
o PIC #2 to take place February 2019 
o Draft of Class EA completed by February 2019 
o Final Class EA completed by March 2019 

- Feedback is important to this Class EA for integrating and coordination of 
projects. The Project Team would like to hear and for you to get in touch if 
there are any changes to your project. 

 

4. INTEGRATION WITH OTHER PROJECTS AND POTENTIAL CONSTRAINTS  

- In this part of the workshop, we will walk through specific options developed 
to examine the considerations in the context of all the projects. This 
includes the implementation and construction. 

Parallel projects to 
provide up to date 
drawings 



 

 

TAC Meeting Summaries
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- The Project Management Team understands that there are updates being 
made to individual projects, therefore, it is important to provide us with this 
feedback and information for more accurate drawings. For example, 
Metrolinx’s electrification station/transformer will no longer be a 
consideration for this Class EA. 

- The objective is to obtain key considerations that the TAC want to be 
considered in the evaluation criteria and the key elements for coordination 
of the projects. 

- The evaluation criteria will be evaluating the options to the three modes of 
failure. 

- Suggestion to capture the capital cost, avoided cost/cost savings as an 
evaluation criteria within the EA.  

Parallel projects to 
provide input on 
evaluation criteria 
 
TRCA to send 
First Gulf technical 
information/detail 
when possible. 
  

- Option FPL – ramp remains 
o In this option, the larger sewer and mains will be rebuilt at a deeper 

depth (not a realignment) and will require reinforcing for the load. 
o Smaller utilities will be placed up and through the top fill of the 

landform. 
o The Eastern Ave ramp will be reconstructed to achieve the same 

height as the current ramp. There will also be some reconstruction 
of the Eastern Ave itself to reach the same crest. 

o The Don tunnel entrance will require more discussion with 
Metrolinx. 

o Suggestion to grade the FPL to accommodate for the Eastern Ave 
ramp. 

o Broadview Ave will not require a change in grade 
o Suggestion of an evaluation criteria would be to include the launch 

shaft (TTC) timing and spatial considerations. 
o Overall, a 4D modelling will be beneficial to demonstrate the 

complexity of the underground infrastructure and the above ground 
infrastructure. 

 

- Option Flood wall – ramp removed 
o Building a flood wall will not remove the SPA that exists and its 

policy around intensification. 
o From the perspective of First Gulf, the FPL is less complicated for 

connection versus a flood wall. 

 

- Parallel projects were presented by project representatives with 
accompanying slides. 

 

5. NEXT STEPS  

- The BEFP PMT will be meeting with a Community Liaison Committee on 
November 6th and with the public in late November.  

- There will be a chance for the public to provide feedback on evaluating the 
options. 

 

 



East Harbour Master Plan + Context





East Harbour Anticipated Phasing









Don River & Central Waterfront Project

Stage 1: Coxwell Bypass Tunnel
NT STS



4SUN/4QUE Connection to Coxwell Bypass Tunnel
• Coxwell Bypass Tunnel contract awarded, started construction in 

August 2018

• Staging area for 4SUN/4QUE CSO outfall connection to Coxwell 
Bypass Tunnel located within Eastern Ave. and Northbound DVP 
loop

• Anticipated construction schedule: Q2 2022 to Q4 2022 (subject to 
change by Coxwell Bypass contractor)

• Future works (diversion structure, etc.):  TBD

• Considerations:

• Opportunity exists to shift infrastructure further east if required, 
decision is needed with sufficient time for City to accommodate

• Construction schedule to be coordinated with TRCA and Enbridge 
works





NPS 30 Replacement 

October 16, 2018



NPS 30 Replacement - Overview

2

• Size for size replacement of our existing 

infrastructure 

• Critical feed to downtown Toronto

• The purpose of the NPS 30” Don River Natural 

Gas Replacement Project is to abandon and 

replace approximately 0.35 km of 30 inch Extra 

High Pressure steel natural gas pipeline 

supplying the City of Toronto.

• The segment of pipeline to be replaced is located 

on a bridge owned by EGD that spans the Don 

River within the flood plains subject to risk from 

significant weather events.

• Upon completion of the project the proposed 

pipeline will be located below ground

• Project requires a Leave to Construct (LTC) 

application, which has been filed with the Ontario 

Energy Board (OEB) in July 2018.



Method of Construction & Schedule 

3

Method of Construction: 
• Micro-tunneling (trenchless technology) crossing the Don River

High Level Schedule:
• Anticipated OEB Approval December 2018/January 2019

• Construction Start February 2019

• Construction End  December 2019

Project Status:
• On track – pending timely permits and approvals



OCTOBER 16, 2018 

Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class EA   

TAC meeting 

East Harbour GO Station 



EAST HARBOUR STATION – SITE PLAN 

2 

 

TAC MEETING - BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA   

East Harbour GO Station will be located between the DVP and 
Eastern Avenue and includes a rail bridge over the proposed 
Broadview Avenue extension and access points located west of 
the Don River.  
 
The project is part of the City’s SmartTrack program and will be 
delivered by Metrolinx as a Design-Build contract in close 
development and coordination with the City and First Gulf and 
other stakeholders in the area.  The station will serve both GO 
Lakeshore East and Stouffville lines is anticipated to be a major 
transit hub and a critical element to support the First Gulf 
development in the Unilever Precinct. 
 
Key Elements of the Station include: 
 
• Two (2) side platforms and a new railway bridge (4 tracks) to 

span the proposed Broadview Avenue extension including two 
teamways and PATH level tunnels; 

• Don Tunnel connecting the north and south platforms; 
• Six (6) vertical access pavilions at Broadview Ave and the Don 

Tunnel;  
• Two (2) pedestrian/multi-use path bridges spanning the DVP 

and Don River and ramps to the Lower Don Trail; 
• Covered bike storage and bike racks; 
• Proposed integrated retail space strategy. 



EAST HARBOUR STATION – STATUS AND PHASED DELIVERY 

3 TAC MEETING - BROADVIEW AND EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 

Project Status (tentative): 
 
RFQ Release:  January 2019 
RFP Release :  May 2019 
RFP Close:   Fall 2019 
DB Contract Award: December 2019 
 
Construction:  
Phase 1 Completion Mid-2022 
Phase 2 Completion End of 2023 
 

Phase 1 – Interim Opening  (5 car trains) 
• North and South Platforms (western ends) 
• Don Tunnel 
• Temporary ticket trailer and temporary site 

servicing 
• North pedestrian bridge and south multi-

use path bridge incl. trail connections 

Phase 2 – Full Station 
• Completion of full length platforms 
• Completion of Broadview Ave bridge 
• NE & SE Pavilions and East Teamway 
• NW & SW Pavilion and West Teamway (constructed, 

not operational) 
• Permanent site servicing 

 
Key Considerations: 
• Broadview Ave schedule (servicing; station access) 
• Flood protection requirements 
 





 

 

Technical Advisory Committee 2 
Materials 
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BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
METROLINX/TTC/BROADVIEW-COMMISSIONERS EXTENSION 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
January 22 2019, Toronto City Hall – 12E, 9:30AM – 11:00 AM 

 

ATTENDEES 
TRCA 
Robert Chan, Meg St John, Vivien Yan 
 
Dillon Consulting 
Paul MacLeod, Merrilees Willemse 
 
Waterfront Secretariat 
Michael Noble 
 
Waterfront Toronto 
Ken Dion 

Metrolinx 
Andre Marois 
 
TTC 
Michael Tham, David Ponici, Malcom MacKay, 
Elmira Moghani 
 
City of Toronto 
Carly Bowman, Hans Riekko, Alissa Park, Riad 
Rahman, Stella Gustavson 

  

1. INTRODUCTIONS + MEETING PURPOSE 

- The meeting commenced with around the room introductions for project representatives from 
Metrolinx, TTC, and the City of Toronto. 

- The meeting purpose is to engage and focus information on the timing and phasing of the project 
with the likely preferred alternative shown. 

- The format of the TAC meetings is to better engage projects based on interest groups. 

5. PREFERRED FPL(S) PLAN AND PROFILES 

- Since previous TAC meeting, refined the FPL option where the on-ramp remains – this option 
explores a 1.5% and 3.5% dry side slope 

o Currently undertaking analysis to see if 3.5% dry side slope is acceptable from a 
hydraulic perspective 

o This refined FPL option is to incorporate as many infrastructures and utilities as possible. 
- The BEFP EA will seek to mitigate the current configuration of the Eastern Ave. on-ramp. The EA 

process allows for amendments to be made granted that the undertaking has not changed. 
- Applied for Federal funding (DMAF) in January 2019 and will find out spring 2019. If we are 

approved for the funding, construction of the FPL must commence in 2020 and be completed by 
2023. 

6. REVIEW OF SPECIFIC UTILITY/OTHER INFRASTRUCTURE ISSUES AND REQUIREMENTS 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
METROLINX/TTC/BROADVIEW-COMMISSIONERS EXTENSION 

 

- Hydro One is seeking property for their station(s) within or at close proximity with the BEFP study 
area - NB this needs to be confirmed  

- Does the FPL have to be built all at once? 
o It is possible to build the FPL in pieces, however, this is not ideal as the connection 

seams must be connected so that no water is able to seep through. 
o Instead of building the FPL in pieces, it is possible to start construction of the project by 

relocating the utilities and rebuilding Eastern Ave. before starting the construction of the 
FPL. 

- City’s MCIC map 
o Anticipated completion time is the 3rd week in February and be brought to the Lower Don 

Coordination meeting. 
o There will likely be a conflict in the physical space,but will have to confirm with CAD files 

overlaid and maps detailing the depths of utilities and other components. 
o Suggestion to combine projects or same contractors to be able to better mitigate 

conflicts. 
- Waterfront Toronto and the City are currently completing a transportation analysis based on the 

Port Lands work required. This transportation analysis aims to coordinate and incorporate 
construction traffic of various projects (e.g. trucks, machinery) 

TTC 
- BMW and Mini site 

o Construction staging and launch shaft for the station will require the 
use of the full Mini dealership and BMW dealership site for the 
duration of the project construction. There may be an opportunity to 
reduce the footprint required as the project is closer to completion, 
but this is to be determined. 

o To be determined how the land is required -  could be through an 
expropriation process, leasing or access agreement, or purchasing 
approach. 

o There is an interest from various parties, to have flood protection in 
place prior to punching a hole in the rail embankment as a result of 
the Broadview Extension. 

o It is TTC’s perspective that the BMW site is critical and essential for 
the advancement of all projects within the area. 

- The TTC station is working under an accelerated timeline. 
o Current design is at 10-15%. 
o TTC will be engaging in active discussions with property owners 

throughout 2019. 
o Anticipated timeline for procurement of contracts will be in Q2 of 

2019 and anticipated to break ground on the launch shaft in 2020, 
launching in 2021, and complete tunnel boring by 2023. 

- TTC and Enbridge have been engaging in discussion regarding the 
relocation of the gas main. Enbridge’s timeline is to commence in 2019. 

 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
METROLINX/TTC/BROADVIEW-COMMISSIONERS EXTENSION 

 

Metrolinx 
- The East Harbour Station is currently on hold with no timeline for 

implementation. 
- The project should still be considered and incorporated in all mapping 

exercises using high level assumptions of the construction zones and 
areas. 

 

Broadview-Commissioners EA 
- Possibility, although not ideal, to phase in projects to allow certain sections 

to be built (e.g. extending Broadview from the south end and leaving it as a 
stump at the embankment. 

 

7. REVIEW OF TIMING AND IMPLEMENTATION ASPECTS  

- Anticipated timing for posting of the Environmental Study Report will be in 
May. 

- Aiming for the PIC #2 to take place in April. 
- If the FPL is selected as the preferred alternative, the construction work that 

would take place in 2020 will likely be more related to preparing for the FPL 
with the construction of the FPL closer to 2022. 

- If the FPL is selected as the preferred alternative, then the project team will 
be looking to incorporate the FPL to the current Lower Don protocol. 

 

8. NEXT STEPS  

- Provide any feedback to the project management team on anticipated or 
identified conflicts with the refined FPL option. 

 

 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
TORONTO WATER 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
January 22 2019, Toronto City Hall – 12E, 1:00 PM – 2:30 PM 

 

ATTENDEES 
TRCA 
Robert Chan, Meg St John, Vivien Yan 
 
Dillon Consulting 
Paul MacLeod 
 
Waterfront Secretariat 
Michael Noble 

Waterfront Toronto 
Ken Dion 
 
Toronto Water 
Jian Lei, Samantha Fraser 

  

1. INTRODUCTIONS + MEETING PURPOSE 

- The meeting commenced with around the room introductions for project representatives from 
Toronto Water (CSO and WSSMP). 

- The objective of this TAC is to present the refined FPL option with the updated hydrology and 
smaller FPL footprint. In addition, to gather specific information that may affect or impact the 
BEFP project. 

o This includes information on timing and planned maintenance work in the infrastructure. 

2. INTRODUCTION TO THE AREA + PROJECT CHALLENGES 

- There are many projects located in this area including a variety of utilities located underground in 
the project area. 

3. PREFERRED FPL(S) PLAN AND PROFILES 

- Since previous TAC meeting, refined the FPL option where the on-ramp remains – this option 
explores a 1.5% and 3.5% dry side slope. 

o Currently undertaking analysis to see if 3.5% dry side slope is acceptable from a 
hydraulic perspective 

- Applied for Federal funding (DMAF) in January 2019 and will find out spring 2019. If we are 
approved for the funding, construction of the FPL must commence in 2020 and be completed by 
2023. 

4. REVIEW OF SPECIFIC UTILITY/OTHER INFRASTRUCTURE ISSUES AND REQUIREMENTS 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
TORONTO WATER 

 
WSSMP 

- Low Level Interceptor (LLI) (1650 mm) is identified underground in the project area that conflicts 
with the project. As the LLI will not be relocated, reinforcement is required in a way that 
eliminates the need for maintenance after the FPL is built. Toronto Water will be required to 
confirm, using CCTV cameras, the type of structure and what can be used to reinforce the 
infrastructure. Toronto Water believes that the infrastructure in place is a concrete pipe. 

- A storm sewer is located above LLI (1200 mm), which is related to the Coxwell By-pass. This is 
where the CSO project will connect to the storm sewer. 

- A 300 mm water main would require reinforcement as the shape is not ideal for additional weight. 
o Reinforcement would include lining the inside of the pipe, which would require redirecting 

the flow during this process. 
o Reinforcement would be required for the whole length of the FPL and potentially a little 

more past the length to compensate for the weight. 
- Any new pipes that are required will need to be built following the roads e.g. Broadview 

Extension and the construction timing and duration would be affected depending on the 
Broadview Extension. 

- Will also need to confirm that there are no siphons in conflict with the FPL. 
 
CSO 

- There are abandoned sanitary sewers that are located in this area and will be required to be 
removed. 

- Construction has started already for the drop shaft (has not started on Sunlight Park Rd. area) 
and if any changes are required (e.g. moving east) this needs to be communicated ASAP. 

o In all FPL options, it will be best to move the drop shaft further to the east and completely 
off of the FPL footprint. 

 Drop shaft will be built to 40 m deep and will be connected to Sunlight Park Rd. 
at a shallower depth. 

 Completion of the drop shaft will be around 2020. 
o The connection/flap gate can be shifted as this part of construction is not in the current 

contract for the drop shaft. It will be another 5 or 6 years before the structures will be 
connected. 

o Since Enbridge is planning on placing their shaft within the Eastern Ave. on-ramp, 
confirmation will be required to ensure that the Enbridge gas lines are not in conflict with 
moving the drop shaft east (Enbridge may need to move east a little too). 

- Based on the 1.5% and 3.5% dry side slope, the 3.5% dry side slope is more preferable for the 
drop shaft and access. 

- Further discussion will be required regarding the potential flap gate to handle higher levels of flow 
from the Don River. 

o It will be necessary to anticipate the infrastructure required e.g. manhole or temporary 
infrastructure close to the river prior to the connection with the storm sewer. 

5. REVIEW OF TIMING AND IMPLEMENTATION ASPECTS  

- If the FPL is selected as the preferred alternative, the construction work that would take place in 
2020 will likely be more related to preparing for the FPL with the construction of the FPL closer to 
2022. 

6. NEXT STEPS  



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
TORONTO WATER 

 

- Provide any feedback to the project management team on anticipated or identified conflicts with 
the refined FPL option. 

 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
FIRST GULF 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
January 22 2019, Toronto City Hall – 12E, 2:30 PM – 4:00 PM 

 

ATTENDEES 
TRCA 
Robert Chan, Meg St John, Vivien Yan 
 
Dillon Consulting 
Paul MacLeod 
 
Waterfront Secretariat 
Michael Noble 

Waterfront Toronto 
Ken Dion 
 
First Gulf 
Renee Gomes, Derek Goring, Nadia Yen 
 
City of Toronto 
Carly Bowman 

  

1. INTRODUCTIONS + MEETING PURPOSE 

- The meeting purpose is to engage and focus information on the timing and phasing of the project 
with the likely preferred alternative shown. 

- The format of the TAC meetings is to better engage projects based on interest groups. 
- Applied for Federal funding (DMAF) in January 2019 and will find out spring 2019. If we are 

approved for the funding, construction of the FPL must commence in 2020 and completed by 
2023. 

o Construction will start with relocation of utilities, infrastructure followed by the 
construction of the FPL 

- Updated cost estimate has not been completed yet. First Gulf would be interested in seeing the 
physical cost of building the FPL without the real estate cost associated. 

2. PREFERRED FPL(S) PLAN AND PROFILES 
- Since previous TAC meeting, refined the FPL option where the on-ramp remains – this option 

explores a 1.5% and 3.5% dry side slope 
o Currently undertaking analysis to see if 3.5% dry side slope is acceptable from a 

hydraulic perspective 
 Analysis takes a few points along the crest and considers the velocity of water 

running down the dry side slope. The crest height could vary, but is a 
consideration during detailed design. There is also a possibility for Sunlight Park 
Rd. to be raised, which is also a detailed design consideration. 

o This refined FPL option is to incorporate as many infrastructures and utilities as possible. 
- The BEFP EA will seek to mitigate the current configuration of the Eastern Ave. on-ramp 

assuming the 40 km/h traffic design. The EA process allows for amendments to be made granted 
that the undertaking has not changed e.g. different configuration of the on-ramp. 

o The Eastern Ave. ramp will be rebuilt. From a transportation perspective, this FPL and 
the on-ramp is acceptable. 

o From the FPL plans, the cross section of B-B indicates that there is a dip in the on-ramp 
– First Gulf suggested looking at raising the dip so that the on-ramp is more smooth and 
is interested in exploring the transportation solution of Eastern Ave. on-ramp. 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
FIRST GULF 

 
o First Gulf is interested in exploring transportation solutions to reconfigure the Eastern 

Ave. on-ramp and would like to have the option drawings to advance this. 
- The gradient and variability of the wet side slope would be considered during detailed design. 
- The southern crest elevation is tied to the PLFPEI, specifically the sediment control area south of 

the embankment. As a result, the freeboard will not be built until the Gardiner Realignment 
project is completed. First Gulf will still be required to build flood protection as originally planned 
until flood protection north of the embankment is completed. 

- The EA process allows for amendments to be made after the EA is approved. Some minor 
changes can be addressed in the detailed design phase of the EA. Any reconfigurations 
discussions should consult with this class EA. 

- All options will be evaluated. 
o Residual piece of land that will be remaining from the 3.5% dry side slope versus the 

1.5% dry side slope will be included in the evaluation criteria for the preferred alternative. 

3. REVIEW OF SPECIFIC UTILITY/OTHER INFRASTRUCTURE ISSUES AND REQUIREMENTS 

- First Gulf’s preference between the 1.5% and 3.5% dry side slope is the 3.5% dry side slope.  
- All active utilities will have to be relocated and abandoned utilities removed, except for the Low 

Level Interceptor which will be reinforced, and Enbridge which will be relocating deeper into 
bedrock. A flap gate will be installed in the CSO/WSSMP tunnel. 

- Enbridge and CSO will look at the possibility of shifting the shafts east to be off the footprint. First 
Gulf suggests to locate the shafts in the road right of way. It would be difficult for this location 
since access and maintenance is required once built. 

o The location of the CSO and Enbridge will be useful to First Gulf. 
- TTC and First Gulf have been in discussion of building a temporary flood wall for the period of 

construction and then putting in a permanent flood protection after the subway is built. The 
interim flood protection will act to mitigate flooding associated with the risk of the regulatory storm 
occurring. 

- Talisker would ideally want to relocate the BMW dealership. If not possible, other methods may 
be necessary (e.g. expropriation etc.) and the compensation for the real estate and the 
relocation. 

o Note that the value of the land without flood protection is not the same as with flood 
protection. 

o TTC is looking to use the land either through leasing or purchasing. 
- From the drawings presented, there seems to be an overlap between the transit hub Don 

entrance and the FPL for the 1.5% dry side slope. This is not an issue with the 3.5% dry side 
slope and can be addressed during detailed design. 

o Don entrance could fit in the existing footprint of the Metrolinx embankment 

4. NEXT STEPS  

- Any feedback and detail on conflicts as a result of the FPL option presented 
to inform the evaluation process. 

 

 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
ENBRIDGE 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
January 23 2019, TRCA Head Office – Escarpment Room, 9:30 AM – 11:00 AM 

 

ATTENDEES 
TRCA 
Robert Chan, Meg St John, Vivien Yan, Ali Shirazi 
 
Dillon Consulting 
Paul MacLeod 
 
Waterfront Secretariat 
Michael Noble 

Enbridge 
Jim Arnott, Kelsey Mills, Chris McGivery, Melany 
Afara, Tracey Browne 

  

1. INTRODUCTIONS + MEETING PURPOSE 

- The refinement was a result of updating the hydrology of the river and lowering the elevation on 
the north and south end of the site. 

5. PREFERRED FPL(S) PLAN AND PROFILES 

- Since previous TAC meeting, refined the FPL option where the on-ramp remains – this option 
explores a 1.5% and 3.5% dry side slope 

o Currently undertaking analysis to see if 3.5% dry side slope is acceptable from a 
hydraulic perspective 

o This refined FPL option is to incorporate as many infrastructures and utilities as possible. 
o The wet side toe is offset by 6 metre from the property line to act as an access road for 

maintenance. 
- Applied for Federal funding (DMAF) in January 2019 and will find out spring 2019. If we are 

approved for the funding, construction of the FPL must commence in 2020 and completed by 
2023. 

- The project team has been in contact with the three pipeline companies. 
- The BEFP EA will seek to mitigate the current configuration of the Eastern Ave. on-ramp. The EA 

process allows for amendments to be made granted that the undertaking has not changed. 
o As part of this project, the Eastern Ave. on-ramp will be rebuilt higher. 
o The City’s transportation services are looking at other options for the on-ramp. 

- The project team has met with TTC and CSO project representatives. The location and the 
timing/scheduling will be addressed at subsequent meetings. 

6. REVIEW OF SPECIFIC UTILITY/OTHER INFRASTRUCTURE ISSUES AND REQUIREMENTS 



                            
                     

BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION CLASS EA 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE #2 
ENBRIDGE 

 

- The main will be tied in at Sunlight Park Rd., but the exact location has not been identified on 
Sunlight Park Rd. 

o The TTC does not have a final design and may be asking Enbridge to relocate the main. 
o This is a separate project to relocate the tie in further east when TTC has a 60% design. 

They are currently at 15% design. 
- The 3.5% dry side slope is preferred as the 1.5% dry side slope will be in conflict with the 

Enbridge shaft. 
- Enbridge pipeline and bridge removal is depending on the timeline for the TRCA permitting. 

o Anticipated Feb/March 2019 start date and early 2020 (latest May 2020) for the tie in at 
Sunlight Park Rd. These timelines are outside of any external stakeholder requests for 
relocation. 

o Depending on when the BMW building is removed/demolished, the buildings will have to 
be serviced until then. 

o Replacing the 750 mm line and tie in at Sunlight Park Rd. – the old 750 mm line is at 4-5 
feet deep and will be abandoned (could be removed) 

 When removal is required, Enbridge is able to go on site to verify the location 
and ownership of the pipe. 

 DMOG sheets will have the individual utilities and can then verify the pipes. 
 Removal of pipes will take 48-72 hours once the pipes have been located and 

excavation has taken place. 
o The shaft location (within the Eastern Ave. on-ramp) is already set and cannot be moved 

except for a few metres. Potentially only be able to shift east and west, but the north and 
south is not feasible. 

7. REVIEW OF TIMING AND IMPLEMENTATION ASPECTS  
- TRCA permitting and temporary easement determines Enbridge’s timeline and schedule. 

o TRCA permitting – will be bringing this to the executive committee in February 
o Temporary easement – will have to submit OPA within 6 months and approved within a 

year 
- Enbridge is working with the City of Toronto’s transportation department to start the eviction 

process for the homeless camp within the Eastern Ave. on-ramp. 
o Transportation department will have to put up signs for a minimum of 2 weeks before 

eviction. 
o No tree cutting can take place until the on-ramp is clear. 

- Bell will be using the Enbridge crossing to cross the river, but will be separated after. 
- The shaft will likely not require future access/service access. Any abandoned or decommissioned 

shafts will be filled and broken down. 
- Enbridge is interested in the level of restoration once the work is completed as they are required 

to report to OEB their restoration plans. 
o TRCA will have to communicate this with Enbridge at a later date. Depending on the 

success of the DMAF funding, there may be an opportunity to coordinate and avoid the 
need to restore as the area will need to be excavated to build an FPL 

- Waterfront Toronto and the City are currently completing a transportation analysis based on the 
Port Lands work required. This transportation analysis aims to coordinate and incorporate 
construction traffic of various projects (e.g. trucks, machinery). 

o To ensure that Enbridge’s plans are incorporated, Enbridge will be required to send the 
City of Toronto their traffic plans to be able to accommodate them. 
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8. NEXT STEPS  

- Further discussion may be required if shaft location requires shifting. 
- Any feedback and detail on conflicts as a result of the FPL option presented 

to inform the evaluation process. 
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MEETING MINUTES 

 
January 23 2019, TRCA Head Office – Highland Room, 1:00 PM – 2:30 PM 

 

ATTENDEES 
TRCA 
Robert Chan, Meg St John, Vivien Yan, Ali Shirazi 
 
Dillon Consulting 
Paul MacLeod 

Bell 
Renee Bergeron 
 
Telecon 
Jennifer Su 

  

1. INTRODUCTIONS + MEETING PURPOSE 
- Around the room introductions of the project team and representatives from Bell and Telecon. 
- The meeting is part of the Technical Advisory Committee and part of the class EA process. 

2. OVERVIEW OF PROJECT + STATUS 

- An overview of the Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class EA was presented to 
members of the TAC. 

- Applied for Federal funding (DMAF) in January 2019 and will find out spring 2019. If we are 
approved for the funding, construction of the FPL must commence in 2020 and completed by 
2023. This project cannot commence until the Lower Don Flood Protection is in place.  

3. INTRODUCTION TO THE AREA 

- The project is a flood protection project bounded by Eastern Ave. to the north, Don River to the 
west, and the rail embankment to the south. 

- There are transit and infrastructure projects that are also occurring in the same space as the 
class EA. 

4. PREFERRED FPL(S) PLAN AND PROFILES 

- The preferred alternative is an FPL option where the Eastern Ave. on-ramp remains (will be 
rebuilt at a higher level than currently). 

- Currently further analysis is being undertaken to determine the dry slope gradient – the range is 
between 1.5% and 3.5%  

- TTC has begun conversations with property owners on the space that is required for their project. 
- Enbridge will be removing the trees within the Eastern Ave. on-ramp. 

5. REVIEW OF SPECIFIC UTILITY/OTHER INFRASTRUCTURE ISSUES AND REQUIREMENTS 
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- Bell wires will cross the Don River with Enbridge using their tunnel and will come up through 
Enbridge’s shaft.  

- Once the FPL is built, Bell will not be able to dig up any of the ground for construction. Any work 
will have to be through manholes that are located off the footprint of the FPL. 

- Based on the drawings, there are existing chambers/manholes. One at the toe on the wet side 
and the other at the toe on the dry side. 

o Chambers/manholes are usually 1.6 m to 2-3 m in length and 2-3 m in depth. 
 Bell will require access to the manholes for maintenance – either through 

building a new manhole access or extended it to the surface through reinforcing 
the chambers. 

 The chambers are relatively old and will not be able to sustain the weight of the 
FPL. 

o Depending on the status (abandoned or active) of the manhole and lines on the wet side 
of the FPL, access may be required to both manholes/chambers. 

 As Bell will be using Enbridge’s infrastructure to cross the Don River, it is likely 
that the manhole on the wet side will not require access since the connection will 
be further east on Sunlight Park Rd. and therefore abandoned. 

o Any abandoned utilities will be removed. 
- Bell will have to maintain service to the buildings until the buildings are completely demolished or 

removed. 
- Conduit on Sunlight Park Rd. is approximately 1 m below the surface, which could be an issue, 

o There will be additional material placed on top and the grade will be raised on Sunlight 
Park Rd., which will place more load and pressure on the existing lines. 

 Construction load and freeboard will be on top of the existing lines and conduits. 
o Bell will need information on the type of material that is placed on top of the line to 

properly reinforce infrastructure underground. 
o Bell will also need to investigate the existing type of line. It is old infrastructure likely built 

in 1945. 
- Bell lines cannot be lowered to below the FPL and will have to remain at the current grade since 

it would require placing a new access on either end of where it was lowered. 
- Regular truck access, potentially larger trucks if pulling in new cabling is necessary. The worst 

case is a heavy truck, no excavator is required. 

6. NEXT STEPS  

- Any feedback and detail on conflicts as a result of the FPL option presented 
to inform the evaluation process. 

 

 


	BEFP_CLC Invitation Letter_example.pdf
	BEFP_CLC Invitation Letter_90BroadviewAve
	BEFP OnePager FINAL

	BEFP TAC Meeting Minutes 25 Oct 2018 and Projects.pdf
	BEFP TAC Meeting Minutes 25 Oct 2018 final
	OtherProjects
	2018_10_16 First Gulf slides
	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3
	Slide Number 4
	Slide Number 5
	Slide Number 6

	2018-10-15 - Coxwell Bypass Tunnel - Presentation for TRCA - 4SUN-4QUE C...
	Don River & Central Waterfront Project�Stage 1: Coxwell Bypass Tunnel
	4SUN/4QUE Connection to Coxwell Bypass Tunnel
	Slide Number 3

	Enbridge - TRCA workshop
	NPS 30 Replacement 
	NPS 30 Replacement - Overview
	Method of Construction & Schedule 

	MX East Harbour - TRCA meeting Oct 16 2018
	East Harbour GO Station
	East Harbour Station – Site plan
	East Harbour Station – Status and Phased Delivery
	Slide Number 4



	Agency.pdf
	01 MNRF_MMAH 1
	29-04-19 MMAH MNRF Update
	Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class Environmental Assessment Project
	Presentation Outline
	Overview of project
	Slide Number 4
	Project Background – �DMNP EA�
	Project Background – Current and Future Projects
	Slide Number 7
	Options
	Option 1 – Do-Nothing
	Option 2 – Improve Conveyance
	Option 3 – Flood Protection Landform
	Option 4 – Flood Protection Structure
	Preliminary Preferred Alternative�Flood Protection Landform
	Reason for the Chosen Preliminary Preferred Alternative
	Optimization of Preliminary Preferred Alternative
	Slide Number 16
	Slide Number 17
	Timeline
	Next Steps
	Bridge removal
	Thank you

	29-04-2019 MNRF_MMAH - Project Update Minutes_final

	02 MNRF_MMAH 2
	October 2 FINAL MMAH MNRF
	Broadview and Eastern Flood Protection Class Environmental Assessment Project
	Presentation Outline
	Overview of project
	Slide Number 4
	Project Background – �DMNP EA�
	Project Background – Current and Future Projects
	Slide Number 7
	Work to date
	Option 1 – Do Nothing
	Option 2 – River widening to enhance conveyance �
	Options Modelled�
	3A – Flood Protection Landform
	3B – Flood Protection Landform
	4A – Floodwall
	4B – Floodwall
	Challenges�
	Timeline
	Next Steps
	Bridge removal
	Thank you

	BEFP Meeting Minutes October 2 final

	04 Toronto Hydro Memo April 5 2019
	05 Metrolinx
	06 TTC Workshop
	BEFP MINUTES 15 March 2019 final TRCA
	BEFP Update - TTC
	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2

	BEFP Staging Plans March 14 2019
	RLS – TRCA BEFP 2019-03-15
	TTC Relief Line South�Coordination with�Broadview/Eastern Flood Protection
	Agenda
	Tentative construction timeline
	TTC Relief Line South – Key Plan
	TBM launch shaft – Tunneling staging site
	Broadview Station 
	Broadview Station (cont’d)
	TTC Relief Line South – Flood Plain Mapping
	Slide Number 9
	Broadview Eastern Flood Protection
	Enbridge NPS 30 Replacement Project
	East Harbour SmartTrack Station
	Broadview Avenue Extension
	East Harbour – Phasing Plan (from Jan. 2018)
	Coxwell Bypass Tunnel
	Slide Number 16
	Month – 0 
	Month – 1 to 3 
	Month – 4 to 8 
	Month – 9 to 12
	Month – 13 to 15
	Month – 16 to 18
	Month – 19 to 20
	Month – 21 to 22
	Month – 22 to 23
	Month – 23 to 24
	Month – 24 to ~36
	Month – 36 and onwards
	Month – 
	Month – Tunnels Complete
	Slide Number 31


	Fw_ City of Toronto, MEA Class EA Broadview and Ea
	RE_ City of Toronto, MEA Class EA Broadview and Ea(1)
	RE_ City of Toronto, MEA Class EA Broadview and Ea
	mecp delegating letter-23 oct 2018
	The Clean Water Act, 2006 (CWA) aims to protect existing and future sources of drinking water.  To achieve this, several types of vulnerable areas have been delineated around surface water intakes and wellheads for every municipal residential drinking...
	Projects that are subject to the Environmental Assessment Act that fall under a Class EA, or one of the Regulations, have the potential to impact sources of drinking water if they occur in designated vulnerable areas or in the vicinity of other at-ris...
	 As you may be aware, in October 2015, the MEA Parent Class EA document was amended to include reference to the Clean Water Act (Section A.2.10.6) and indicates that proponents undertaking a Municipal Class EA project must identify early in their pro...
	o The proponent should identify the source protection area and should clearly document how the proximity of the project to sources of drinking water (municipal or other) and any delineated vulnerable areas was considered and assessed. Specifically the...
	 While most source protection plans focused on including policies for significant drinking water threats in the WHPAs and IPZs it should be noted that even though source protection plan policies may not apply in HVAs, these are areas where aquifers a...
	 In order to determine if this project is occurring within a vulnerable area, proponents can use this mapping tool: http://www.applications.ene.gov.on.ca/swp/en/index.php.The mapping tool will also provide a link to the appropriate source protection ...
	 For further information on the maps or source protection plan policies which may relate to their project, proponents must contact the appropriate source protection authority. Please consult with the local source protection authority to discuss poten...
	More Information
	 Any impacts to ecosystem form and function must be avoided where possible.  The Project File/ESR should describe any proposed mitigation measures and how project planning will protect and enhance the local ecosystem.
	 Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest (ANSIs)
	 Rare Species of flora or fauna
	 Watercourses
	 Wetlands
	 Woodlots
	We recommend consulting with the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF), Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) and your local conservation authority to determine if special measures or additional studies will be necessary to preserve and protec...
	 The Project File/ESR must include a sufficient level of information to demonstrate that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or ecological functions of any watercourses within the study area.  Measures should be included in the ...
	 Additional stormwater runoff from new pavement can impact receiving watercourses and flood conditions.  Quality and quantity control measures to treat stormwater runoff should be considered for all new impervious areas and, where possible, existing ...
	 Strategies to address potential water quantity and erosion impacts related to stormwater draining into streams or other sensitive environmental features, and to ensure that adequate (enhanced) water quality is maintained
	 Watershed information, drainage conditions, and other relevant background information
	 Future drainage conditions, stormwater management options, information on erosion and sediment control during construction, and other details of the proposed works
	 Information on maintenance and monitoring commitments.
	 The status of, and potential impacts to any well water supplies should be addressed.  If the project involves groundwater takings or changes to drainage patterns, the quantity and quality of groundwater may be affected due to drawdown effects or the...
	 If the potential construction or decommissioning of water wells is identified as an issue, the Project File/ESR should refer to Ontario Regulation 903, Wells, under the OWRA.
	 Potential impacts to groundwater-dependent natural features should be addressed.  Any changes to groundwater flow or quality from groundwater taking may interfere with the ecological processes of streams, wetlands or other surficial features.  In ad...
	 Since the removal or movement of soils may be required, appropriate tests to determine contaminant levels from previous land uses or dumping should be undertaken.  If the soils are contaminated, you must determine how and where they are to be dispos...
	 Any current or historical waste disposal sites should be identified in the Project File/ESR.  The status of these sites should be determined to confirm whether approval pursuant to Section 46 of the EPA may be required for land uses on former dispos...
	 The location of any underground storage tanks should be investigated in the Project File/ESR.  Measures should be identified to ensure the integrity of these tanks and to ensure an appropriate response in the event of a spill.  The ministry’s Spills...
	 Design and construction reports and plans should be based on a best management approach that centres on the prevention of impacts, protection of the existing environment, and opportunities for rehabilitation and enhancement of any impacted areas.
	 The proponent’s construction and post-construction monitoring plans must be documented in the Project File/ESR, as outlined in Section A.2.5 and A.4.1 of the MEA Class EA parent document.
	 The Project File/ESR should provide clear and complete documentation of the planning process in order to allow for transparency in decision-making.
	 If this project is a Master Plan: there are several different approaches that can be used to conduct a Master Plan, examples of which are outlined in Appendix 4 of the Class EA.  The Master Plan should clearly indicate the selected approach for cond...
	 The Class EA requires the consideration of the effects of each alternative on all aspects of the environment.  The Project File/ESR should include a level of detail (e.g. hydrogeological investigations, terrestrial and aquatic assessments) such that...
	 Please include in the Project File/ESR a list of all subsequent permits or approvals that may be required for the implementation of the preferred alternative, including but not limited to, MECP’s PTTW, EASR Registrations and ECAs, conservation autho...
	 Ministry guidelines and other information related to the issues above are available at http://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/environment-and-energy. We encourage you to review all the available guides and to reference any relevant information...


	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Bell.pdf
	Bell 1
	Class Environmental Assessment for Broadview and E
	Figure 1 - Project Study Area - BEFP

	RE_ Class Environmental Assessment for Broadview a
	Bell 3
	RE_ Broadview and Eastern Area - Portlands EA Focu
	TRCA_BEFP_Bell_13Dec17_Final_forprint
	�BROADVIEW & EASTERN FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ��Bell Infrastructure – Coordination Meeting�December 13th, 2017�7777 Weston Road, Vaughan�10:30 – 12:00 pm�
	Meeting Objective
	Project Background
	Motivation for Flood Protection 
	Slide Number 5
	Project Purpose
	Project Structure – Process & Timelines
	Option 1 – Do Nothing 
	Slide Number 9
	Option 3 – Permanent Flood Protection
	Slide Number 11
	Integration with Bell Infrastructure



	Blank Page
	App 7 fly sheet

