
East Don Trail Environmental Assessment  APPENDIX A – Public Consultation 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority   

 A2. Public Consultation 

PUBLIC EVENTS 

Public Event #1 – February 13, 2013 (Phase 1) 
Public Notice(s), Agenda, Workbook, Panels, Presentation, Summary Report, Feedback and 
Correspondence 

Public Event #2 – September 12, 2014 (Phase 2) 
Public Notice(s), Agenda, Workbook, Panels, Presentation, Summary Report, Feedback and 
Correspondence 

Public Event #3 – June 24, 2014 (Phase 3) 
Public Notice(s), Agenda, Workbook, Panels, Presentation, Summary Report, Feedback and 
Correspondence 

E-UPDATES 

E-Update #1 – September 25, 2013 (Phase 1) 

E-Update #2 – May 21, 2014 (Phase 2) 

E-Update #3 – October 30, 2014 (Phase 3) 

E-Update #4 – May 12, 2015 (Phase 3) 

E-Update #5 – July 18, 2016 (Phase 3) 

E-Update #6 – September 9, 2016 (Phase 3) 

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS  

KEY CORRESPONDENCE AND STUDY IMPACTS  
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The City of Toronto holds public consultations as one way to engage 
residents in the life of their city. Toronto thrives on your great ideas 
and actions. We invite you to get involved.

East Don Trail Environmental 
Assessment Study
Notice of Commencement & Public Event

The City of Toronto and Toronto & Region Conservation (TRCA) are 
hosting a public event to introduce you to the East Don Trail 
Environmental Assessment (EA) study. The event will be a drop-in 
open house for viewing study materials and one-on-one 
discussions with members of the project team. We invite you to 
attend this event to learn more about the work completed to date, 
key challenges and opportunities, and ways the community can 
participate in the study. 

Wednesday, February 13, 2013
6 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
Blessed John 23rd Catholic 
School
175 Grenoble Dr. 
(east of Don Mills Road)

Background
The City of Toronto and TRCA are 
investigating ways to construct a 
multi-use trail system within the 
East Don valley lands, as part of 
the 2012 multi-year Bikeway Trails 
Implementation Plan. The 
proposed trail will provide a key 
connection between the Moccasin 
Trail Park, the Lower Don Trail 
system and Gatineau Corridor Trail.

The Process
The East Don Trail EA study will be carried out in accordance with 
the requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act providing 
opportunities for public input at key stages.  The study will ensure 
that any potential impacts to the valley lands, river crossings, 
�ood and erosion risks, and property ownership are considered

We would like to hear from you
Public consultation is an important part of this study. We are 
asking for your input to inform the East Don Trail EA study. Topics 
to discuss include:

• How and where you are utilizing the East Don valley lands

• Key areas of interest

• Challenges, opportunities, and other concerns

• How we can engage the community and provide opportunities
for participation

You are invited to learn more and to share your insights and 
opinions at any time.  For more information, please contact: 

Maogosha Pyjor
Public Consultation Coordinator
City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 19th Fl.
55 John St.
Toronto, ON  M5V 3C6

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.

Tel: 416-338-2850
Fax: 416-392-2974
TTY: 416-397-0831
E-mail: mpyjor@toronto.ca
Visit: toronto.ca/involved/projects
Issue Date: January 31, 2013
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EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

Welcome to the Public Event 
February 13, 2013 

Purpose  

Welcome to the first Public Event for the 
East Don Trail Environmental Assessment.  

This evening we will introduce the project 
and seek your feedback.  

The open house materials will be made 
available on the project web page. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

EAST DON TRAIL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

We want your input…. 

Share your questions, ideas and concerns: 

• We invite you to speak directly to City 
and TRCA staff to discuss your 
questions and concerns 

• We invite you to use the sticky notes 
provided at the Study Area panels (in 
middle of gym)  to identify areas of use 
and concern within the study area  

 
 
 
 
 
  
  
 
 

We want your feedback! 

Please ask for your comment sheet at the 
registration table.  You can leave it at the 
registration table tonight or send in your 
comments by February 28, 2013 using 
one of the following options: 

 

Mail to: 

Maogosha Pyjor 
Public Consultation Unit 
City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 19th Floor, 55 John St. 
Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 
 
Tel: 416-338-2850  
TTY: 416-397-0831 
Fax: 416-392-2974 
Email: eastdontrail@toronto.ca 

 

www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 

mailto:eastdontrail@toronto.ca


EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

EAST DON TRAIL 

Potential Trail  
Connection Point 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

BACKGROUND 

During the summer of 2011, the City of Toronto conducted an audit of 
its existing major multi-use trail network to assess the viability of new 
trail connections.  New trail connection opportunities were identified, 
evaluated, and prioritized.   

 

Evaluation and prioritization was based on the following four broad 
criteria: 

• Land ownership and approvals 

• Estimated cost to build the trail  

• Technical requirements and design challenges 

• Network connectivity 

 

The findings were produced as the Bikeway Trails Implementation 
Plan, which recommends 77 km of new trails be added to the existing 
trail network.  The Plan was approved by City Council at its meeting on 
June 6 2012.  

 

Local communities will be consulted as part of the development of 
each of the Trail projects recommended in the Bikeway Trails 
Implementation Plan. 

 
 

Bikeway Trails Implementation Plan 

Multi-use trails are important fixtures in many of Toronto’s 

neighbourhoods.  Currently the City of Toronto has over 286 

km of major multi-use trails. 

 

Multi-use trails are facilities separated from the roadway and 

support a number of users - walkers, runners, cyclists, inline 

skaters, wheelchair users, people with baby strollers and 

people walking dogs. 

Multi-Use Trails in Toronto 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

The East Don Trail is the largest and most complex multi-use trail 
project in the Bikeway Trails Implementation Plan and is identified as a 
short-term priority. 

 

In May 2012, a feasibility study was completed to assess the potential 
for a trail system through the East Don Corridor.  The study 
determined that a trail was possible and identified potential technical 
challenges.  In order to determine the best trail route, further 
investigations and environmental studies were recommended. 

 

The next step in realizing the completion of the East Don Trail will 
involve a comprehensive planning and design process facilitated 
through an Environmental Assessment.  

  

  

  
 

BACKGROUND 

The East Don Trail Project 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

STUDY AREA 
We invite you to identify where you access the East Don Corridor, how you 

use the area,  and what you notice while you are visiting.  

(please see maps located on adjacent table) 

 

Our Project Team will use the information you share to inform the existing 

conditions and requirements for a new multi-use trail in the East Don Corridor. 

Potential Trail  
Connection Point 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

STUDY AREA 

Potential Trail  
Connection Point 

AREA 1 

AREA 2 

AREA 3 

What do you notice while you are in the 

East Don Valley Corridor? 

Use the dots to indicate where you access the 

East Don Valley Corridor.  Use the yellow 

sticky notes to indicate the types of activities 

you participate in and where.  Use the green 

sticky notes to indicate any interesting features 

or areas of concern (please explain). 

Access Point 

Activity (e.g. hiking, dog 

walking, cycling, etc.) 

Features or areas of        

concern 

Take some time to share how you use the East Don Valley Corridor. 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

The EA process will ensure that 

the following is considered 

during the planning and 

decision-making for the East 

Don Trail: 

 
EA 

Objectives 

Meaningful 

Consultation 

The 
Environment 

Financially 
Feasible 

The Environment 

Biological 

Physical 

Socio- 
Economic 

Cultural 

Environmental Effects that will be 

considered include:   

• Aim to minimize, prevent or avoid 

negative environmental effects.   

• Ensure proper impact management 

taking necessary actions to prevent, 

change, mitigate or remedy any 

potential negative environmental 

effects of the alternatives or 

undertaking.  

Meaningful Consultation 

• Ensure all interested persons inputs, comments, and feedback will be 

heard and incorporated where appropriate.   

• Stakeholders include: user groups, landowners, near by residents, 

affected aboriginal communities, interested and affected 

persons/groups, regulatory agencies, Councillors, MPs, and MPPs.   

Financially Feasible 

• Ensure that the implemented trail design (preferred alternative) will 

be one that is practical, financially realistic, and economically viable.  

Objectives 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

Process and Timeline 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

• work plan on how the for EA process and public 
consultation will proceed 

Terms of 
Reference 

• identify the opportunity/problem 

• define the need for the undertaking 

Identify 
Opportunity 

• prepare a detailed inventory of existing conditions  
within the study area 

Environmental 
Baseline  

• identify all reasonable alternatives to the opportunity 
Prepare 

Alternatives 

• evaluate all identified alternatives for environmental 
effects 

Evaluate 
Alternatives 

• select a preferred alternative based on evaluation 
Preferred 

Alternative 

Terms of 
Reference 

Opportunity 
Environmental 

Baseline 
Inventory 

Prepare 
Alternatives 

Evaluate 
Alternatives 

Preferred 
Alternatives 

October 2012 

– June 2013 February 2013 
January – 

June 2013 

June – 

July 2013 

August – 

October 2013 

October 2013 

– February 

2014 

EA 

STEP 

PUBLIC 

CONSULTATION 

PIC #1 

We are here now 

  

PIC #2 

CLC #1 

PIC #4 

CLC #2 

PIC #3 

CLC #3 

PIC: Public Information Centres 

CLC: Community Liaison Committee 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

Public  
Consultation 

• Consultation with the public, property owners, Aboriginal communities, 

affected agencies, government agencies, and other interest groups is 

a pivotal part of the EA process.   

• During key points in the EA process interested individuals and groups 

will be provided an opportunity to contribute to the decision making in 

a meaningful way.   

• Consultation can include such activities as public notices, information 

distribution, Public Information Centres and a Community Liaison 

Committee.  

Public Information Centre (PIC) 

PICs are meetings in which the public are invited to learn more about 

the project and provide comments and input.  Up to 4 PICs will be held 

for the East Don Trail EA 

  

Community Liaison Committee (CLC) 

A committee made up of stakeholder representatives will be formed to 

inform the planning of the East Don Trail.  The two key functions of the 

CLC will be to identify items of public concern related to the impact and 

design of the project and to offer potential advice or solutions to 

resolve these concerns. Approximately 3 CLCs will be held for the East 

Don Trail EA.  

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
The East Don Trail EA process will 

provide all those with a potential 

interest in the project opportunities 

to contribute their views during the 

planning stages of the project 

 

We want to hear from you if there are any other ways we can engage 

the community and provide opportunities for participation.   



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

• The East Don Trail will provide a safe way for people 

to access the valley system. 

• The trail will provide safe off road options (where 

possible) for cycling and recreational use. 

• The trail will investigate options to accommodate 

emergency and City park maintenance vehicles. 

• The East Don Trail will provide a key connection 

route linking to local and inter-regional trail systems.  

Trail Objectives 

EAST DON TRAIL 

East 
Don 
Trail 

Recreation 
Public 
Safety 

Transportation 

Connections 

Natural 

Environment 

Connections 

A successful preferred 

trail route for the East 

Don Trail will address 

these 5 main objectives: 

Public 

Safety 

Opportunity statement:  A significant gap in the multi-use trail network 

exists within the East Don Corridor between the north end of Charles 

Sauriol Conservation Area, the Gatineau Trail and the Lower Don Trail.  

The East Don Trail will fill this existing gap in the trail network thus 

creating a continuous connected trail network. 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

• The East Don Trail will create outdoor recreational 

opportunities for a variety of users. 

• This multi-use trail will provide recreational 

opportunities for neighboring communities. 

• The trail will increase access for people to discover 

and appreciate natural areas within the City. 

Trail Objectives 

EAST DON TRAIL 

• The East Don Trail will be designed to be respectful 

of the natural environment. 

• The trail will provide a single focused route through 

the green space within the East Don Corridor, 

assisting in the management of informal trails.  

• The trail will be located in an area to minimize 

negative environmental impacts and thus preventing 

informal trails from potentially affecting more 

environmentally sensitive areas. 

Natural 

Environment 

Recreation 

• The East Don Trail will function both as a 

recreational destination and as a commuter route for 

a variety of users including cyclists. 

Transportation 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

EXISTING CONDITIONS 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

Trail Specifications 

The East Don Trail will be designed as 

a multi-use trail to support a number of 

users including (but not limited to): 

walkers, runners, cyclists, in-line 

skaters, people with baby strollers, and 

dog walkers.  Accessibility for wheel 

chair users will be investigated as part 

of the design process.  

 

EAST DON TRAIL 

Detailed specifications will be developed as part of the Environmental 

Assessment process. 

 

• a trail width of approximately 3.5 to 4 meters to allow bi-
directional trail use.  Width  

• a centre line to separate directional paths  and arrow 
markings to remind all users to travel on the right. Markings 

• where possible maintain flat grades. Design trail slope as 
required for drainage and to accommodate topography.  
Where possible slope grades will be kept below 5%. 

Grade 

• City of Toronto standard trail surface for multi-use trails is 
asphalt as the hard surface supports a variety of trail users 
and abilities.  In addition asphalt does not erode and has 
low maintenance costs. 

Surface 

• adequate signage will be incorporated including: 
regulatory, warning and informational. Signs will be placed 
in clearly visible locations. 

Signage and 
Wayfinding 

General trail specifications that will be investigated and considered as 

part of the planning and design process will include: 

 

Newly constructed trail in north end of 

Charles Sauriol Conservation Area 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

Trail Etiquette 

All multi-use pathway users have a 

responsibility to be considerate and respectful 

of all park/trail users. 

  

The following tips are provided to help ensure 

that all pathway users have an enjoyable and 

safe experience: 

 

EAST DON TRAIL 

Cyclists rollerbladers, and similar faster-moving persons 

must yield to pedestrians. 

Faster trail users should pass on the left and keep to the right 

when on the trail. 

Only pass when it is safe to do so and the trail is wide 

enough. 

When riding a bike, let people know you are approaching by 

ringing your bell or giving a friendly greeting. 

Dogs should be kept on a leash in parks, except in 

designated off-leash areas. 

To protect the pathways and parks, stay on the trail and don’t 

litter. 

According to the Parks By-law, trail users including cyclists 

and rollerbladers and skateboarders should not exceed the 

speed of 20km/h when traveling in a park. 

If the pathway is busy with pedestrians, consider walking 

instead of cycling, rollerblading or skateboarding 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

What do you notice while you are in the 

East Don Valley Corridor? AREA 1 

Access Point 

 

Activity (e.g. hiking, 

dog walking, 

cycling, etc.) 

 

Features or areas 

of  concern 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

What do you notice while you are in the 

East Don Valley Corridor? AREA 2 

Access Point 

 

Activity (e.g. hiking, 

dog walking, 

cycling, etc.) 

 

Features or areas 

of  concern 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

What do you notice while you are in the 

East Don Valley Corridor? AREA 3 

Access Point 

 

Activity (e.g. hiking, 

dog walking, 

cycling, etc.) 

 

Features or areas 

of  concern 



 

 

Public Event Information Sheet 

East Don Trail Environmental Assessment 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Background 

During the summer of 2011, the City of Toronto conducted 
an audit of its existing major multi-use trail network to 
assess the viability of new trail connections.  The findings 
were produced as the Bikeway Trails Implementation Plan, 
which recommends 77 km of new trails be added to the 
existing trail network.  The Plan was approved by City 
Council at its meeting on June 6 2012.  The East Don Trail 
is the largest and most complex multi-use trail project in the 
Plan and is identified as a short-term priority. 

In May 2012, a feasibility study assessed the potential for a 
trail system through the East Don Corridor from the north 
end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area to the intersection 
of the Don Valley Parkway and Don Mills.  The study 
determined that a trail was possible and identified potential 
technical challenges.  In order to determine the best trail 
route, further investigations and environmental studies were 
recommended. 

The next step in realizing the completion of the East Don 
Trail will involve a comprehensive planning and design 
process facilitated through an Environmental Assessment.  
 

East Don Trail Objectives 
 
A successful preferred trail route for the East Don Trail will 
address these 5 main objectives: 
 

Connection: the trail will provide a key connection 
route linking to local and inter-regional trail systems. 

Public Safety: the trail will provide a safe way for 
people to access the valley system. 

Natural Environment: the trail will be designed to be 
respectful of the natural environment. 

Recreation: the trail will create outdoor recreational 
opportunities for a variety of users 

Transportation: the trail will function both as a 
recreational destination and as a commuter route for 
a variety of users including cyclists. 

 

 

Opportunity Statement: 

A significant gap in the multi-use trail network 

exists within the East Don Corridor between the 

north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area, 

the Gatineau Trail and the Lower Don Trail.  The 

East Don Trail will fill this existing gap in the trail 

network thus creating a continuous connected trail 

network. 

Thank you for attending the first public meeting on the East Don Trail 
Environmental Assessment (EA). Your comments are important.  All 
comments will be reviewed by the Project Team and will help inform 
the EA process. All meeting materials will be made available online. 
For more information, visit www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail or contact:  
 

 
 

 

Contact:   416-338-2850 

   eastdontrail@toronto.ca 
TTY:         416-397-0831 

Fax:          416-392-2974 

Postal:  East Don Trail 

Public Consultation Unit 
55 John Street 
Metro Hall, 19

th
 Floor 

City of Toronto 
Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 

 

mailto:eastdontrail@toronto.ca


  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Study Area 

The boundaries of the regional study area are Lawrence 
Avenue to the north, O’Connor Drive to the south, Victoria 
Park Avenue to the east, and Don Mills and Laird Drive to the 
west.  The area is surrounded by several existing multi-use 
trail systems including the Lower Don Trail, West Don Trail, 
Taylor Creek Trails, Gatineau Corridor Trail and the newly 
built trail at the north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation 
Area. 

Environmental Assessment 
 
The East Don Trail Project is being carried out under a 
provincially mandated Environmental Assessment (EA) 
process.  A range of alternatives will be identified and 
evaluated to determine a preferred main trail route.  The 
evaluation process will consider:  

Technical feasibility 

Terrestrial and aquatic impacts 

Social impacts 

Cost and constructability 

Operations and maintenance  
 
The EA process will provide the community and area 
residents opportunities to contribute at each stage in the 
process.  
 
Environmental Assessment Objectives 
 
The East Don Trail EA process will ensure that the following 
is considered during the planning and decision-making: 
 

The Environment: the process will aim to minimize, 
prevent or avoid negative environmental effects 
including the biological, physical, cultural, and socio-
economic. 

Meaningful Consultation: the process will ensure all 
interested persons inputs, comments, and feedback 
will be heard and incorporated where appropriate. 

Financially Feasible: the process will ensure that the 
implemented trail design will be one that is practical, 
financially realistic, and economically viable. 

 
 
 
 

EA 
Objectives 

Meaningful 

Consultation 

The 
Environment 

Financially 
Feasible 
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East Don Tail – Comment Sheet  
    First Public Meeting   -   Wednesday, February 13, 2013 

 
Thank you for participating in this Public Meeting.  Please complete this comment sheet so we can 
learn more about your suggestions and concerns about this project.   
  
The City of Toronto and TRCA are conducting an Environmental Assessment Study to propose a 
route for the East Don Trail between the north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area, the Lower 
Don Trail System, and Gatineau Corridor Trail. Through this study a range of alternatives will be 
explored and evaluated and, from these options a preferred trail route will be selected.  
 
Throughout this process the community will provide feedback which will help inform the 
Environmental Assessment process, and determine the preferred trail route. The first public 
event is to introduce the study to the community and gain feedback about how you are using 
the area and if you have any suggestions and concerns. 
 
Please submit your comments today or by February 28, 2013.  See the last page for details. 
The display materials will be posted online at www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 
 
 
Your Interests and Activities 

1. How are you using the Study Area? (Check all that apply):   

 I live near the East Don Valley 
 I work near the East Don Valley 
 I study near the East Don Valley 
 I own a business near the East Don Valley 

 
Study Questions 

1. Where do you currently access the East Don Valley system? 
Please indicate on the map provided and or include nearby streets or other local 
landmarks. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 I walk in the area 
 I run in the area 
 I bike in the area 
 I explore nature in the area 
 Other ______________________ 
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2. The following opportunity statement has been developed to guide the East Don Trail 

Project: 
A significant gap in the multi-use trail network exists within the East Don Corridor 
between the north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area, the Gatineau Trail and the 
Lower Don Trail. The East Don Trail will fill this existing gap in the trail network thus 
creating a continuous connected trail network. 

 
Do you agree with the above opportunity statement? 

 Yes 
 No 

 
Do you have any comments or concerns regarding the opportunity statement? 

  
 

 

 

 
3. After reviewing the panels this evening, do you agree with the trail objectives outlined 

for the East Don Trail?  
 Yes 
 No 

 
Do you have any comments or concerns about the trail objectives for the East Don 
Trail?  

  
 

 

 

 
4. Please identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail: 

What are the top three things you like and why? 
What are the top three concerns you have and how should they be addressed? 
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5. Please provide additional suggestions and/or comments. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Public Consultation  

1. How did you learn about today’s public open house?  
 Flyer in the Mail 
 Walk-by  

 E-Mail List  (e.g. Cyclometer, 
Councillor) 

 

 Other: 
_______________________ 

2. How do you want to be kept informed about this project?  
 Flyer in the Mail 
 Email 

 Website  Other: 
_______________________ 

Optional – Your Contact Details 
 
Name:                                                     Organization:                                                                                      .              
 
Phone:                                  Address:                                        Email:                                                              .             
 

Thank you for your input! 
Please submit your comment form at the registration table  

or send in your comments by February 28, 2013 using one of the following options: 
 
Postal:   East Don Trail 
               Public Consultation Unit  
               55 John Street, Metro Hall, 19th Floor 
               City of Toronto 
               Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 
           

 
   Contact:
 
    TTY: 
    Fax: 

 
416-338-2850  
eastdontrail@toronto.ca 
416-397-0831 
416-392-2974 

(Postage paid envelopes available at the registration table)  
 

www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 
 

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.  With the exception 
of personal information, comments will become part of the public record.  Personal information such as your name, e-mail and address 

are not included in the public record.  If you have any questions about this collection, please contact Senior Public Consultation 
Coordinator Maogosha Pyjor at 416-338-2850 
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Study Area Map 
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Summary of Comments on Area 1 Map
Page: 1

Number: 1 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:32:41 AM -05'00'
Red eared sliders, painted turtles, carp and king fishers in the Charles Savid pond.

Number: 2 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:31:38 AM -05'00'
Would be nice for people on the East side of the river to access Milne Hollow without having to drive to Lawrence + DVP.

Number: 3 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 3:19:35 PM -05'00'
Access from Anewan Park into the trail would be awesome!

Number: 4 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:30:38 AM -05'00'
New trail put in are very large, too large for my liking, changed area from pure nature to city park feel.

Number: 5 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:26:15 AM -05'00'
Erosion on west side cliff.

Number: 6 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:22:21 AM -05'00'
Access from Anewan Park into the trail would be awesome!

Number: 7 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:29:33 AM -05'00'
Unsightly views of DVP!

Number: 8 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:23:07 AM -05'00'
Trail feels like a highway through the forest + encourages "speeding through".

Number: 9 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:17:33 AM -05'00'
Connection to Gatineau.

Number: 10 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:29:12 AM -05'00'
Trail TOO steep, should have been serpentine. It is dangerous at the best of times.

Number: 11 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:20:52 AM -05'00'
Erosion known as "dead man's cliff".

Number: 12 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:20:35 AM -05'00'
Trail past Wigmore Park nonexistent - very steep grade.

Number: 13 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:21:43 AM -05'00'
One of the most beautiful spots in the city feels like pure nature.

Number: 14 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:17:59 AM -05'00'
Stream full of debris - not flowing into creek, on to path instead.

Number: 15 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:26:40 AM -05'00'
Biking, walking.

Number: 16 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:19:24 AM -05'00'
Small beach/fish swimming. Erosion visible, dog walker -  me too! 
To be game(?)

Number: 17 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:18:11 AM -05'00'
Eroded pathway.

Number: 18 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:27:21 AM -05'00'
Access paved last year is already eroding - grade is too steep.

Number: 19 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:16:33 AM -05'00'
Cycling west to TBG cafe at Lawrence + Leslie - Victoria Park is a bit of a dead end!

Number: 20 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:28:11 AM -05'00'
No problem to connect this trail to continue South (leaving the East side other river by Anewan flood untouched).





1

2 3
4

5
6

7

8 910
11

12 131415161718
1920

21
22

23



Number: 1 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:40:31 AM -05'00'
Large pines, do not put trail here.

Number: 2 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:35:35 AM -05'00'
Steps up to Eglinton, very hard to get bikes up. 
<-------

Number: 3 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:43:41 AM -05'00'
Does public land go up to Bermondsey here?

Number: 4 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:42:35 AM -05'00'
Planted by volunteers.

Number: 5 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:41:33 AM -05'00'
Family of deer live here + live heron, mink, fox, hawk, owl nest.

Number: 6 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:40:06 AM -05'00'
Hiking photography nature quiet.

Number: 7 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:45:28 AM -05'00'
Very inconvenient this access closed.

Number: 8 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:36:37 AM -05'00'
There are paths/trails on this side of the river - but no real way to access.

Number: 9 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:44:56 AM -05'00'
Unstable bluffs here but only way in.

Number: 10 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:37:20 AM -05'00'
Science Centre has "no bikes" signs + barrier gate blocks access at bottom of hill. Why?

Number: 11 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:44:12 AM -05'00'
Safety, no space here between building + tracks.

Number: 12 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:39:16 AM -05'00'
Gateway Greenbelt perfect access to Flemingda Park resident.

Number: 13 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:46:02 AM -05'00'
70 yellow lady slipper orchids seen here 2012.

Number: 14 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:46:24 AM -05'00'
Rare orchids seen here 2010.

Number: 15 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:47:32 AM -05'00'
Single path trail mountain biker + trail runners use Taylor Creek up to Eglinton.

Number: 16 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:48:39 AM -05'00'
Slope erosion has made the hill unstable. Any activity can cause further damage to delicate condition. 

(Another note directly underneath: "Yes. Erosion. Be careful")

Number: 17 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:49:11 AM -05'00'
Parkview hills erosion project 2007+?

Number: 18 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:37:43 AM -05'00'
Water fountains?? None or don't work.

Number: 19 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:49:36 AM -05'00'
Families of deer live in here.

Number: 20 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:50:31 AM -05'00'
Pathway up to Don Mills Road is in poor condition.

Number: 21 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:49:59 AM -05'00'
150 diam. Red Oak.

Number: 22 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:51:03 AM -05'00'
Very good wetland + forest here.

Number: 23 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:51:36 AM -05'00'

Comments continued on next page

Summary of Comments on Area 2 Map



No real access to Don Mills Rd. 
-Makeshift trail goes onto sidewalk.

Number: 24 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:52:03 AM -05'00'
Hiking + photography.
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Number: 1 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:55:50 AM -05'00'
Wild deer are seen in this area and are thriving, very sensitive!

Number: 2 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:08:50 AM -05'00'
Gateway Greenbelt 
-connection to Flemington Pk Community.

Number: 3 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:58:35 AM -05'00'
Erosion at back of 15 Victoria Linkway at ravine edge.

Number: 4 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:59:09 AM -05'00'
Must walk along track here.

Number: 5 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:08:20 AM -05'00'
Wish we could get in here.

Number: 6 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:03:47 AM -05'00'
Walk + ski.

Number: 7 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:03:41 AM -05'00'
Slope erosion has made the hill unstable. Any disturbance causes damage to the slope.

Number: 8 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:07:03 AM -05'00'
Must walk along track here.

Number: 9 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:07:47 AM -05'00'
Proper bike trail + signs is needed leading from bridge towards Don Mills Rd (Shell gas).

Number: 10 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:03:53 AM -05'00'
Salmon in fall, red trails + sprays, pile at ed. beaver.

Number: 11 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:09:28 AM -05'00'
Fleming Pk connection Gateway Greenbelt. 
40,000 people!

Number: 12 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:03:56 AM -05'00'
Keep it natural + clean up waterway. Dislike the 'highway' trail that was completed to 'nowhere'.

Number: 13 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:03:06 AM -05'00'
Designated foot trails to pavement bush walking.

Number: 14 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:03:02 AM -05'00'
Deers + doe + fawn.

Number: 15 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:53:58 AM -05'00'
Walk a bike.

Number: 16 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:57:14 AM -05'00'
Walk, bike, dogwalk, jog.

Number: 17 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:10:53 AM -05'00'
-Lots of mountain bike activity - cutting trees + making paths + closing some paths.

Number: 18 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:22:23 AM -05'00'
There are all access point closed in legal activities of the bikers peto reafing(?) of the hills.

Number: 19 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:11:57 AM -05'00'
-Erosion + trees falling - big time! 
-No access from top of ravine --> have been closed. 
-Fire concerns because of dried wood.

Number: 20 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:56:55 AM -05'00'
Walk. Lead nature walk. Lead seniors' hikes. Bike. Cross country ski.

Number: 21 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:04:56 AM -05'00'
Bike, walk dog, wall/dog park.

Number: 22 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:06:09 AM -05'00'
Water fountains?? 
Non-existent or don't work.

Comments continued on next page

Summary of Comments on Area 3 Map



Number: 23 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:05:40 AM -05'00'
Homeless person encampment here. 2417 (runs generator in winter)

Number: 24 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:54:55 AM -05'00'
Maintenance! 
-Erosion coming from this are behind, clean up trees down in river.

Number: 25 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:53:35 AM -05'00'
Enter at Dawrs Rd heading to TBG Cafe for lunch.

Number: 26 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 10:06:45 AM -05'00'
Like here. Hike, dog walk, deserve nature.

Number: 27 Author: Admin Date: 2/20/2013 9:55:12 AM -05'00'
Dog park new.



From: Maogosha Pyjor
To:
Subject: Re: East Don Trail EA Study
Date: 02/27/2013 10:42 AM

Hello ,

Thank you for taking the time to provide your feedback on topics discussed at the public open house.
Your comments will be recorded and shared with the project team. I will also add you the project mailing
list unless you indicate otherwise.

Please note that all the materials from the February 13th meeting are available on line at:
www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail

Kind Regards,
Maogosha

Maogosha Pyjor
Sr. Public Consultation Coordinator
City of Toronto
Metro Hall, 55 John St., 19th Floor
Toronto, Ontario M5V 3C6
T: 416-338-2850
F: 416-392-2974
mpyjor@toronto.ca 

>>>  2/13/2013 2:55 pm >>>
You asked for input to inform this study. Topics to discuss include:

How and where you are utilizing the East Don valley lands

Key areas of interest in the study area

Challenges, opportunities and other concerns

How we can engage the community and provide opportunities for participation

I cannot ateend your meeting this evening so I'd like to provide you with some information on use:

1. I would like to let you know that I use the existing Gatineau trail along its full length (Victoria Park
to Scarborough Golf Club Road and Ellesmere) when able to (i.e when clear of snow and ice). I
ride this trail approximately 2-3 times a week.

2. Were the trail cleared I'd use it in the winter too.
3. Were the trail extended and connected to trails or bike lanes, I would use the route more often.

(Removal of the Pharmacy bike lane reduced the utility of this trail last year.)

-- 
 

mailto:mpyjor@toronto.ca
http://www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail


From: East Don Trail
To:
Subject: Re:  East Don Tail Comment
Date: 02/19/2013 11:26 AM

Hi ,
 
Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments and local expertise.
Your input has been recorded and will be shared with the project team to help inform this project. 
 
Kind Regards,
Maogosha

>>>  2/18/2013 6:26 pm >>>
Hi Ms Pyjor,

Thank you for the opportunity to consider the issues around the EA for  
the East Don Trail at the public open house on February 13th.

East Don Tail (sic) Comments

Activity 1  How are you using...  -  I cycle in the area.

Study 1  Where do you currently access the East Don Valley system?

I enter the Don River trail system from the east via Taylor Creek Park  
at Victoria Park Av or Dawes Rd, or from the south via Bike Route 4 at  
Lakeshore Rd, or from the north via the East Don Parkland at Leslie St  
and Steeles Av, or via the Betty Sutherland Trail at Duncan Mill Rd.   
Most rides are south from Taylor Creek through the Lower Don  
Parklands, to Lakeshore  and Leslie (lunch at Starbucks), or north  
from Taylor Creek to Edwards Gardens (West Don; lunch at TBG Cafe).   
If I am coming east from lunch at Yonge and Lawrence, I may enter the  
valley from Bike Route 26 to connect to Eglinton Av E.

2 Opportunity statement - agree?

Half yes (there is a gap) and half no (the East Don Trail will not  
"fill this existing gap").

To create "a continuous connected trail network" the East Don Trail  
needs to connect to the south end of the Betty Sutherland Trail at  
Duncan Mill Rd. Stopping the trail at Lawrence leaves a giant hole  
between Lawrence and York Mills. A difficulty will be squeezing around  
the edge of the Donalda Golf and Country Club property and following  
the Don East underneath Lawrence, underneath the DVP, underneath Don  
Mills Rd and underneath Duncan Mill Rd.  Street maps hint that there  
are bridges over the river on all of these roads, but it is not  
obvious that those bridges were built to facilitate pedestrian or  
cycle paths.  Following Tyler Creek east to connect with the Gatineau  
Trail at Victoria Park Av is a commendable ambition. That leg could  
pass north of the Jonesville garden allotments; I don't know what  
happens near the Flemingdon Park Golf Club.  I don't know how Tyler  
Creek gets underneath Eglinton Ave - the street maps do not show a  
bridge on Eglinton; the creek might be in a pipe there.

It might be undesirable to insert new traffic signals on Victoria Park  
at the Gatineau Trail, but it would be reasonable to bring the trail  
across Victoria Park at the existing signals at Craigton.  There is an  
existing wide, paved boulevard on Victoria Park from just north of  

mailto:eastdontrail@toronto.ca


Craigton to the Gatineau Trail - that could be repurposed as off-road  
trail if you don't want to put a bike lane on Victoria Park.  Note:  
there is development currently ongoing on the northeast corner of  
Craigton and Victoria Park - I have no idea whether or not that
hole will become an obstruction to the boulevard as a trail.  The  
boulevard doesn't widen out until a few metres north of Craigton, so  
it might be necessary to shift the sidewalk a bit further east -  
toward the new development.

3  Trail objectives - agree?

Yes, with reservations :)

I have a reservation about the "ensure that the implemented trail  
design will be .. economically viable" objective. What does it mean  
for a trail to be economically viable?  Is there a toll booth?  A  
trail permit?  Trails don't usually come with sustaining revenue.  The  
Martin Goodman trail probably benefits from food vendors beside the  
trail providing some business licences fees.  I don't see revenue  
opportunities in the East Don valley.  The West Don
trails benefit from businesses at Edwards Gardens and Sunnybrook Park;  
the Gatineau Trail might benefit from soccer and cricket field  
permits; I don't know that the Donalda or Flemingdon golf clubs would  
be interested in subsidizing a trail.  We don't even have Rees  
St-style pay toilets this far northeast.  The concept of "economically  
viable" needs elaboration.

The expression "and thus preventing informal trails..." needs  
explanation.  The common form of multi-use trail that the City builds  
does nothing to prevent informal trails - in many instances the built  
trail is sufficiently poorly designed it necessitates, if not  
encourages, the formation of informal trails to avoid water hazards,  
steep inclines, wasteful meandering, or to provide direct connections  
to popular services near the trail.  In those sensitive areas where
preventing informal trails is important, the trail needs to include  
containment devices.  The trail could be elevated with railings (think  
of a boardwalk through a wetland, for example), a natural stone wall  
forming edges for the trail, a loose pebble gutter beside the trail,  
or a thick growth of thorny shrubs, to keep the herds on the trail.   
With that level of containment it will be necessary to craft much  
better than normal drainage facility so that ponding on the trail and  
mud flows over the trail are eliminated.  That will be a design  
challenge - we don't even accomplish that for our regular streets.

Alternatively, it might be adequate to view the trail corrider with a  
critical mind and recognizes that there are no sensitive areas worth  
preserving anywhere south of Steeles.  Then, you simply adopt the  
informal trail network as part of the formal trail and maintain them  
appropriately.  The notions of respecting natural environment and  
opening recreational opportunites may be conflicting objectives - pick  
one, or rank them.

Defining the East Don Trail as a commuter transportation route  
automatically requires winter maintenance. Are you sure you want to go  
there?  It is easy to build a case for servicing the transportation  
objective with on-street routes.

It would be appropriate to explicitly prioritize the three trail  
objectives so that there is an unambiguous hierarchy for resolving  
conflicts.  Those clear priorities would allow you to prohibit  



commuter traffic faster than 20 km/hr if that conflicts with seniors'  
recreational wandering, for example, and it would
let you route the East Don Trail onto streets or into fenced corridors  
where that was necessary to protect rare weeds from being trampled.

4  Opportunities and Concerns

1 Like:  off-road route designed for wheel chair access - precludes stairs.
2 Like:  connection with the Gatineau Trail - links downtown and  
central Scarborough
3 Like:  trail specifications - much better than mud ruts

1 Concern:  multi-use trail concept - puts different momentum uses  
into conflict
2 Concern:  boundary at Lawrence - precludes connection with existing  
trails further north
3 Concern:  weasel-words - "where possible", "will be investigated"  
are feeble commitments.

5  Additional comments

I am not yet convinced that it is sensible to confuse the ideas of  
Bikeway Trail Network with Multi-use Trail Network.  In our  
transportation system designs we use different strategies for  
residential streets versus expressways versus rail corridors even when  
all three are flowing parallel to each other.  I think it would be  
useful to separate the Bikeways trails from Pedestrian paths by at  
least a few inches, so that we can relax the 20 km/hr limit on the  
bikeways and let commuter and recreational cyclists flow faster  
without endangering slower moving objects.  We already offer that  
separation along parts of the Martin Goodman Trail - that is a tiny  
step in a better strategy.

Regards,
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East Don Tail – Comment Sheet  
    First Public Meeting   -   Wednesday, February 13, 2013 

 
Thank you for participating in this Public Meeting.  Please complete this comment sheet so we can 
learn more about your suggestions and concerns about this project.   
  
The City of Toronto and TRCA are conducting an Environmental Assessment Study to propose a 
route for the East Don Trail between the north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area, the Lower 
Don Trail System, and Gatineau Corridor Trail. Through this study a range of alternatives will be 
explored and evaluated and, from these options a preferred trail route will be selected.  
 
Throughout this process the community will provide feedback which will help inform the 
Environmental Assessment process, and determine the preferred trail route. The first public 
event is to introduce the study to the community and gain feedback about how you are using 
the area and if you have any suggestions and concerns. 
 
Please submit your comments today or by February 28, 2013.  See the last page for details. 
The display materials will be posted online at www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 
 
 
Your Interests and Activities 

1. How are you using the Study Area? (Check all that apply):   

 I live near the East Don Valley 
 I work near the East Don Valley 
 I study near the East Don Valley 
 I own a business near the East Don Valley 

 
Study Questions 

1. Where do you currently access the East Don Valley system? 
Please indicate on the map provided and or include nearby streets or other local 
landmarks. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 I walk in the area 
 I run in the area 
 I bike in the area 
 I explore nature in the area 
 Other ______________________ 
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The Anewen Green Belt and Wigmore Park.
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2. The following opportunity statement has been developed to guide the East Don Trail 

Project: 
A significant gap in the multi-use trail network exists within the East Don Corridor 
between the north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area, the Gatineau Trail and the 
Lower Don Trail. The East Don Trail will fill this existing gap in the trail network thus 
creating a continuous connected trail network. 

 
Do you agree with the above opportunity statement? 

 Yes 
 No 

 
Do you have any comments or concerns regarding the opportunity statement? 

  
 

 

 

 
3. After reviewing the panels this evening, do you agree with the trail objectives outlined 

for the East Don Trail?  
 Yes 
 No 

 
Do you have any comments or concerns about the trail objectives for the East Don 
Trail?  

  
 

 

 

 
4. Please identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail: 

What are the top three things you like and why? 
What are the top three concerns you have and how should they be addressed? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

lnemecek
Typewritten text
x

lnemecek
Typewritten text


lnemecek
Typewritten text
This property/land already contains soft traveled foot trails, and are used by many residents in the area. By urbanizing this one of the last pieces of natural paradise would be a travesty. With such a developed trail it would definitely disrupt the natural habitat of so much wildlife in their now natural environment, not to mention the volume of traffic and it's affects. Main point, the lack of respect for the land and the garbage that comes with it. I know this for a fact having family in 
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communities where such trails have been developed and the main comment is that people do not respect there natural surrounding and leave garbage and dog fesses everywhere.  
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I understand their objective but do not agree. Why pick one of the last most beautiful peice of nature and urbanize it. 
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2) The wild life. Any disruption to their habitat will have a negative impact. Location of the trail must be addressed.
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3) People using this part of the trail as a throughway and lacking the respect of it's true beauty. Not sure how 
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 this can be prevented.
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5. Please provide additional suggestions and/or comments. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Public Consultation  

1. How did you learn about today’s public open house?  
 Flyer in the Mail 
 Walk-by  

 E-Mail List  (e.g. Cyclometer, 
Councillor) 

 

 Other: 
_______________________ 

2. How do you want to be kept informed about this project?  
 Flyer in the Mail 
 Email 

 Website  Other: 
_______________________ 

Optional – Your Contact Details 
 
Name:                        Organization:                                                                                      .              
 
Phone:                                  Address:                                        Email:               .             
 

Thank you for your input! 
Please submit your comment form at the registration table  

or send in your comments by February 28, 2013 using one of the following options: 
 
Postal:   East Don Trail 
               Public Consultation Unit  
               55 John Street, Metro Hall, 19th Floor 
               City of Toronto 
               Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 
           

 
   Contact:
 
    TTY: 
    Fax: 

 
416-338-2850  
eastdontrail@toronto.ca 
416-397-0831 
416-392-2974 

(Postage paid envelopes available at the registration table)  
 

www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 
 

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.  With the exception 
of personal information, comments will become part of the public record.  Personal information such as your name, e-mail and address 

are not included in the public record.  If you have any questions about this collection, please contact Senior Public Consultation 
Coordinator Maogosha Pyjor at 416-338-2850 
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My main focus is to protect this natural beauty. The only way to compromise since this has been communicated
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 being a pet project of Denzel Menon Wong (he will do everything to see it through) is the final location of the trail. 

lnemecek
Typewritten text
My suggestion is to work around the Anewen green belt and Wigmore park area. A comment made by Mr Wong
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was that this project would raise the value of our houses, making the area more attractive. First I have no plans 
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 I guess this tells you how I feel on this matter. I hope my voice is heard.
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East Don Trail  
Environmental Assessment 
 
Public Open House February 13, 2013 
 
Public Consultation Report 
 

 
 

Prepared by 
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 

In cooperation with 
Maogosha Pygor 

Sr. Public Consultation Coordinator 
City of Toronto 

March 18, 2013 
  



1 Introduction 
On February 13, 2013 the City of Toronto (the City) and Toronto and Region Conservation Authority 
(TRCA) hosted a Public Information Centre (PIC) to introduce and gather feedback for the East Don Trail 
Environmental Assessment (EA) study. Local residents and interested individuals were invited to learn 
about the project through panels and conversations with City and TRCA staff. Participants were also 
encouraged to fill out comment forms and participate in an interactive mapping exercise to identify where 
they access the East Don Corridor, how they use the area and what they notice while visiting. Overall, the 
event was well attended, solicited a range of feedback about the project, and facilitated an exchange of 
ideas and opinions amongst residents, interested individuals, TRCA, and City staff. 
Following the event, the display panels were made available on the project web page: 
www.toronto.ca/involved/projects/eastdontrail 

2 Communications Received 
•  77 participants signed in at the open house. 
• 41 comments were received during the comment period: 25 comment forms were submitted at the 

event and 16 comments were received after the event (5 via email; 11 were mailed in). 
• Conversation topics between City and TRCA staff and Open House participants have also been 

incorporated into the summary below. 

All submissions have been documented, acknowledged and/or responded to appropriately. 

3 Key Comments and Ideas Expressed 
Below is a summary of the key ideas and opinions expressed by stakeholders through various 
communications. Points have been amalgamated, summarized, and organized by topic. 
Points have been numbered within topics for referencing convenience and do not represent the priority of 
importance. 

Overall 
While the majority of public responses support this project, there is also some opposition. Support for the 
project can be mainly attributed to the benefit of: increasing opportunities for recreation, making larger 
cycling network connections, providing safe routes for cyclists, and providing better access for a wider 
demographic. Opposition for the project can be mainly attributed to the potential environmental impacts, 
concern over impacts on personal enjoyment of the trails with increased use, and peoples' experiences 
with a lack of bicycle etiquette. 

New Design Concerns/Ideas  
1. Support for the connection, but many people believe it should be a broader opportunity for 

connections and access to other areas. 
2. Support for the provision of stairs and hand rails in areas with steep grades. 
3. Some residents requested the installation of an asphalt (or similar) surface due to accessibility 

issues with granular surfaces and uneven surfaces for elderly users. 



4. Some residents are adamantly opposed to concrete or pavement in the valley, they feel it will 
damage the natural environment and ruin the natural feel of the area. 

Community & Recreation 
5. Conflict of uses, specifically between bikers and walkers. Each group does not want the other 

to disturb their enjoyment and use of the space. 
6. Mountain bikers are concerned about the impact the trail may have on their sport. The 

concern is that a new trail would restrict mountain biking opportunities within the area through 
increased enforcement and demolition of existing trails. 

7. Concern about the trail connection bringing more people to the area, causing overcrowding 
and decreasing the enjoyment for current users 

Safety 
8. Concern about water levels, and the trail becoming flooded. 
9. Slope and grades are one of the most prevalent concerns raised by the public. People are 

concerned that the steep grades may compromise the safety of the trail when wet, icy or 
snowy and prevent some residents from enjoying the use of the trail, such as the elderly, who 
may have a difficulty climbing up and down the slopes. 

10. The safety and stability of the hills and other slopes that are highly eroded. 
11. Railroad tracks are a safety concern for some residents; currently the informal trails follow the 

tracks in some areas. 

Maintenance 
12. The majority of the public would like to see a high quality paved trail implemented with proper 

maintenance for year-round enjoyment. 
13. Proper maintenance of trail amenities was noted (i.e. regular clearing of snow and ice; 

cleaning garbage cans and washrooms). 

Access/Connections 
14. Wheelchair accessibility and provision of stairs in areas with steep grades. 
15. Access through Flemingdon Golf Course is important to many residents. 
16. Provision of more and improved access points. Multiple access points have been requested 

from various spots across the trail network. 
17. People are supportive of the connection, especially to the downtown. Excellent alternative to 

the major roads for people who commute by bicycle. 

Environmental Impacts/Aesthetics 
18. Many residents are concerned about the impact of the trail on the natural environment: 

a. Negative effects on wildlife, such as deer, turtles etc. 
b. Further habitat fragmentation. 

19. Participants would like to see the current high quality forests and wetlands preserved; do not 
put the trail through these areas, or any other areas of habitat that may be negatively 
affected. 

20. Some residents see the project as an opportunity to remediate areas of erosion, improve 
current habitat and remove invasive species. 

21. Other residents are concerned that invasive species may become more of a problem with the 
implementation of the trail network. 



22. Residents are concerned that the trail will increase the amount of litter in the area, pollute the 
river and degrade the quality of the current natural areas. 

23. Maintain natural ambience in the area; avoid having the trail exposed to the Don Valley 
Parkway.  

Amenities 
24. Important to provide adequate signage and way finding. 

Specific Suggestions/Concerns 
25. Some residents are frustrated that the trail network has not already been implemented. Most 

of those in support of the project would like to see the trail be constructed very soon. 

Out of Scope Interests 
26. Creation of new recreational areas. 
27. Provide access to other areas including a connection to The Brickworks. 
28. Provide an access point at Don Mills and Overlea Blvd. 
29. Implementation of off-leash dog parks in the trail network. 
30. Provide adequate number of garbage cans, washrooms and drinking fountains along the trail. 

4 Going Forward – How Key Comments will be 
addressed 

This list above provides a summary of what was heard during the open house and in comments sheets 
submitted during the comment period. These key comments will be addressed through a variety of means 
including: Frequently Asked Questions that will be posted on the project website and provided at 
upcoming public open houses, a project newsletter, and ongoing correspondence with City and TRCA 
staff.  
 
To stay informed about the East Don Trail Project, please visit the project website at: 
www.toronto.ca/involved/projects/eastdontrail 
 
or contact  Maogosha Pyjor 

Public Consultation Coordinator 
City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 19th Fl. 
55 John St. 
Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 
Tel: 416-338-2850 
Fax: 416-392-2974 
TTY: 416-397-0831 
E-mail: eastdontrail@toronto.ca 

http://www.toronto.ca/involved/projects/eastdontrail


Question Options Public Response

Yes 30

No 6

Neither 4

Public Comment/Response Impact 

While I agree with the statement and would love to have paved access for bicycling, there is a real need to 

address the impact of this type of trails on the "wild nature" of the area as it now stands.

The potential impacts of trail to the existing natural and physical environment were considered in 

developing and evaluating the preferred trail alignment alternative as well as the preferred trail design 

concept. Potential impact to aquatic habitat, vegetation communities, wildlife and wildlife habitat were 

examined in Phase 2 of EA. In Phase 3, detailed tree inventory data were used to develop and evaluate 

trail design concepts. In addition, the existing conditions of the area include a number of informal trails 

that are currently being utilized in an unmanged state. Furthermore, as it is recognized that some damage 

may occur as a result of trail implementation, Restoration and Monitoring Plans will be developed during 

trail detailed design. The Monitoring Plan will outline the procedures to monitor the potential 

environmental impacts of trail construction as well as assess the effectiveness of impact mitigation 

measures. Also to be developed during detailed design, the Restoration Plan will address compensation 

for necessary vegetation removal required to construct the trail. 

I prefer to preserve the natural + informal landscape as it is. A connection would be acceptable to me only as 

part of a designated foot path. Also I would prefer to have foot trails and separate "trails" (not roads) for bikes 

+ blades.

Noted by project team

The CN railway and Flemingdon Park Golf Club lessen opportunities. Noted by project team

The East Don is a wonderful area of urban, mostly undisturbed, wilderness. It is important to have local 

unpaved trails to enjoy the forest as well as larger access trails. It would be wonderful to enjoy the length of 

the East Don connecting to the Taylor Creek + railway.

Noted by project team

Opportunity to remediate eroded areas, plan wetlands.

Mitigate/concentrate user impacts.

User impacts mitigation will be carried out during detailed design (e.g., possibility of fencing sensitive 

areas will be explored). Opportunities to remediate eroded areas as well as create wetlands may be 

explored as part of the Restoration Plan development, also during detailed design. Notably, impacts of 

alternative trail alignments to wetlands and channel erosion were considered in Phase 2 of the EA.  

There are very good quality forest and wetland habitats that could be destroyed by choosing a bad trail 

alignment or by poor construction practices.

The potential impacts of trail to the existing natural and physical environment were considered in 

developing and evaluating the preferred trail alignment alternative as well as the preferred trail design 

concept. Potential impact to aquatic habitat, vegetation communities, wildlife and wildlife habitat were 

examined in Phase 2 of EA. In Phase 3, detailed tree inventory data were used to develop and evaluate 

trail design concepts. Furthermore, as it is recognized that some damage may occur as a result of trail 

implementation, a Restoration and Monitoring Plans will be developed during trail detailed design. 

Monitoring Plan will outline the procedures to monitor the potential environmental impacts of trail 

construction as well as assess the effectiveness of impact mitigation measures. Restoration Plan will 

address compensation for necessary vegetation removal required to construct the trail. 

Toronto's ravine system provides an excellent opportunity for a city-wide network of high quality and 

environmentally responsible trails, as seen in the lower Don and Humber areas. It is a shame the East Don 

link is missing.

Noted by project team

I like the idea but this area is unique in that it is left natural without multi-use park activities. There are many 

parks and trails around and if one wants to get through, one can. How I would like to see money spent is 

opening up corridors through golf courses that completely block the valley system from use such as Donalda 

club.

Noted by project team

Should speak to the quality of trail being built. See the "Trails Planning Working Group" by the Resort 

Municipality of Whislter, BC (best practices).

Noted by project team

Study Question: Do you agree with the above opportunity statement?

Study Question: Do you have any comments or concerns regarding the opportunity statement?



I would rather have this area close to mother nature as much as possible; however, I totally agree to have 

this connection.

Noted by project team

Public Comment/Response Impact 

The sooner the better a trail should be there, it is becoming a mess of mis-use. Noted by project team

I'm a cyclist, so I think it's a very good to fill the existing gap in the trail network. Noted by project team

I'm concerned the residents of Flemingdon Park will be left out of the assessment and not having convenient, 

safe access to the East Don Trail.

Noted by project team 

It concerns me that putting the trail system in it will not be maintained like Taylor Creek. Noted by project team. Trail Operations and Maintenance Plan will be developed during trail detailed 

design. 

Will the golf courses be affected? I am a golfer. Potential Impacts to the golf course operations were examined during the evaluation of alternative trail 

alignments in Phase 2 of the EA. Consultation with Flemingdon Park Golf Club was carried out during all 

Phases of the EA, and will continue to be conducted to obtain input on trail design where the trail is 

routed adjacent to the course as well as ensure the construction-related disturbance to golf course users 

is minimized.

Trail should minimize the impact on existing plants, water system. The potential impacts of trail to the existing natural and physical environment were considered in 

developing and evaluating the preferred trail alignment alternative as well as the preferred trail design 

concept. Potential impact to East Don River processes, aquatic habitat, vegetation communities, wildlife 

and wildlife habitat were examined in Phase 2 of EA. In Phase 3, detailed tree inventory data were used to 

develop and evaluate trail design concepts.

I love the idea of easier access to extended cycling trails. Noted by project team 

We would like it left as is. Noted by project team 

This is the last of our real green space in the city. The area is alive with nature. Noted by project team 

This property/land already contains soft travelled foot trails, and are used by many residents in the area. By 

urbanizing this one of the last pieces of natural paradise would be a travesty. With such a developed trail it 

would definitely disrupt the natural habitat of so much wildlife in their now natural environment, not to 

mention the volume of traffic and its affects. Main point, the lack of respect for the land and the garbage that 

comes with it. I know this for a fact having family in communities where such trails have been developed and 

the main comment is that people do not respect there natural surrounding and leave garbage and dog feces 

everywhere.

Noted by the project team. Project FAQs updated to address questions in regards to increase in traffic 

and its impacts such as disturbance to wildlife and increase in garbage, as well as trail etiquette. 

While the impetus behind this project is well-intentioned, the opportunity statement ignores the ecological 

costs of constructing a trail in this area, and also takes as a given that a “continuous connected trail network” 

is necessary and desirable. That assumption is questionable, as the Don Valley is already served by an 

extensive multi-use path network, in Taylor Creek, the West Don, and the Lower Don. Given this wide range 

of options, it is not clear that additional multi-use trails are needed. 

If there really is a strong need to connect to the Scarborough trails, the option also exists to make this 

connection by completing the “Scarborough Hydro Corridor Kennedy TTC station to Warden Woods/Lower 

Don trail connection” (project #6 in the City’s Bikeway Trails Implementation Plan”) and filling in the small 

gap in the Taylor Creek trail system between Victoria Park Avenue and Pharmacy Avenue. This would likely 

be a lower-cost and less ecologically disruptive connection between the Don Valley and Scarborough 

systems than the proposed East Don Trail.

Noted by project team. No impact. The East Don Trail project was identified in the City's Bikeways 

Implementation Plan which included public consultation.  The East Don Trail was identified as a priority 

through this process.

The ecological cost of constructing a trail in a valley setting is reflected in the Natural Environment project 

objectives. Connection points between the proposed trail and existing trail systems that are to be adhered 

to during the EA process were specifically named. 

The proposed trail will indeed fill in the gaps as described but if the proposed trail cannot be built without 

having a negative effect on the natural environment, then we ought to simply live with the gap(s). Some gaps 

are necessary in other trails and people simply learn to adapt their use of the trail system knowing these 

gaps exist. Even the Bruce Tail has sections where the trail has to leave the valley or escarpment and carries 

on using public roads. Users understand this situation. If gaps are deemed to be necessary in this new trail, 

then there should be a suitable access or exit trail into/out of the valley at both ends of the gap. I heard 

people talking about using the trail system as part of a bike commuter system but these trails will not be 

serviced during the winter months and, thus, providing a trail without gaps for bike commuters simply should 

not be stated as an objective.

Noted by project team. Transportation objective was revised to emphasize the fact that the proposed trail 

is intended to function as a multi-use trail rather than solely a commuter route. The ecological cost of 

constructing a trail in a valley setting is reflected in the Natural Environment project objectives. 

Study Question: Do you have any comments or concerns regarding the opportunity statement?



This is a good idea to link the parks. Noted by project team

Very excited that this is going to happen! Noted by project team

I am more interested in nature as nature rather than seeing the development of more trails. Noted by project team

Public Comment/Response Impact 

This would improve the quality of my life, as I would bike to work rather than drive. I am a big supporter of 

your project because it would open up my neighbourhood of Thorncliffe Park to others in the GTA. Might 

make community a little less cut off and isolated.

Noted by project team

Try to complete this in a reasonable time. Remember, this is long overdue. Noted by project team

Question Options Public Response

Yes 28

No 5

Neither 4

Public Comment/Response Impact 

Avoid over-development - especially lighting + wide paving. Skeptical about outcomes vs. all of the time + 

energy since I have witnessed over and over again sell outs to true conservation.

Trail appearance and opportunities to avoid, or mitigate effects on the natural environment were 

addressed in the alternatives evaluation process, which included trail aesthetics component. Based on 

this component, crossing structures and segments most consistent with the natural environment 

experience were selected to form the preferred route, where possible. 

Project FAQs, available on project website, included information that addressed questions about 

aesthetics/trail appearance as well as impacts of construction, user traffic and restoration efforts.

Again, as per notes above, I will give up paved access if the environmental/nature impact is too much. Noted by project team

It may be hard to build 3 to 4 m wide without steep grades. If it was narrower with stairs in places it would be 

more practical, like the paths in Kortright center for Conservation, Vaughan, or Seaton Trail, Pickering.

Project team acknowledged challenges presented by steep grades. Project FAQs, available on project 

website, were updated to address concerns in regards to steep grades. Wherever possible, the trail will 

be designed and built to comply with the Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA). 

Throughout the process of the preferred route selection, all efforts were made to route the trail in areas of 

minimal grade changes.  In cases where the trail locations, and consequently the design, are restricted, 

less steep alternatives were explored. Trail detailed design will incorporate signage informing users of 

trail segments with potential access challenges.  

Disturbance to the watershed, removal of existing or accumulating litter along the Don forests and 

watershed.

Project team acknowledged that trail implementation would involve some disturbance to the existing 

natural environment. Environmental impacts were examined during alternative trail alignments and design 

concepts development and evaluation. In addition, a number of construction impact mitigation measures 

were proposed (outlined in the Environmental Study Report). Restoration and Monitoring Plans will be 

developed during trail detailed design. Monitoring Plan will outline the procedures to monitor the potential 

environmental impacts of trail construction as well as assess the effectiveness of impact mitigation 

measures. Restoration Plan will address compensation for necessary vegetation removal required to 

construct the trail. 

Project FAQs, available on project website, included information that addressed questions about 

disturbance to the natural environment and increase in litter accumulation.

How is "financially feasible" defined? As identified in the EA, financially feasible refers to ensuring that the preferred trail design (preferred 

alternative) will be one that is practical, financially realistic, and economically viable.

Study Question: Do you have any comments or concerns regarding the opportunity statement?

Study Question: After reviewing the panels this evening, do you agree with the trail objectives outlined for the East Don Trail?

Study Question: Do you have any comments or concerns about the trail objectives for the East Don Trail? 



I don't agree nor disagree. It feels like its coming from a good intention and has a lot of good opportunities 

even for me. But I don't like it. Mostly because this is a very unique area and I feel it should be conserved and 

protected for future generations to experience a small spot of real nature, not tamed park style nature.

Noted by project team

Are the objectives all equally weighted? I'd put far more emphasis on "natural environment" Noted by project team

Public Comment/Response Impact 

How long will it take to complete this project (trail built). I hope it will be completed within 2 years. Trail construction timeline was addressed in the project FAQs, available on project website, public 

presentation materials (Public Event #3), and will be included in the project Environmental Study Report.

As above, a major priority population has not been considered. Please include a route, safe and convenient 

for my Flemingdon Park neighbours.

Noted by project team 

Very grateful for the City to do this project. Noted by project team

I think that you underestimate the number of people who will use this route or new park. Noted by project team

Concerned the tranquil, untouched nature east of the river will turn to concrete. Project FAQs, available on project website, included information that addressed questions about 

disturbance to the natural environment as well as trail design and appearance. 

Environmental impacts were examined during alternative trail alignments and design concepts 

development and evaluation. In addition, a number of construction impact mitigation measures were 

proposed (outlined in the Environmental Study Report). Restoration and Monitoring Plans will be 

developed during trail detailed design. Monitoring Plan will outline the procedures to monitor the potential 

environmental impacts of trail construction as well as assess the effectiveness of impact mitigation 

measures. Restoration Plan will address compensation for necessary vegetation removal required to 

construct the trail. 

Hooray for encouraging slower traffic to the right and for considering commuters. Noted by project team

Bikes will bring about a different environment. They ignore speed signs everything, they cycle in multiples of 

2 or 3 and push pedestrians off the path. This has happened near Edwards GDNS and has ruined the area 

so much so we no longer go there.

Trail etiquette has been noted as an important issue and addressed in project FAQs, available on project 

website, as well as the Environmental Study Report. The City will continue to encourage safe and 

appropriate use of the trail through trail design and signage. Further efforts, such as public education 

campaigns and increased by-law enforcement, are beyond the scope of project. To report bylaw 

infractions, the public are encouraged to contact 311.

Study Question: Do you have any comments or concerns about the trail objectives for the East Don Trail? 



There are wild deer that are thriving in these green spaces and many other wild animals. This will impact 

them tremendously.

Concerns regarding the potential impacts to deer inhabiting the valley lands have been noted and 

addressed in project FAQs, available on project website. The potential impacts to wildlife and wildlife 

habitat have also been considered as part of the alternative trail alignments evaluation. 

Impacts on white-tailed deer in the study area are expected to be minor. Efforts will be made to minimize 

removal of trees and shrubs that provide cover for deer. In addition, providing a single trail can lower 

disturbance to deer  by concentrating use of the areas deer might be in to a smaller area which deer can 

avoid. Deer are highly adaptable and able to use a variety of landscapes, except open areas where they 

cannot take cover. In urban areas, white-tailed deer become more active at night and use areas with more 

cover during the day. 

Public Comment/Response Impact 

I have a reservation about the "ensure that the implemented trail design will be .. economically viable" 

objective. What does it mean for a trail to be economically viable?  Is there a toll booth?  A trail permit?  

Trails don't usually come with sustaining revenue.  The Martin Goodman trail probably benefits from food 

vendors beside the trail providing some business licenses fees.  I don't see revenue opportunities in the East 

Don valley.  The West Don trails benefit from businesses at Edwards Gardens and Sunnybrook Park; the 

Gatineau Trail might benefit from soccer and cricket field permits; I don't know that the Donalda or 

Flemingdon golf clubs would be interested in subsidizing a trail.  We don't even have Rees St-style pay 

toilets this far northeast.  The concept of "economically viable" needs elaboration.

The expression "and thus preventing informal trails..." needs explanation.  The common form of multi-use 

trail that the City builds does nothing to prevent informal trails - in many instances the built trail is sufficiently 

poorly designed it necessitates, if not encourages, the formation of informal trails to avoid water hazards, 

steep inclines, wasteful meandering, or to provide direct connections to popular services near the trail.  In 

those sensitive areas where preventing informal trails is important, the trail needs to include containment 

devices.  The trail could be elevated with railings (think of a boardwalk through a wetland, for example), a 

natural stone wall forming edges for the trail, a loose pebble gutter beside the trail, or a thick growth of thorny 

shrubs, to keep the herds on the trail. With that level of containment it will be necessary to craft much better 

than normal drainage facility so that ponding on the trail and mud flows over the trail are eliminated.  That 

will be a design challenge - we don't even accomplish that for our regular streets. Alternatively, it might be 

adequate to view the trail corridor with a critical mind and recognizes that there are no sensitive areas worth 

preserving anywhere south of Steeles.  Then, you simply adopt the informal trail network as part of the formal 

trail and maintain them appropriately.  The notions of respecting natural environment and opening 

recreational opportunities may be conflicting objectives - pick one, or rank them.

Defining the East Don Trail as a commuter transportation route automatically requires winter maintenance. 

Are you sure you want to go there?  It is easy to build a case for servicing the transportation objective with on-

street routes. It would be appropriate to explicitly prioritize the three trail objectives so that there is an 

unambiguous hierarchy for resolving conflicts.  Those clear priorities would allow you to prohibit commuter 

traffic faster than 20 km/hr if that conflicts with seniors' recreational wandering, for example, and it would let 

you route the East Don Trail onto streets or into fenced corridors where that was necessary to protect rare 

weeds from being trampled.

Economically viable refers to ensuring the project is economically feasible, and sustainable in terms of 

financial resources for the project, to ensure that the trail design took into consideration realistic costs of 

constructing and maintaining a trail.

Stakeholder feedback was used to refine and clarify project objectives to which it applied. Natural 

Environment objectives were refined to read as follows: "To assist in the management of informal trails by 

providing a single focused multi-use trail within the East Don Corridor"; "To be respectful of the natural 

environment through the alignment, design, and construction of the trail by aiming to avoid, prevent, or 

minimize negative impacts"; and "To increase access for a range of users to discover and appreciate 

natural areas within the City". Transportation objective was revised to read "To function as a safe travel 

route to everyday places and amenities".   

I understand their objective but do not agree. Why pick one of the last most beautiful piece of nature and 

urbanize it.

Noted by project team

Study Question: Do you have any comments or concerns about the trail objectives for the East Don Trail? 



Public Comment/Response Impact 

I will comment on several of the proposed objectives: 

“The East Don Trail will be designed to be respectful of the natural environment.” 

No matter how sensitive the trail design, the very existence of the trail will greatly increase the number of 

people using this area, changing the natural environment. This can be seen by looking at the portion of the 

East Don Valley between Eglinton and Lawrence. The southern half of this section (where no formal trails 

exist) is as close to wilderness as one can find in Toronto, with solitude and the chance to see deer and 

coyotes. The northern half (where a wide multi-use trail exists) has little in the way of solitude or wildlife.

The problems are aggravated by the steep terrain in this area, which will make the development of a low-

impact trail difficult, if not impossible. The large number of proposed river crossings, the width of the trail, 

and the suggestion that “the trail will investigate options to accommodate emergency and City park 

maintenance vehicles” all suggest that the trail will disrupt the area.

“The East Don Trail will create outdoor recreational opportunities for a variety of users.” “The trail will 

increase access for people to discover and appreciate natural areas within the City.”

These objectives prioritize one group of users (those that require a paved trail, e.g. cyclists) over those that 

enjoy more passive recreation (e.g. hikers and birdwatchers). There already exist hundreds of kilometers for 

recreational cycling within the city. In contrast, the East Don Valley is perhaps the best spot left in Toronto for 

passive hiking and nature watching (with the possible exception of sections of the Rouge Valley), which will 

be disrupted if this trail is built. Thus, the trail would expand recreational opportunities for a user base where 

opportunities are already abundant, and remove opportunities for a user base where opportunities are rare.

Throughout the EA Phases 2 and 3 (development of the preferred trail alignment and trail design 

concept), all efforts were made to ensure that the trail location was respectful of the natural environment 

and negative environmental effects were minimized. At the same time, the project team acknowledged 

that, due to the scale of the project, there are environmental impacts that may require mitigation through 

the detailed design and during and following construction. 

During the detailed design stage, all efforts will be made to avoid injury to or removal of as many large 

long-lived native trees as possible. All tree removals will be subject to approval by City of Toronto Urban 

Forestry. In addition, trail sections located adjacent to high priority forested areas (those with low level of 

disturbance) may include fencing to ensure users remain on the multi-use trail. 

Several categories of trail users were considered for the purposes of this project, which included people 

with limited mobility, people with baby strollers, in-line skaters, hikers, walkers, joggers, dog walkers, and 

cyclists - as reflected in the identified opportunities of the EA.

In addition, currently the area contains an extensive network of informal trails. These informal trails have 

an impact on the natural environment, including: habitat fragmentation, and increased interaction between 

people and local wildlife and/or, their pets and wildlife. By developing a single multi-use trail, users will be 

encouraged to stay on a single route. 

I generally agree with the objectives except that on the list of users was ‘off-leash dog areas/walkers’. My 

understanding is that Parks Forestry and Recreation has a set of guidelines about where off-leash areas 

may, and may not, be located and that one of the ‘NOT’ zones is within valley systems. We ought not to be 

encouraging dog walkers to get the idea that this use is permitted by writing it on the list for people to read. 

When people now or later make the request for such an area in a valley system and are subsequently turned 

down, we get angry people who then carry that anger to other public meetings and their Councillors. Let’s not 

promote such confrontations.

To clarify, the list of users for the multi-use trail includes dog walkers, and off-leash dog areas/parks are 

not part of the scope of this study.  Project FAQs, available on project website, were updated to address 

concerns about the off-leash dogs presence on/adjacent to the proposed trail.

Cleaning up the Don trail as you build this pathway.

Keeping garbage away from trails (i.e. plenty of garbage bins).

Washrooms on trails.

Noted by project team

Just want to make sure there are enough access points to the trail to make it useful (i.e. through Anewan 

park!)

Proposed trail ability/potential to connect to existing and planned trails and other uses as well as the 

potential to create or preclude future desired or identified community access points and trails were 

incorporated into the Phase 2 evaluation of trail alignment alternatives.

I am more interested in nature as nature rather than seeing the development of more trails. Noted by project team

Bike access on all trails is mandatory. Quality bridges, not t he awful ones that cross the rivers/streams on 

Taylor Creek Trail (wooden bridges).

As a multi-use trail bridges will designed and built to accomodate cyslists with surface treatments and 

railing heights. 

Planners must take in consideration that a pathway may pass over wetlands and therefore must be built to 

allow water to flow under the pathway

Drainage will be carefully considered during trail design. For example, at low points where drainage 

concentrates, appropriate crossing infrastructure including erosion protection on both sides of the trail will 

be provided. More details, including an illustration of a potential drainage feature, were provided in the 

project Environmental Study Report. 

Only that a few of the technical single path trails mountain bikers and runners use be left. I'm referring to E. 

side of Don.

Noted by project team 

Study Question: Do you have any comments or concerns about the trail objectives for the East Don Trail? 



Public Comment/Response Impact 

Opportunities include the very significant positive impact of better access to this system. Further, with 

improved trail systems, more cyclists and hikers - of all ages - will have more reason to explore.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Civilized access to beautiful area for more people, women, children.

2) More supervision by authorities, less destructive building by bikers.

3) Protect environment by properly constructure way, less trampling, erosion.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

I love bird watching, the wonderful fields, forest, creeks and river, as well as finding turtles in the ponds and 

even foxes or deer, hawks and owls in our woods.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Connections lever existing trail assets

2) Recent trail materials (surface, rock berms, wood fencing) aesthetically pleasing - photos of 

possible/recent choices

3) Opportunity to remediate erosion, create wetlands, etc.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Public Comment/Response Impact 

1) Forests with large coniferous trees - rare in Toronto.

2) Inaccessible to most of the public now - A virtual urban wilderness.

3) Close to home.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Asphalt surface - better for all users and for maintenance.

2) Multiple access points.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) I love the city is thinking cycling, parks and green space.

2) I like more bike trails.

3) If trails are built they should be minimal, small, unpaved.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Connectivity to other trails.

2) Hope for a new standard of trail quality (new build).

3) Hope for more trail connections to on-street bicycle lanes.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Ability to bike more places.

2) More accessible Green Space.

3) More promotion of cycling/walking.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) It will provide important connections

2) It will be a natural attraction.

3) It will provide cycling access.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Bicycle route

2) Recreation area

3) Washroom

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Definitely a great connection (north-south)

2) Completed trail will be next to densely populated priority population.

3) Bring potential active transport access to the Aya Khan Centre and the Eglinton LRT.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) I like the width of the trails.

2) I like the paved asphalt.

3) The beautiful natural ecosystem.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Trail access to downtown.

2) As little environmental impact as possible.

3) Combat erosion, invasive species.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Connecting Existing pathways

2) Wide, paved surface.

3) Considering commuting by bicycle as a real priority/valid option.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Easier access to cycling trails.

2) Safer access - not needing to travel on major roads by bike.

3) Nature at my doorstep!

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Study Question: P lease identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail:  What are the top three things you like and why? 

Study Question: P lease identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail:  What are the top three things you like and why? 



1) Peace and Quiet and Ambience of a few walkers.

2) Nature and animals.

3) Hearing the water (not bikes).

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Public Comment/Response Impact 

1 Like:  off-road route designed for wheel chair access - precludes stairs.

2 Like:  connection with the Gatineau Trail - links downtown and  

central Scarborough

3 Like:  trail specifications - much better than mud ruts

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

LIKES Allowing people to use trails connecting sequential parks or conservation lands is generally a good 

thing. Installing rail fences along the trails is good because  although these fences do not keep dogs and 

people on the trails, they do offer a guide to what’s acceptable and what is not. Providing some interpretative 

signage always is a good thing to help users understand the natural systems in the valley and why these 

special areas ought to be protected.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Like - to join the parks together. Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Undeveloped park route recreation

2) Access to Victoria Park Victoria Park shopping (?) area

3) Access to other further bike paths

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) More exercise

2) Nature in the City

3) Family activities

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Easy walking trails Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Can bike to work through nature and safely (no cars).

2) Connects me to other areas on foot without using major roads, thus avoiding traffic.

3) Opens up deprived areas (Thorncliffe, Flemingdon) to areas and may increase property value.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Accessibility

2) Walking space in natural environment for Toronto residents and guests

3) Active space for exercise (promotes getting people outside).

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Public Comment/Response Impact 

#1 concern is the impact of improved access [on environment]. Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Keep it simple.

2) Keep it low impact.

3) Keep it clean!

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Destruction of trees, natural grades by highway-like road. - Narrower path

2) Steep banks going down to railway in places make trail building difficult, problems with crossing or going 

along railway. - Use bridges, stairs.

3) There are small streams in deep ravines and banks with water seepage tending to fall into river. Bridges 

or boardwalks would be needed to avoid altering natural flows of water.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

It is hilly along the east bank of the southern Charles Sauriol trail. It would make more sense to make a trail 

along the south west bank of the river.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Infrastructure/routing look as naturalized as possible.

2) Garbage need be well disposed of, easy to collect.

3) Priority for maintenance, so assets don't degrade.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Mountain bikers making their own trails.

2) Overbuilt access roads for infrastructure maintenance.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Existing access points are very steeply graded. Difficult to use for many users and degrading too quickly 

due to erosion.

2) Lack of surface cycling infrastructure limits benefit of ALL trails.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Study Question: P lease identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail:  What are the top three things you like and why? 

Study Question: P lease identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail:  What are the top three concerns you have and why?



1) I hate seeing such large paved paths in the one area free of such things in Toronto. I feel it WILL change 

the nature of the natural habitat. Lots of people + dog walkers will impact the wildlife and the feeling of 

getting away from it all.

2) Charles Sauriol would not like it I'm sure. His vision was to keep an area natural for hiking and 

biking/communing with nature. I meet many fellow nature lovers hiking the little trails in the valley. None like 

this idea.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Public Comment/Response Impact 

1) Signage on all trail entry points, and wayfinding.

2) Connectivity to on street bicycle lanes.

3) Trail Quality.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Keep the nature as is.

2) Make it a safe place for species that are living here now.

3) Nice design with less impact on environment.

4) Dogs should be leashed all the time!

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Further fragmentation of habitat

2) More habitat degradation/pollution through increased access

3) Still very few east-west connections.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) The north end at Lawrence goes nowhere.

2) The hill to Wynford should be switch-backed

3) The railroad is a problem to access the trail.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Safety

2) Maintenance

3) Environment protection

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) That there will be no convenient and safe access to Flemingdon Park residents. Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Area east of the Don very natural - a concrete path would ruin this. Can be addressed with bridges 

connecting the formal path on the west side to the natural east.

2) Paths at Milne Hollow to built up.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) I find that these very popular trails could stand improvement. I get weary of stepping in "Doggy-do" and I 

think it would be a very good idea to also put in pet paths (i.e. little off shoot walkways, periodic short trails) 

off the the main paths for Dog walkers to direct their pets to do their duty rather than on the main trail. I plus 

many others would appreciate this!!

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Off-leash dogs.

2) Unaware pedestrians.

3) Adequate warning of hazards.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) impact on the environment. Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Signage

2) Ability of city to maintain trails over time - is expense provided for?

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Bikers - do not allow.

2) Skateboarders - do not allow.

3) Inline skaters.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) You will drive the deer out of the valley if you start construction of trails. They will be forced out into our 

neighbourhoods.

2) There will be more pollution in the valley.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1 Concern:  multi-use trail concept - puts different momentum uses  

into conflict

2 Concern:  boundary at Lawrence - precludes connection with existing  

trails further north

3 Concern:  weasel-words - "where possible", "will be investigated"  

are feeble commitments.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Study Question: P lease identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail:  What are the top three concerns you have and why?



The likes does not affect me, therefore I will respond to the dislikes.

1) The fact that the Anewen green belt is considered for this project. Why not use the west side of the Don 

River which already has a throughway (railway).

2) The wild life. Any disruption to their habitat will have a negative impact. Location of the trail must be 

addressed.

3) People using this part of the trail as a throughway and lacking the respect of its true beauty. Not sure how 

this can be prevented.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Public Comment/Response Impact 

• The existence of the trail will disrupt wildlife in the area (e.g. deer, coyotes).

• The existence of the trail will remove the opportunity for passive recreational activities (e.g. hiking, 

birdwatching) in a natural setting that is very rare in Toronto.

• The proposed trail design (many river crossings, very wide, suggestion that it will accommodate emergency 

and maintenance vehicles) is inappropriate to the setting and will greatly alter the area.

The best way to address these concerns is to not proceed with this trail, and potentially to examine the 

alternative of connecting the East Don and Scarborough trail systems using the Taylor Creek trail system.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

COCERNS All my concerns revolve around increased use and abuse of these natural areas. People are 

drawn into these new areas/trails but often do not have a good environmental ethic to guide their behaviour. 

People leave litter, encourage children and dogs to chase wildlife, pick, dig or break plants, create excess 

noise and wander off provided trails. People begin demanding services such as washrooms, drinking 

fountains, picnic tables/shelters and lighting all of which are not feasible for a huge variety of reasons. Users 

need appropriate information about what is NOT provided so that they can choose whether or not to use 

these trails.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Concerns - Mountain bikes/riders must respect private land "riding into or out" of the trails at access points 

only. I do have a mountain bike.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

A washroom somewhere along the trail. Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Take too long to build

2) The word "potential"

3) That's it.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

I hope that dogs will be always on leashes. Strict enforcement is suggested. Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

I would like to golf course left as is. Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) Poorest areas will be the last to have construction done.

2) Funding short fall limiting scope/quality.

3) Poorly thought out access points (narrow/steep stairs, cheap bridges)

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Given there are multiple wetlands, making the pathway out of asphalt would be a mistake (take a look at 

Taylor Massey trail).

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

1) leaving a few trails for the adventurous.

2) Respecting wildlife (deer and hawks in area)

3) Restriction of electric vehicles (other than for those that have disabilities).

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Public Comment/Response Impact 

This could become quite the conundrum - balancing better access with maintaining the natural environment. 

I wish I has answers and hope this process provides them.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Study Question: P lease provide additional suggestions and/or comments?  

Study Question: P lease identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail:  What are the top three concerns you have and why?



1) "Trail" users need to understand that a trail protects the surrounding landscape from damage to plants 

etc. and that it is not an invitation to "explore" protected areas.

2) Concerted effort by the Parks Department to organize and utilize volunteers from the public to give talks, 

and to contribute to the maintenance of trails i.e. a sense of "ownership" vs. usership.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

A start would be to go over the existing "natural environment paths" and to fix the worst problems - having to 

walk along railway, scramble down unstable bluffs, use rickety structures made by bikers.

Washrooms or portable toilets, open in winter.

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Need a right of way through the golf course for a trail. Do not go east of R/R tracks in this area. High quality 

forest.

Noted by project team

Comprehensive plan must include bike lanes + signed routes in the area around the trails. Noted by project team 

Public Comment/Response Impact 

Need better entrance to bike trail at Don Mills + Overlea. Work on connecting trails where the valley lands 

are completely blocked by golf courses + other private concerns. I have hiked most of the valleys in Toronto 

and all, whether they have multi-purpose trails or not are a joy to hike until one is blocked by fences 

especially of golf courses, where walking around becomes very hard. Golf courses can stay but public right 

of way should be enforced through all of them. This would be a much better way to spend the money.

Noted by project team. Information used to evaluate the potential of trail alignment alternatives to create 

local community connections. 

1) Water level rising (flood) should be addressed so at most times the trail is available for use.

2) Too much slope should be facilitated by a nice design to give the chance to elderly people as well as 

having the natural valley slope for those who can enjoy its use.

East Don River flood levels were considered when developing, evaluating and selecting the preferred trail 

design concept in the EA Phase 3. 

Wherever possible, the trail will be designed and built to comply with the Accessibility for Ontarians with 

Disabilities Act (AODA). Throughout the process of the preferred route selection, all efforts were made to 

route the trail in areas of minimal grade changes.  In cases where the trail locations, and consequently 

the design, are restricted, less steep alternatives will be explored. Trail detailed design will incorporate 

signage informing users of trail segments with potential access challenges.  

The above information was provided in the project FAQs and will be included in the Environmental Study 

Report.

Better access from Don Mills/Overlea-Gateway would be awesome! Noted by project team. Information used to evaluate the potential of trail alignment alternatives to create 

local community connections. 

Complete the whole system and preserve the valley. Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

Trail must be built in high quality. I hope people may use it for a long time without cost for repairs. Noted by project team.  Cost and future maintenance requirements were considered during the evaluation 

in both Phase 2 and 3, and thus aided in the selected of the preferred trail route. 

Please consider the Gateway Greenbelt as a viable solution to an access route to Flemingdon Park. Noted by project team. Information used to evaluate the potential of trail alignment alternatives to create 

local community connections. Project Environmental Study Report will include creation of local 

community access points (outside of this Study scope) as a recommendation for future works.  

1) I realize pedestrians have right-of-way, but I think signage on all MUPs should encourage slower-movers 

to the right so the whole path isn't blocked.

2) Earlier warning/more prominent warning of trail closures/construction would be appreciated.

Trail etiquette has been noted as an important issue. The City will continue to encourage safe and 

appropriate use of the trail through signage. 

Timely notification and appropriate signage have been included in the Environmental Study Report as 

potential mitigation measures to reduce impacts to trail users safety over the course of the trail 

implementation.

The very sensitive area is going south in the valley from the Bermondey Transfer Station Noted by project team

I am not yet convinced that it is sensible to confuse the ideas of  Bikeway Trail Network with Multi-use Trail 

Network.  In our transportation system designs we use different strategies for residential streets versus 

expressways versus rail corridors even when all three are flowing parallel to each other.  I think it would be 

useful to separate the Bikeways trails from Pedestrian paths by at least a few inches, so that we can relax 

the 20 km/hr limit on the bikeways and let commuter and recreational cyclists flow faster without 

endangering slower moving objects.  We already offer that separation along parts of the Martin Goodman 

Trail - that is a tiny step in a better strategy.

Noted by project team. As the porposed East Don Trail will be located within the valley system there is a 

need to minimze the footprint on the natural environment, therefore the proposed trail will be a single 

multi-use paved path. During detailed design various trail widths will be considered (based on specific 

location) to ensure both pedestrians and cyclists area accommodated. Project FaQs were created to 

address how the multi-use trail will be able to accommodate different users safely. 

Study Question: P lease provide additional suggestions and/or comments?  



1. I would like to let you know that I use the existing Gatineau trail along its full length (Victoria Park to 

Scarborough Golf Club Road and Ellesmere) when able to (i.e when clear of snow and ice). I ride this trail 

approximately 2-3 times a week.

2. Were the trail cleared I'd use it in the winter too.

3. Were the trail extended and connected to trails or bike lanes, I would use the route more often. (Removal 

of the Pharmacy bike lane reduced the utility of this trail last year.)

Noted by project team. Feedback used to finalize project opportunity statement and objectives.

My main focus is to protect this natural beauty. The only way to compromise since this has been 

communicated being a pet project of Denzel Menon Wong (he will do everything to see it through) is the final 

location of the trail. My suggestion is to work around the Anewen green belt and Wigmore park area. A 

comment made by Mr Wong was that this project would raise the value of our houses, making the area more 

attractive. First I have no plans of ever moving out of the area and second with raising of house value comes 

raised property taxes. Not a plus plus in my eyes. The way I look at this proposed project is like putting a 

major highway along the Danforth. I guess this tells you how I feel on this matter. I hope my voice is heard.

Noted by project team.    

Public Comment/Response Impact 

(a) Trails MUST stay away from wetlands, whether these wetlands are deemed to be valuable or not – they 

are all valuable! If staying away from wetlands means having one or more gaps in the trail, then that’s what 

has to happen. The only other alternative is to build sufficiently high boardwalks over these areas. Disruption 

caused by the building of such boardwalks is not something I really support either but it’s better, in the long 

run, to have these built than to create some sort of elevated causeway that is only going to erode over time 

anyway. If fencing is not done along the entire trail system, at the very least, fencing must be done along 

trails over wetlands or around their edges if the trail is constructed along the edge of a wetland.

(b) New trails must be kept well away from stream/river edges. Rivers constantly alter their own pathway by 

eroding one edge while dropping silt at the opposite edge. Trail users often want to be close to the water but 

this situation poses a general safety hazard for the users. The changing of the actual bank edges over time 

often means that a trail built close to the edge has to be restructured time and time again. Short side trails to 

the water’s edge could be constructed at a few places along the trail to allow users to get a closer view of the 

water without walking beside it.

(c) A proper plant (trees as well as shrubs and wildflowers) inventory must be carried out by an independent 

consultant. This inventory should be made public. The actual route for the trail should be designed only after 

this inventory is properly considered. Only invasive trees and shrubs should be removed. Native trees and 

other native plant colonies should not be removed just to make room for a trail to be built along an 

easy/inexpensive route. The trail should be built no closer than 5m to mature native trees. Proper tree 

protection zones must be created, using the same barriers as used for construction projects in residential 

areas. These barriers should be monitored by an outside individual because the City and TRCA are known to 

sometimes look the other way when conducting mutually beneficial projects. How can we expect citizens to 

respect trees on their streets if they observe trees being cut or damaged on public properties?

(d) Any open area trails, especially paved ones, attract local snakes for sunning purposes. This situation 

poses two problems for snakes. They are accidentally run over by cyclists who are not really closely 

observing the trail’s surface. They are also intentionally injured or killed by trail users who are afraid of any 

snakes and want them all dead. Sunning sites must be constructed in appropriate areas.(e) All forms of 

wildlife are frightened by an abundance of trail users. Areas where they can peacefully live are already 

getting smaller and smaller as more and more residential developments are being built. Any increased 

human activity, even passive uses, in the valleys creates disruption to natural communities. The valleys are 

their last places to live safely. They have nowhere else to go!

a) Impact to wetlands was evaluated in both Phase 2 and Phase 3 of the EA. In Phase 2, proximity of trail 

to wetlands was examined. In Phase 3, proximity of trail to wetlands and the degree of potential impact to 

wetland function/drainage were examined.

b) Likewise, proximity of trail to streams was taken into consideration when developing and evaluating 

alternatives in both Phase 2 and Phase 3 of the EA. In Phase 2, "Potential impact to aquatic habitat" and 

"Potential impact to East Don River processes" criteria were included in the evaluation. In Phase 3, flood 

level and frequency data were used to evaluate trail design concepts.

c) A detailed tree inventory was compiled for the areas potentially impacted by the proposed trail. Over 

the course of several months, approximately 6000 trees were identified, their condition assessed and 

their preservation priority defined. Unfortunately, due to the scale and timing of the project, it was not 

possible to include shrubs and wildflowers. However, while the tree inventory did not include flowering 

plants, flora records collected by the TRCA in the past were used to identify potentially sensitive areas 

along the proposed trail alignment alternatives and incorporated into the Phase 2 evaluation accordingly. 

Flora species identified within the project study area will be included in the existing conditions description 

that forms part of the project Environmental Study Report. The tree inventory data were used to evaluate 

trail design concepts in Phase 3 of the EA and will be used to refine trail alignment (adjust trail placement 

in order to reduce impact to or avoid removing mature native trees) during detailed design. As will be 

stated in the Environmental Study Report, during implementation, all tree removals and injuries will be 

subject to the City of Toronto Ravine and Natural Feature Protection By-law. A Tree Protection Plan that 

follows the City’s Tree Protection Policy and Specifications for Construction Near Trees will be 

developed. 

d) Noted by project team and will be considered during trail detailed design. 

e) Throughout the EA Phases 1 to 3, efforts were made to ensure that the trail location is respectful of the 

natural environment and the negative environmental effects are minimized. Using the existing flora and 

fauna records, site visit observations as well as the vegetation communities inventory data, potentially 

sensitive areas were identified. This information was used to evaluate trail alignment alternatives in 

Phase 2. In Phase 3, detailed tree inventory data were used to evaluate trail design concepts.  At the 

same time, it is recognized that some damage may occur. To be developed in the detailed design project 

phase, include a Monitoring and Restoration Plans.

Will the gravel road on the lower East Don River remain as is? Trail design was addressed in project FAQs, available on project website. A general description will also 

be provided in the Environmental Study Report.

I hope process doesn't get bogged down with too much red tape. Noted by project team

Would love to have this as soon as possible!

Please put a path entrance in Anewan Park :)

Noted by project team. Feedback used to evaluate the potential of trail alignment alternatives to create 

local community connections. 

Study Question: P lease provide additional suggestions and/or comments?  



Working water fountains. Stairs to access the trail that are not incredibly narrow like the ones north on 

coxwell above o'connor. Some access points are hard to get a bike down because they are steep and have 

many steps (alden or Alder bike/stairs entrance to Taylor Creek Trail). Carrying bike down and especially up 

on my shoulders is hard. No way older/out of shape person would/could carry bike up and down these stairs.

 Wherever possible, the trail will be designed and built to comply with the Accessibility for Ontarians with 

Disabilities Act (AODA). Throughout the process of the preferred route selection, all efforts were made to 

route the trail in areas of minimal grade changes.  In cases where the trail locations, and consequently 

the design, are restricted, less steep alternatives will beware explored. Trail detailed design will 

incorporate signage informing users of trail segments with potential access challenges.  

The above information is provided in the project FAQs and details will also be included in the 

Environmental Study Report.



East Don Trail - Comments 
 
Q: How are you using the Study Area? 
 
A: I live near the East Don Valley, I walk in the area. I bike in the area. I explore nature 
in the area. 
 
Q: Where do you currently access the East Don Valley system? 
 
A: Either from the Taylor Creek trail system (crossing to the north side of Taylor Creek 
and proceeding north on the NE side of the East Don) or from the NW side of Eglinton 
Avenue (walking down into the valley and proceeding north on the NE side of the East 
Don). 
 
Q: The following opportunity statement has been developed to guide the East Don Trail 
Project: “A significant gap in the multi-use trail network exists within the East Don 
Corridor between the north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area, the Gatineau 
Trail, and the Lower Don Trail. The East Don Trail will fill this existing gap in the trail 
network thus creating a continuous connected trail network.” Do you agree with this 
statement? 
 
A: No.  
 
Q: Do you have any comments or concerns regarding the opportunity statement? 
 
A: While the impetus behind this project is well-intentioned, the opportunity statement 
ignores the ecological costs of constructing a trail in this area, and also takes as a given 
that a “continuous connected trail network” is necessary and desirable. That assumption 
is questionable, as the Don Valley is already served by an extensive multi-use path 
network, in Taylor Creek, the West Don, and the Lower Don. Given this wide range of 
options, it is not clear that additional multi-use trails are needed.  
 
If there really is a strong need to connect to the Scarborough trails, the option also exists 
to make this connection by completing the “Scarborough Hydro Corridor Kennedy TTC 
station to Warden Woods/Lower Don trail connection” (project #6 in the City’s Bikeway 
Trails Implementation Plan”) and filling in the small gap in the Taylor Creek trail system 
between Victoria Park Avenue and Pharmacy Avenue. This would likely be a lower-cost 
and less ecologically disruptive connection between the Don Valley and Scarborough 
systems than the proposed East Don Trail. 
 
Q: After reviewing the panels this evening, do you agree with the trail objectives for the 
East Don Trail? 
 
A: No. 
 



Q: Do you have any comments or concerns about the trail objectives for the East Don 
Trail? 
 
A: I will comment on several of the proposed objectives:  
“The East Don Trail will be designed to be respectful of the natural environment.”  
 
No matter how sensitive the trail design, the very existence of the trail will greatly 
increase the number of people using this area, changing the natural environment. This can 
be seen by looking at the portion of the East Don Valley between Eglinton and Lawrence. 
The southern half of this section (where no formal trails exist) is as close to wilderness as 
one can find in Toronto, with solitude and the chance to see deer and coyotes. The 
northern half (where a wide multi-use trail exists) has little in the way of solitude or 
wildlife. 
 
The problems are aggravated by the steep terrain in this area, which will make the 
development of a low-impact trail difficult, if not impossible. The large number of 
proposed river crossings, the width of the trail, and the suggestion that “the trail will 
investigate options to accommodate emergency and City park maintenance vehicles” all 
suggest that the trail will disrupt the area. 
 
“The East Don Trail will create outdoor recreational opportunities for a variety of users.” 
“The trail will increase access for people to discover and appreciate natural areas within 
the City.” 
 
These objectives prioritize one group of users (those that require a paved trail, e.g. 
cyclists) over those that enjoy more passive recreation (e.g. hikers and birdwatchers). 
There already exist hundreds of kilometres for recreational cycling within the city. In 
contrast, the East Don Valley is perhaps the best spot left in Toronto for passive hiking 
and nature watching (with the possible exception of sections of the Rouge Valley), which 
will be disrupted if this trail is built. Thus, the trail would expand recreational 
opportunities for a user base where opportunities are already abundant, and remove 
opportunities for a user base where opportunities are rare. 
 
Q: Please identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail: What are the top 
three things you like and why? What are the top three concerns you have and how should 
they be addressed?: 
 
A: Top three concerns: 

• The existence of the trail will disrupt wildlife in the area (e.g. deer, coyotes). 
• The existence of the trail will remove the opportunity for passive recreational 

activities (e.g. hiking, birdwatching) in a natural setting that is very rare in 
Toronto. 

• The proposed trail design (many river crossings, very wide, suggestion that it will 
accommodate emergency and maintenance vehicles) is inappropriate to the setting 
and will greatly alter the area. 

 



The best way to address these concerns is to not proceed with this trail, and 
potentially to examine the alternative of connecting the East Don and Scarborough 
trail systems using the Taylor Creek trail system. 

 
Q: How did you learn about today’s public open house? 
 
A: E-mail list (Councillor Janet Davis) 
 
Q: How do you want to be kept informed about this project? 
 
A: E-mail   
 
Contact Details: 

 
 

 
 

 



February 28, 2013. 
 
Hello, 
 
I just realized that today is the deadline for submitting comments about the East Don 
Trail; thus, I’m submitting my comments by e-mail rather than on the form, and in the 
envelope, provided. 
 
I will include below answers to some of the sections but most of my comments do not 
seem to fit directly into the sections provided. 
 
Interests and Activities 
I live fairly near the East Don Valley. 
I walk in the area. 
I explore nature and take photographs in the area. 
 
Study Questions 

1. I already placed dots on the maps at the Open House to indicate where I access 
the system; however, I forgot to indicate the area behind the apartments/condos 
on Thorncliffe Park Drive. 

2. The proposed trail will indeed fill in the gaps as described but if the proposed trail 
cannot be built without having a negative effect on the natural environment, then 
we ought to simply live with the gap(s). Some gaps are necessary in other trails 
and people simply learn to adapt their use of the trail system knowing these gaps 
exist. Even the Bruce Tail has sections where the trail has to leave the valley or 
escarpment and carries on using public roads. Users understand this situation. If 
gaps are deemed to be necessary in this new trail, then there should be a 
suitable access or exit trail into/out of the valley at both ends of the gap. I heard 
people talking about using the trail system as part of a bike commuter system but 
these trails will not be serviced during the winter months and, thus, providing a 
trail without gaps for bike commuters simply should not be stated as an objective. 

3. I generally agree with the objectives except that on the list of users was ‘off-leash 
dog areas/walkers’. My understanding is that Parks Forestry and Recreation has 
a set of guidelines about where off-leash areas may, and may not, be located 
and that one of the ‘NOT’ zones is within valley systems. We ought not to be 
encouraging dog walkers to get the idea that this use is permitted by writing it on 
the list for people to read. When people now or later make the request for such 
an area in a valley system and are subsequently turned down, we get angry 
people who then carry that anger to other public meetings and their Councillors. 
Let’s not promote such confrontations. 

4. LIKES Allowing people to use trails connecting sequential parks or conservation 
lands is generally a good thing. Installing rail fences along the trails is good 
because  although these fences do not keep dogs and people on the trails, they 
do offer a guide to what’s acceptable and what is not. Providing some 
interpretative signage always is a good thing to help users understand the natural 
systems in the valley and why these special areas ought to be protected. 
 
 



COCERNS All my concerns revolve around increased use and abuse of these 
natural areas. People are drawn into these new areas/trails but often do not have 
a good environmental ethic to guide their behaviour. People leave litter, 
encourage children and dogs to chase wildlife, pick, dig or break plants, create 
excess noise and wander off provided trails. People begin demanding services 
such as washrooms, drinking fountains, picnic tables/shelters and lighting all of 
which are not feasible for a huge variety of reasons. Users need appropriate 
information about what is NOT provided so that they can choose whether or not 
to use these trails. 

5. (a) Trails MUST stay away from wetlands, whether these wetlands are deemed 
to be valuable or not – they are all valuable! If staying away from wetlands 
means having one or more gaps in the trail, then that’s what has to happen. The 
only other alternative is to build sufficiently high boardwalks over these areas. 
Disruption caused by the building of such boardwalks is not something I really 
support either but it’s better, in the long run, to have these built than to create 
some sort of elevated causeway that is only going to erode over time anyway. If 
fencing is not done along the entire trail system, at the very least, fencing must 
be done along trails over wetlands or around their edges if the trail is constructed 
along the edge of a wetland. 
(b) New trails must be kept well away from stream/river edges. Rivers constantly 
alter their own pathway by eroding one edge while dropping silt at the opposite 
edge. Trail users often want to be close to the water but this situation poses a 
general safety hazard for the users. The changing of the actual bank edges over 
time often means that a trail built close to the edge has to be restructured time 
and time again. Short side trails to the water’s edge could be constructed at a 
few places along the trail to allow users to get a closer view of the water without 
walking beside it. 
(c) A proper plant (trees as well as shrubs and wildflowers) inventory must be 
carried out by an independent consultant. This inventory should be made public. 
The actual route for the trail should be designed only after this inventory is 
properly considered. Only invasive trees and shrubs should be removed. Native 
trees and other native plant colonies should not be removed just to make room 
for a trail to be built along an easy/inexpensive route. The trail should be built no 
closer than 5m to mature native trees. Proper tree protection zones must be 
created, using the same barriers as used for construction projects in residential 
areas. These barriers should be monitored by an outside individual because the 
City and TRCA are known to sometimes look the other way when conducting 
mutually beneficial projects. How can we expect citizens to respect trees on their 
streets if they observe trees being cut or damaged on public properties? 
(d) Any open area trails, especially paved ones, attract local snakes for sunning 
purposes. This situation poses two problems for snakes. They are accidentally 
run over by cyclists who are not really closely observing the trail’s surface. They 
are also intentionally injured or killed by trail users who are afraid of any snakes 
and want them all dead. Sunning sites must be constructed in appropriate areas. 
(e) All forms of wildlife are frightened by an abundance of trail users. Areas 
where they can peacefully live are already getting smaller and smaller as more 
and more residential developments are being built. Any increased human activity, 
even passive uses, in the valleys creates disruption to natural communities. The 
valleys are their last places to live safely. They have nowhere else to go! 



 
Public consultation 
 
1.I learned about the Open House via two sources by e-mail. 
2. I want to be kept informed about this project by e-mail. 
 
Contact Details 

 
 

 
 

 
 

































































































































































































































































































East Don Trail Environmental Assessment  APPENDIX A – Public Consultation 

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority   

 

Public Event #2 – September 12, 2014 (Phase 2) 
Public Notice(s), Agenda, Workbook, Panels, Presentation, Summary Report, Feedback and 
Correspondence 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



The City of Toronto holds public consultations as one way to engage 
residents in the life of their city. Toronto thrives on your great ideas 
and actions. We invite you to get involved.

East Don Trail Environmental 
Environmental Assessment
Notice Public Event #2

The City of Toronto and Toronto and Region Conservation (TRCA) are 
hosting an event where you can learn more about the East Don Trail 
Environmental Assessment (EA) study. You will be able to review 
summary materials and discuss the project with staff. An overview of 
the project will be presented at 6:30 p.m. and again at 7:30 p.m. 

Join us to learn more about the work completed to date and to provide 
your feedback on the selection of a preferred trail route. 

Thursday, September 12, 2013
Open House 5:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m.
Presentations 6:30 p.m. and 7:30 p.m.

The Estonian House
958 Broadview Ave. 
(south of O'Connor Drive)
Use south facing entrance.

Background
The City of Toronto and TRCA are 
studying the creation of a multi-use 
trail system within the East Don 
valley lands. The proposed trail 
would provide a key connection in 
the multi-use trail network,  joining 
the existing East Don Trail (East of 
Wynford Heights Crescent), Gatineau 
Corridor Trail (at approximately 
Bermondsey Road), and the Don Trail 
System. 

The Process
The East Don Trail study is being carried out in accordance with the 
requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act and will provide 
opportunities for public input at key stages. 

We would like to hear from you
This is the second of three public meetings for the study. The �rst 
meeting was held on February 13, 2013 to introduce the study and 
receive feedback on the project objectives. We are now asking for your 
feedback on:

• Key issues and opportunities; and

• Selection of the preferred trail route

To ensure your comments are incorporated into the planning 
and design of this project, please provide them by 
September 27, 2013.

To receive project updates by e-mail, sign up at: toronto.ca/eastdontrail. 

For more information , please contact:

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.

Maogosha Pyjor
Public Consultation Coordinator
City of Toronto
Metro Hall, 19th Fl.  
55 John St. 
Toronto, ON M5V 3C6    

Tel: 416-338-2850
Fax: 416-392-2974
TTY: 416-338-0889
E-mail: mpyjor@toronto.ca
Visit: toronto.ca/involved/projects
Issue Date: August 29, 2013

5.145 in. wide

.275 in. .275 in.

9

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

8

3



Get Updates by Email - 
Sign up at: 

toronto.ca/eastdontrail 
 
 

 

                                                   Notice of Public Event 
 

East Don Trail 

Notice of Public Event #2 

The City of Toronto and Toronto and Region Conservation (TRCA) are hosting an event where the 
public can learn more about the East Don Trail Environmental Assessment (EA) study. Participants 
will be able to review summary materials and discuss the project with staff. An overview of the project 
will be presented at 6:30 p.m. and again at 7:30 p.m. 
 
Date:    Thursday, September 12, 2013  
Open House:   5:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 

Presentations:  6:30 p.m. and 7:30 p.m. 

Place:    The Estonian House, 958 Broadview Avenue  

    (South of O'Connor – Use south facing entrance) 

 
This venue is wheelchair accessible.   
Please contact to arrange for additional  
accommodations. 

 

Background 

The City of Toronto and TRCA are studying the 
creation of a multi-use trail system within the 
East Don valley lands. The proposed trail would 
provide a key connection in the multi-use trail 
network,  joining the existing East Don Trail (East 
of Wynford Heights Crescent), Gatineau Corridor 
Trail (at approximately Bermondsey Rd), and the 
Don Trail System. 
 

The Process 

The Study is being carried out in accordance with 
the requirements of the Environmental 
Assessment Act and will provide opportunities for 
public input at key stages.   

 

We would like to hear from 
you 

This is the second of three public meetings for  
this study. The first meeting was held on  
February 13, 2013 to introduce the study and  
receive feedback on the project objectives.  
We are now asking for your feedback on: 

• Key issues and opportunities; and 
• Selection of the preferred trail route 

 
To ensure comments are incorporated into  
the planning and design of this project,  
please provide them by September 27, 2013. 
   

See Project Update on Reverse side ► 

www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 



East Don Trail Project Update – August 2013 

Rewind: Why a trail in the East Don Valley? 
Multi-use trails are actively enjoyed by a wide 
range of users and a desirable asset in any 
community. Trails increase access for people 
to discover natural, cultural and heritage places 
in the City. They also support the opportunity 
for physical activity through hiking, walking, 
running, rollerblading and cycling which is in 
tune with the City's public health objective to 
encourage physical activity to improve the 
health of Torontonians.  
 

Field Work 
Some people may have noticed evidence of 
field work currently taking place within the 
Study Area (i.e., orange paint markings on the 
ground and trees, and wooden and/or metal 
stakes in the ground). This work, which began 
in March 2013 and will continue until the fall of 
2014, consists of field surveys, monitoring, and 
a detailed assessment of the findings to assess 
impact of the proposed trail.  

Community Liaison Committee (CLC) 
Earlier this year, a CLC was formed to assist the TRCA and the City in obtaining additional public 
input on the planning and design process of this study. The primary objectives of the CLC include: 
 

• Identifying issues and offering potential advice or solutions to resolve any concerns 
• Assisting in community outreach to local residents, local groups and interested organizations 
• Acting as a voice of the community 

 

 
Since April, the CLC which represents various interests including cycling, walking, natural heritage, 
and local community, has met several times.  
 
In May, the CLC and project team visited a number of locations within the Study Area to get an on the 
ground understanding of the existing conditions and challenges that need to be considered when 
implementing a multi-use trail in the valley lands (photos of this visit are shown above). 
 
For more information about the CLC and the content of their meetings, visit the committee website at:  
www.toronto.ca/involved/projects/eastdontrailclc 
 
Contact 

For more information, please contact: 
 
Maogosha Pyjor 
Public Consultation Coordinator   
City of Toronto  
Metro Hall, 19th Floor 
55 John Street  
Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 
Tel: 416-338-2850 
Fax: 416-392-2974 
TTY: 416-338-0889 
E-mail: eastdontrail@toronto.ca 
 
 

www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

Welcome to Public Event #2 
Thursday September 12, 2013 

Purpose 
This evening we will present and seek your feedback on: 
• Alternative trail routes (Alignments) 
• Evaluation criteria 
• Preliminary evaluation of the alternative trail routes 
 
Format  
• View open house panels throughout the evening 
• Attend an overview presentation about the alternative 

trail routes: 6:30 pm and again at 7:30 pm 
 
Feedback…. 
• Speak directly with City and TRCA staff 
• A station has been set-up to gather your feedback 

and assist with filling in the workbooks provided 
when you arrive 

EAST DON TRAIL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

If you would like more time you can send in your comments by 
September 27, 2013 using one of the following options: 
 
Mail to: 
Maogosha Pyjor 
Public Consultation Unit 
City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 19th Floor, 55 John St. 
Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 
 
Tel: 416-338-2850  
TTY: 416-397-0831 
Fax: 416-392-2974 
Email: eastdontrail@toronto.ca 

 

www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail Open house materials are available on the project web page: 

mailto:eastdontrail@toronto.ca


EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

BACKGROUND 

During the summer of 2011, the City of Toronto conducted an audit of 
its existing major multi-use trail network to assess the viability of new 
trail connections. The Plan was approved by City Council on June 6, 
2012.  The East Don Trail is the largest and most complex multi-use 
trail project in the Plan and is identified as a short-term priority. 

Bikeway Trails Implementation Plan 

In May 2012, a feasibility study was completed to assess the potential 
for a trail system through the East Don Corridor. The study determined 
that a trail was possible and identified potential technical challenges.  In 
order to determine the best trail route, further investigations and studies 
were recommended. The East Don Trail Environmental Assessment 
study is the next step in this process. 

The East Don Trail Project 

Multi-use Trails are facilities separated from 
the roadway, which support a number of 
non-motorized uses such as walking, 
running, cycling, inline skating, wheelchair 
users, and dog walking, amongst others.  
 

In order to accommodate these uses, the multi-
use trail will be  approximately 3.5 to 4 meters 
in width with an asphalt surface. Where 
possible, the trail will meet accessibility 
requirements and provide access for EMS and 
maintenance vehicles. 
 

Currently the City of Toronto has over 280 
kilometres of multi-use trails. 

What is a Multi-Use Trail? 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

STUDY AREAS 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

The EA process will ensure that 
the following is considered 
during the planning and 
decision-making for the East 
Don Trail: 
 

EA 
Objectives 

Meaningful 
Consultation 

The 
Environment 

Financially 
Feasible 

The Environment 

Biological 

Physical 

Socio- 
Economic 

Cultural 

Environmental Effects that will be 
considered include:   

• Aim to minimize, prevent or avoid 
negative environmental effects.   

• Ensure proper impact management 
taking necessary actions to prevent, 
change, mitigate or remedy any 
potential negative environmental 
effects of the alternatives or 
undertaking.  

Meaningful Consultation 

• Ensure all interested persons inputs, comments, and feedback will be 
heard and incorporated where appropriate.   

• Stakeholders include: user groups, landowners, near by residents, 
affected aboriginal communities, interested and affected 
persons/groups, regulatory agencies, Councillors, MPs, and MPPs.   

Financially Feasible 

• Ensure that the implemented trail design (preferred alternative) will 
be one that is practical, financially realistic, and economically viable.  

Objectives  



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
Process and Timeline 

The East Don Trail study is being planned under  Schedule  C of the Municipal Class 
Environmental Assessment, which includes the five (5) phases presented below: 
 

PHASE 4 
Environmental Study Report 

PHASE 5 
Implementation 

PHASE 1 
Identification of 
Opportunity or Problem 

• Identify the problem/opportunity and develop statement 
• Define project objectives 
• Prepare a detailed inventory of existing conditions  within the 

study area 

PHASE 2 
Alternative Solutions 

• Identify and Evaluate all reasonable Alternative Solutions 
Step 1 – Alternatives To 
• Identify and evaluate Alternatives To approaching the 

problem/opportunity 
• Select a preferred approach based on results of evaluation 
Step 2 – Alternative Trail Alignments 
• Identify and evaluate Alternative Trail Alignments 
• Select a Preferred Trail Alignment based on results of 

evaluation 

PHASE 3 
Alternative Design Concepts 
for the Preferred Solution 

• Identify Alternative Design Concepts 
• Evaluate Alternative Design Concepts 
• Select a Preferred Design Concept 

• Complete Environmental Study Report 
• File Environmental Study Report with Ministry of the 

Environment for 30 day public review 

• Complete contract drawings and tender documents 
• Proceed to construction 
• Monitor construction for adherence to environmental 

provisions and commitments 

PIC #1 

CLC #2 

PIC #3 

CLC #4 

PIC #2 

CLC #5 

We are here now 

CLC #1 CLC #3 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

October 2012 – 
June 2013 

January – 
October 2013 

October 2013 –
March 2014 

March – 
May 2014 

EA Phase 
2014 to 
2016 

Public Consultation 
Public Review of 
Environmental 
Study Report 

(ESR) 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

To view a copy of the Consultation Report, visit: 
www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 

People can contribute their views in two key ways: 
 
Public Information Centre (PIC) 
PICs are public events in which the public are invited to learn more 
about the project and provide comments.  This is the second of three 
PICs for this study. 
  
Community Liaison Committee (CLC) 
A committee made up of stakeholder representatives has been formed 
to inform the planning of the East Don Trail EA. CLCs identify items of 
public concern related to the impact and design of the project, and 
offer advice or potential solutions to resolve these concerns. The CLC 
has met four times and will meet up to two additional times during the 
study process.  

Below is a brief overview of the feedback received from the first public 
event which was held on February 13, 2013: 
Support for the project was generally 
attributed to: 
• Increasing opportunities for 

recreation 
• Making larger cycling network 

connections 
• Providing safe routes for cyclists 
• Providing better access for a wider 

demographic. 
Concerns were raised about: 
• Potential environmental impacts 
• Impacts on personal enjoyment with 

increased use 
• Trail etiquette surrounding multi-use 

trails 

Summary of Feedback from Public Event #1 
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EAST DON TRAIL 

Trail Objectives 

Problem/Opportunity statement:   
 

A significant gap in the multi-use trail network exists within the East Don Corridor between 
the existing East Don Trail (East of Wynford Heights Crescent), Gatineau Corridor Trail (at 
approximately Bermondsey Rd), and the Don Trail System. The East Don Trail will fill this 
existing gap in the trail network thus creating a continuous connected trail network. 

• To provide a safe way for a broad spectrum of users to access the valley 
system 

• To provide safe off road options (where possible) for cycling and recreational 
use 

• To investigate options to accommodate emergency response, City and utility 
maintenance vehicles/activities 

Public  
Safety 

• To assist in the management of informal trails by providing a single focused 
multi-use trail within the East Don Corridor 

• To be respectful of the natural environment through the alignment, design, 
and construction of the trail by aiming to avoid, prevent, or minimize 
negative impacts 

• To increase access for a range of users to discover and appreciate natural 
areas within the City 

Natural 
Environment 

• To function as a safe travel route to everyday places and amenities Transportation 

• To coordinate with other planning initiatives in the area allowing for future 
integration of the multi-use trail. (e.g. Eglinton Cross-town LRT) 

Supports  
Other  

Initiatives 

The Problem/Opportunity Statement and Project Objectives were revised following public review and feedback during 
Public Event #1 and Community Liaison Committee Meeting #1. 

• To provide a key connection route linking local and inter-regional trail 
systems 

Connections 

• To create trail and outdoor recreational opportunities for a variety of users 
• To provide trail and outdoor recreational opportunities for neighboring 

communities 
Recreation 

NEW 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

EXISTING CONDITIONS 
Introduction & Overview 

The Don River watershed has changed from a natural system to an 
almost completely urbanized watershed. This has resulted in  many 
changes to the physical, natural and cultural environments, including: 

The following five (5) panels introduce the existing conditions of the East 
Don Trail Study Areas. Existing conditions help us to better understand 

the characteristics of the Study Area and, to evaluate the trail alignments 
for their impacts on the environment. 

• Stream bank erosion  
• High amounts of sediment in the river 
• Poor water quality  
• Degraded vegetation and loss of 

wildlife habitat 
• Large area devoted to housing with 

approximately 1.2 million residents 
• Many paved surfaces 

Two Study Areas were used to assess 
the existing conditions for this study: 
 

Local Study Area  
The smaller geographic area where 
direct effects of the project may occur. 
 

Regional Study Area 
The larger geographic area where 
indirect effects of the project may 
occur, and  where the project may 
contribute to the cumulative effects of 
multiple projects. 

The Study Areas have been broken down into 3 distinct Areas: 
• Area 1 – north  
• Area 2 – middle 
• Area 3 – south 

Area 1 

Area 2 

Area 3 

Degraded river banks 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

EXISTING CONDITIONS 
Physical Environment 
East Don Trail EA Study Areas are located in the Don River Watershed. 
The many paved surfaces within the Don River watershed prevent the 
natural process of stormwater entering the soil or being taken up by 
vegetation.  Stormwater often directly enters the river resulting in 
erosion, increased flooding, and poor water quality. 

Water Quality 

• Poor mainly due to urbanization 
• Water quality guidelines are regularly 

exceeded  

Water Levels During Rain Fall 

• Are  “flashy”, meaning water levels rise 
quickly in response to rainfall. This leads to 
increased flooding and erosion risk 

Water Flow 

• Water flow in a river is made up from several 
sources. In the Don River Watershed these 
including groundwater, stormwater run off, 
and storm sewers 

• Compared to other Toronto watersheds, run-
off and storm water make up a large portion 
of the Don River’s flow 

Hard lined banks 

Storm sewer outlet entering the river 

Fluvial Geomorphology 
Is the study of rivers and how they interact with the land around them. Changes to a 
river channel can occur naturally or because of human influences to the river and in the 
watershed. 
 
Many factors are influencing water quality and fluvial geomorphology in the Regional 
and Local Study Areas, including: 
• Railway crossings (4) 
• Eglinton Avenue bridge 
• Flemingdon Park golf course (bridges and maintenance of grounds) 
• Don Valley Parkway  
• Changes to land use (urbanization) 
 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

Area 1 

Area 2 

Area 3 

EXISTING CONDITIONS 
Physical Environment: Fluvial Geomorphology  

Significant amount of 
human impact to river 
channel (has been moved 
or hardened) 
 
Human impacts keep 
channel fixed in place 

Large amounts of 
sediment from erosion 
 
Human impacts keep half 
of channel fixed in place, 
other half remains natural 

Natural river channel with 
minimal human impacts 
 
Actively migrating river 
channel 

Active valley wall 
erosion 
 
Sand and silt 
entering the river 

Some channel 
hardening 
 
Minimal bank 
vegetation 

Significant valley 
erosion occurring 
downstream of rail 
crossing – active, 
mass slumping 
(collapsing) delivering 
sediment to channel 

Recent slope 
stabilization and 
channel 
hardening 
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Terrestrial Vegetation 

EXISTING CONDITIONS 
Natural Environment 

• One (1) Species at Risk: 
butternut 

Natural 
Cover Type 

Regional 
Study Area 

(ha) 

Local 
Study 

Area (ha) 
Forest 126.7 52 
Successional  36.8 9.4 
Meadow 28.5 5.8 
Wetland 13.9 5.1 
Bluffs  4.3 3.3 

Invasive Species 
Generally all of the vegetation communities have 
invasive plants within them, in some cases these 
plants are the dominant species.  
 

Invasive species are harmful alien species whose 
introduction or spread threatens the environment, the 
economy, or society, including human health. Once they 
are established, they are extremely difficult and costly to 
control and eradicate, and their ecological effect are often 
irreversible (Ministry of Natural Resources) 

• Ravine habitats play an important 
role in linking wildlife habitat, 
however the general quantity is 
low and quality is poor 

• 12% consists of natural cover 
• Located along the Atlantic and 

Mississippi flyways (Bird 
Migration Routes) 

Unless otherwise indicated, information presented above is for Regional Study Area 

• Fragmented and degraded habitat 
• Little vegetation growing along river's 

edge  
• Low diversity of fish species, many are 

pollution-tolerant 

Habitat 

Fish and Fish Habitat 

Wetlands 
• Marsh and swamp communities  
• No Provincially Significant Wetlands, 

some are locally significant 

Wildlife 
• Includes both native and invasive 

species 
• 37 breeding birds, 12 reptiles and 

amphibians, and 14 mammal species  
• One (1) Species at Risk: eastern 

meadowlark 

Wigmore Park Ravine  
ESA’s are natural areas within Toronto which 
contain a particularly significant natural heritage. A 
potential ESA, Wigmore Park Ravine is located 
within the Local Study Area.  The 46 hectare area 
contains a variety of vegetation and is an excellent 
example of meandering of the East Don River. 

Potential Environmentally Significant 
Area (ESA) 

Area 1 

Area 2 

Area 3 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS 
Social and Cultural Environment 
The Regional Study Area is located in a highly urbanized environment.  

37% 

1% 

29% 

4% 

4% 
18% 

3% 

2% 

Ward  Councillor Neighbourhoods 
34 - Don Valley East Denzil Minnan-Wong • Banbury-Don Mills 

• Victoria Village 
31 - Beaches-East York  Janet Davis • O'Connor-Parkview 
29 - Toronto-Danforth  Mary Fragedakis • Old East York 
26 - Don Valley West  John Parker • Banbury-Don Mills 

• Thorncliffe Park 
• Flemingdon Park 

Infrastructure, Support 
Services and Facilities 
• Hydro One utility corridor and 

transformer station 
• Enbridge Gas natural gas 

pipeline 
• Sanitary and stormwater 

sewers, and access routes 
• Bermondsey Transfer Station, 

Northline Yard 

Cultural Heritage 
A Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment was conducted in 
2013. The Assessment concluded that archaeological 
resources may be present within the Local Study Area.  
A Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment will be undertaken 
to confirm the presence of archaeological resources. 

Bermondsey 
Transfer Station 

Northline Yard 

2% 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS 
Transportation 

Trails 
• Multi-use trails include existing 

East Don, Gatineau  Corridor 
Trail, Lower Don, Taylor Creek, 
West Don/Wilket Creek, and 
Don Mills 

• Extensive network of informal 
trails 

Transportation Infrastructure 
• Local and arterial roads 
• Don Valley Parkway 
• Public Transit including TTC bus 

routes and Metrolinx/GO line 
• Rail lines – CP and Metrolinx/GO 

Planning Initiatives and 
Considerations 
• Future Eglinton Light Rail 

Transit 
• St. Dennis Bike Lanes 
• Eglinton Bike Lanes 

Existing East Don Trail Metrolinx/GO crossing under Eglinton Ave 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
Introduction and Overview 

Step 1 “Alternatives To” 
“Alternatives To” represent functionally different way of approaching the problem or 
opportunity. Two (2) Alternatives To were identified based on recommendations 
from The Bikeway Trails Implementation Plan and the East Don Trail Master Plan 
Update:  

Step 2 “Alternative Trail Alignments” 
“Alternative Trail Alignments” represent trail route options for providing a Multi-Use 
Trail Connection in the East Don Corridor. Alternative Trail Alignments that support 
the problem/opportunity statement and project objectives were identified and 
evaluated to determine their environmental impacts.   
 
A preferred trail alignment will be selected  after public input is received on the 
preliminary evaluation presented at this event.  

#1: Do Nothing 
The “Do Nothing” alternative will consist 
of no action, no trail infrastructure will be 
constructed and improved access will not 
be created into the valley lands. No 
improvements or changes will be made 
directly to solve the problems(s) 
identified.    

Alternative Solutions are feasibly different ways of addressing the 
Problem/Opportunity Statement.  A preferred solution will be 
selected from the Alternative Solutions taking into account public 
and agency input.  
 
To evaluate the Alternative Solutions for the East Don Trail EA a 
two-step process was undertaken.   

#2 Provide Multi-Use Trail Connection 
The “Provide Multi-use Trail Connection” 
alternative will consist of constructing a multi-
use trail from the existing East Don trail to the 
Lower Don trail, a trail connection will also be 
constructed to the Gatineau Corridor Trail.  
This option will also explore additional access 
points.   

Provide Multi-Use Trail Connection was chosen to move forward to Step 2 based on 
its ability to meet the problem/opportunity statement, project objectives, and 
evaluation criteria. 
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Alternative Trail Alignments 
Introduction and Overview 
The Alternative Trail Alignments have been broken down 
into 3 distinct areas, and have been determined based on 
infrastructure and property challenges, and river sections.  
Each area will be evaluated separately.  

Area 1  
(2 Alignments):  
Forest Trail A  
Forest Trail B 

Area 2  
(9 Alignments):  
Road Link A, B & C 
River Walk A, B & C  
Rail Trail A, B & C  

Area 3  
(3 Alignments): 
Access Route A 
Access Route B 
Access Route C 
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Alternative Trail Alignments 
Evaluation Criteria 
Broad Criteria  Criteria 
Functional 
Value 
 

Ability to meet or promote: 
• Project high level goal #1: Trail is located within the valley 

lands  
• Project high level goal #2: Trail supports multi users  
• Access requirements for infrastructure maintenance 

vehicles and for police and emergency medical services 
vehicles  

• Future opportunities to create local community connections  
• Objectives for additional planning initiatives (not related to 

EA objectives) 
• Practical and useful travel route 

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 
 

Potential impact to: 
• Terrestrial vegetation and communities 
• Wildlife habitat and connectivity 
• Aquatic habitat 
• Surface drainage and groundwater 
• East Don River processes 
• Additional benefits to the natural and physical environment 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 
 

Potential impact to or assessed level of: 
• Public safety objectives 
• Disruption to local study area business operations and 

services provided 
• Aesthetics 
• Multi-user experience 
• Noise level 
• Known or potential archaeological sites, built heritage 

sites, and cultural heritage landscapes 
 

Cost 
 

• Capital cost 
• Operation and maintenance cost 

Technical  
 

• Technical feasibility 
• Ease of implementation 
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1 

All Forest Trail 
Alignments will:   
• Connect with 

existing East Don 
Trail 

• Require 2 rail line 
crossings 

AREA 1 Alternative Trail Alignments 
Forest Trail - Alignments 

1 

2 3 

4 

Very 
steep 
areas 

Connects 
with informal 
trails 

Erosion 

2 3 4 

Forest Trail A (~1.6km) 

Forest Trail B (~1.6km) 

Common to All 

Existing Trail 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issue 
Rail Line Crossing Potential rail line crossing 

Valley wall erosion Informal trail along river bank Potential trail location 
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Forest Trail -  Preliminary Evaluation 

Criteria Forest Trail A Forest Trail B 
Functional 
Value 

• Easy future connection to Victoria Village 
community 

  

• Complex future connection to Victoria village  
• Some steeper areas  

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• Minor impacts to river processes and 
hydraulics 

• Moderate impacts to river processes and 
hydraulics 

• Provides opportunity to remediate erosion 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• Minimal noise level disruptions • Proximity to rail line could increase noise levels 
and disruptions 

Cost • Highest capital cost  • High capital cost 

Technical • Moderately technically feasible and 
easier/quicker to implement 

• Least technically feasible and longer time to 
implement 

Criteria Common to Both Trails 
Functional 
Value 

• Located within the valley lands 
• Improves access to some infrastructure and for emergency vehicles 

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• High amount of vegetation removed, majority native common species, some invasive species 
• Impact to wetland and aquatic habitat 
• Minor impacts to groundwater and surface drainage 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• Trail adjacent to river course and poses some safety concerns 
• Varying natural landscapes 
• No sight barriers 
• Provides some challenges for fitness users 
• Potential to contain archaeological sites 

Cost • Moderate operational and maintenance costs  

Technical • n/a 

Forest Trail A 
~1.6km, 6 brides, 2 rail line crossings 

Forest Trail B 
~1.6km, 4 brides, 2 rail line crossings 

Forest Trail A received the highest preliminary ranking overall when evaluated 

Shading indicates highest ranking when evaluated against the specific evaluation criteria 
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AREA 2 Alternative Trail Alignments 
Alignments Overview 

This is a combination of: 

3 routes traveling north-south 

River Walk  
Rail Trail  

Road Link  

3 routes traveling east-west 
(connects with Gatineau) 

A  
B  
C  

+ 

= 
Road Link A 
Road Link B 
Road Link C 
 
River Walk A 
River Walk B 
River Walk C 
 
Rail Trail A 
Rail Trail B 
Rail Trail C   

Area 2 contains 9 different Trail Alignments.  

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issue 
Rail Line Crossing 
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1 

2 3 4 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Sharp 
turn 

Road 
crossings 
needed 

Hydro 
corridor 

Steep 
access 

Steep 
access 

Road Link - Alignments 

All Road Link 
Alignments will: 
• Ideally be a 

boulevard trail and 
travel on road right 
of way 

• Require relocation 
of infrastructure 

• Have a high degree 
of safety concerns 
for users 

Road Link A (~2.9km) 

Road Link B (~3.3km) 

Common to All 

Road Link C (~3.4km) 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issue 

Rail Line Crossing 

Hydro corridor, existing access route Very steep access Linkwood Lane potential road crossing  

Steep graded, marginal forest 
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1 

2 3 4 

River Walk - Alignments 

All River Walk 
Alignments will:   
• Travel through a 

privately owned 
golf course and 
use the existing 
cart path 

• Require acquisition 
of the golf course 

• Travel on generally 
flat and even 
terrain 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Golf 
Course 
Property 

Use of 
existing 
path 

Works 
properties 

Limited 
space 

River Walk  A (~2.7km) 

River Walk B (~2.8km) 

Common to All 

River Walk C (~3.4km) 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issue 

Rail Line Crossing 

Forested 
area, many 
invasive 
species 

Privately owned golf course 

Hydro corridor existing access route Informal trail through forested area Potential trail location east of rail line 
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1 

2 3 4 

Rail Trail - Alignments 

All Rail Trail 
Alignments will:   
• Require fencing of 

route between the 
golf course and the 
rail line 

• Run along the rail 
line right of way, will 
not impact 
operations of rail 
line or golf course 

• Potentially travel 
west or east of the 
rail line in some 
portions 

1 

2 

3 
Fencing 
of route  

Sharp 
turn 

Works 
properties 

Forested 
area, many 
invasive 
species 

Limited 
space 

4 

Rail Trail  A (~2.1km) 

Rail Trail B (~2.2km) 

Common to All 

Rail Trail C (~2.9km) 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issue 

Rail Line Crossing 

Area between rail line and river 

Potential rail line crossing, forested Rail line right of way Significant erosion  
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Criteria 

Road Link A 
~2.9km, 3 bridges, 2 rail line 

crossing 

Road Link B 
~3.3km, 3 bridges, 2 rail line 

crossing 

Road Link C 
~3.4km, 3 bridges, 1 rail line 

crossing 

Functional 
Value 

• Majority of trail outside of valley 
lands 

• Very steep access limits some 
users 

• Does not improve access to 
infrastructure or emergency 
vehicles 

• Many travel disruptions and 
relatively long length 

• Half of trail outside of valley 
lands 

• Very steep access limits some 
users 

• Slightly improves access to 
infrastructure or emergency 
vehicles 

• Many travel disruptions and 
relatively long length 

• Half of trail outside of valley 
lands 

• Very steep access limits some 
users 

• Slightly improves access to 
infrastructure or emergency 
vehicles 

• Many travel disruptions and 
longest travel route 

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• High amount of vegetation 
removed 

• Presence of invasive species 
• Greatest impact to wetland 

habitat 
• Moderate impact to river 

processes 
• Large impact to wildlife habitat 
• Travels through a native restored 

area and highest amount of 
forest 

• High amount of vegetation 
removed 

• Presence of invasive species, 
• Greatest impact to wetland 

habitat 
• Least impact to river processes 
• Travels through a native restored 

area and high amount of forest 
 
 

• High amount of vegetation 
removed 

• Presence of invasive species 
• Greatest impact to wetland 

habitat 
• Highest impact to river 

processes 
• Travels through a native restored 

area and a regionally rare 
terrestrial community 

• Provides opportunity to 
remediate significant erosion 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• High amount of safety concerns 
• No impact to business operation 

or use (License agreement or 
easement necessary) 

• Highest noise level concerns 
• Least appealing route for all user 

experience 

• Highest amount of safety 
concerns 

• No impact to business operation 
or use (License agreement or 
easement necessary) 

• High noise level concerns 
• Less aesthetically appealing with 

visual distractions 
• Least appealing route for all user 

experience 

• Highest amount of safety 
concerns 

• No impact to business operation 
or use (License agreement or 
easement necessary) 

• Highest noise level concerns 
• Less aesthetically appealing with 

visual distractions 
• Least appealing route for all user 

experience 
Cost • High capital, maintenance and 

operations cost 
• Moderate capital, maintenance 

and operations cost 
• Highest capital, maintenance and 

operations cost 
Technical • Low feasibility and difficult/long to 

implement 
• Moderately feasible and 

implementable 
• Least feasible and most 

difficult/longest to implement 

Road Link – Preliminary Evaluation 

Shading indicates highest ranking when evaluated against the specific evaluation criteria 
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Criteria 

River Walk A 
~2.7km, 5 bridges, 2 rail line 

crossing 

River Walk B 
~2.8km, 4 bridges, 2 rail line 

crossing 

River Walk C 
~3.4km, 5 bridges, 1 rail line 

crossing 

Functional 
Value 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use for all 

users 
• Improves access for 

infrastructure and emergency 
vehicles 

• Easy community connections  
• Direct travel route with no 

disruptions 
• Meets most additional planning 

initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use for all 

users 
• Improves access for 

infrastructure and emergency 
vehicles 

• Easy community connections  
• Direct travel route with no 

disruptions 
• Meets most additional planning 

initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use for all 

users 
• Improves access for 

infrastructure and emergency 
vehicles 

• Easy community connections  
• Direct travel route with no 

disruptions 
• Meets most additional planning 

initiatives 
Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• Low amount of vegetation 
removed 

• High amount of invasive species 
• No impact to wetland habitat  
• High impact to river processes 
• Highest potential to flood 
• Provides opportunity to restore 

and regenerate of valley lands 
• Travels through moderate amount 

of forest 

• Lowest amount of vegetation 
removed 

• High amount of invasive species 
• No impact to wetland habitat 
• High impact to river process 
• Highest potential to flood 
• Provides opportunity for 

restoration and regeneration of 
valley lands 

• Least impact to wildlife habitat 

• Low amount of vegetation 
removed 

• High amount of invasive species 
• Minimal impact to wetland habitat 
• Highest impact to river 

processes 
• Highest potential to flood 
• Presence of regionally rare 

terrestrial community 
• Provides opportunity to restore 

and regenerate of valley lands, 
and to remediate erosion 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• Lowest amount of safety 
concerns 

• Cease to operation and use of 
golf course 

• Some noise level concerns 
• Most aesthetically pleasing 
• Interesting route 

• Low amount of safety concerns   
• Cease to operation and use of 

golf course 
• Most aesthetically pleasing  
• Most interesting and appealing 

route for all user experience  
 

• Low amount of safety concerns 
• Cease to operation and use of 

golf course 
• Most aesthetically pleasing 
• Interesting route 

 

Cost • Low capital cost, moderate 
maintenance cost 

• Lowest capital cost, low 
maintenance cost 

• Moderate capital cost, high 
maintenance and operation costs 

Technical • Moderately feasible and 
moderately difficult to implement 

• Highly feasible, and moderately 
difficult/long to implement 

• Most feasible, and most difficult 
to implement 

River Walk – Preliminary Evaluation 

Rail Trail B and River Walk B received the highest preliminary ranking overall when evaluated 
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Criteria 

Rail Trail A 
~2.1km, 4 bridges, 2 rail line 

crossings 

Rail Trail B 
~2.2km, 4 bridges, 2 rail line 

crossings 

Rail Trail C 
~2.9km, 5 bridges, 1 rail line 

crossings 

Functional 
Value 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use for all 

users 
• Slightly improves access for 

infrastructure and emergency 
vehicles  

• Complex community connections 
• Most direct travel route 
• Meets some additional planning 

initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use for all 

users 
• Slightly improves access for 

infrastructure and emergency 
vehicles  

• Complex community connections 
• Most direct  and quickest route 
• Meets some additional planning 

initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use for all 

users 
• Slightly improves access for 

infrastructure and emergency 
vehicles  

• Complex community connections 
• Most direct travel route 
• Meets some additional planning 

initiatives 

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• Highest amount of vegetation 
removed 

• High amount of invasive species 
• No impact to wetland habitat 
• Moderate impacts to river 

processes 
• Fencing of route creates barrier 

to wildlife movement 
• Travels through a high amount 

of forest 
 

• High amount of vegetation 
removed 

• High amount of invasive species 
• No impact to wetland habitat 
• Moderate impacts to river 

processes 
• Fencing of route creates barrier 

to wildlife movement 
 

• Highest amount of vegetation 
removed 

• High amount of invasive species 
• Minimal impact to wetland habitat 
• High impacts to river processes 
• Fencing of route creates barrier 

to wildlife movement 
• Presence of regionally rare 

terrestrial community  
• Opportunity to remediate 

significant erosion 
• Large impact to wildlife habitat 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• High amount of safety concern 
(travel between Rail line and golf 
course and fencing of trail) 

• No impact to business operation 
or use (License agreement or 
easement necessary) 

• Highest noise level disruptions 

• High amount of safety concerns 
(travel between Rail line and golf 
course and fencing of trail),  

• No impact to business 
operation or use (License 
agreement or easement 
necessary) 

• High noise level disruptions 
 

• Highest amount of safety 
concerns (travel between Rail 
line and golf course and fencing 
of trail) 

• No impact to business 
operation or use (License 
agreement or easement 
necessary) 

• High noise level disruptions 

Cost • Low capital, maintenance and 
operation cost 

• Lowest capital, operation and 
maintenance cost 

• Moderate capital, maintenance 
and operation costs 

Technical • Moderately feasible and easy to 
implement 

• Most feasible and 
easiest/quickest to implement 

• Least feasible and moderately 
difficult to implement 

Rail Trail – Preliminary Evaluation 

Shading indicates highest ranking when evaluated against the specific evaluation criteria 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

2 3 

AREA 3 Alternative Trail Alignments 
Access Route - Alignments 

All Access Route 
Alignments will: 
• Utilize an existing 

access route for 
most of the trail 

• Connect with Lower 
Don Trails  

Existing access route 

1 
Access Route A (~1.7km) 

Access Route B (~1.7km) 

Common to All 

Access Route C (~2.2km) 

Existing Trail 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issue 

Rail Line Crossing 

1 

3 

2 
Existing 
access 
route 

Connects 
with Lower 
Don Trails 

Connection point with Lower Don Trails Potential travel under Eglinton Ave 
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Access Route - Preliminary Evaluation 

Criteria Access Route A Access Route B Access Route C 
Functional Value • Provides access to 

infrastructure and for 
emergency vehicles 

• Easy future connections 

• Provides access to 
infrastructure and for 
emergency vehicles 

• Complex future connections 

• Less direct access to 
infrastructure and for emergency 
vehicles 

• Easy future connections 
• Slightly longer trail route 

 
Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• Lowest impacts to river 
processes 

• Low amount of vegetation 
removed 

• Low impacts to river processes 
• Low amount of vegetation 

removed 
 

• Low impacts to river processes 
• Medium amount of vegetation 

removed 
• Travels through high amount of 

forest 
• Travels along Taylor Creek 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• Aesthetically appealing 
• Potential for archaeological 

sites 

• Aesthetically appealing 
• Potential for archaeological 

sites 

• Most Aesthetically appealing 
• Highest potential to impact 

cultural heritage sites/landscapes 
• Sharp turns impact sight lines 
• Travels in close proximity to 

residential neighbourhoods 
Cost • High capital cost 

• Low operation and maintenance 
cost 

• Moderate capital cost, and 
operation and maintenance cost 

• Moderate capital cost 
• High operation and maintenance 

cost 
Technical • High technical feasibility • Lowest technical feasibility • High technical feasibility 

Criteria Common to River Walk Trail Alignments 
Functional Value • Within valley lands 

• Flat and even terrain provides easy access and use for all users 
• Meets some additional planning initiatives 
• No travel disruptions 

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• Uses existing access route 
• Impact to habitat, travels by wetlands and adjacent to river course 
• Moderate impact to aquatic habitat 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• Trail travels beside river, minor safety concern 
• Interesting and easy to follow route 

Cost • n/a 

Technical • Easiest to implement 

Access Route A and B received the highest preliminary ranking overall when evaluated. 

Shading indicates highest ranking when evaluated against the specific evaluation criteria 

Access  Route A 
~1.7km, 2 bridges 

Access Route B 
~1.7km, 2 bridges 

Access Route C 
~2.2km, 1 new and 1 
replacement bridge 
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NEXT STEPS 
1. Review public input on the Alternative Trail 

Alignments and preliminary evaluation 
2. Prepare Phase 2 Consultation Report 
3. Select a Preferred  Trail Alignment 
4. Identify Alternative Design Concepts for the 

Preferred Trail Alignment (Preferred Solution). 
5. Present to public at next Public Information Centre 

(early 2014). 
 
Please leave your completed workbook at the door on 
the way out OR, if you would like more time to write your 
comments, please send them no later than      
Thursday, September 27, 2013 to: 

Maogosha Pyjor 
Public Consultation Unit 

City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 19th Floor, 55 John St. 

Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 
 

Tel: 416-338-2850  
TTY: 416-397-0831 
Fax: 416-392-2974 

Email: eastdontrail@toronto.ca 
 

Thank you for your time 

mailto:eastdontrail@toronto.ca
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Trail Etiquette 

All multi-use pathway users have a 
responsibility to be considerate and respectful 
of all park/trail users. 
  
The following tips are provided to help ensure 
that all pathway users have an enjoyable and 
safe experience: 
 

EAST DON TRAIL 

Cyclists rollerbladers, and similar faster-moving persons 
must yield to pedestrians. 

Faster trail users should pass on the left and keep to the right 
when on the trail. 

Only pass when it is safe to do so and the trail is wide 
enough. 

When riding a bike, let people know you are approaching by 
ringing your bell or giving a friendly greeting. 

Dogs should be kept on a leash in parks, except in 
designated off-leash areas. 

To protect the pathways and parks, stay on the trail and don’t 
litter. 

According to the Parks By-law, trail users including cyclists 
and rollerbladers and skateboarders should not exceed the 
speed of 20km/h when traveling in a park. 

If the pathway is busy with pedestrians, consider walking 
instead of cycling, rollerblading or skateboarding 
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Trail Specifications 
The East Don Trail will be designed as a multi-use trail to support a 
number of users including (but not limited to): walkers, runners, cyclists, 
in-line skaters, people with baby strollers, and dog walkers.  Accessibility 
for wheel chair users will be investigated as part of the design process.  
 

EAST DON TRAIL 

Detailed specifications will be developed as part of the Environmental 
Assessment process. 
 

• a trail width of approximately 3.5 to 4 meters to allow bi-
directional trail use.  Width  

• a centre line to separate directional paths  and arrow markings 
to remind all users to travel on the right. Markings 

• where possible maintain flat grades. Design trail slope as 
required for drainage and to accommodate topography.  Where 
possible slope grades will be kept below 5%. 

Grade 

• City of Toronto standard trail surface for multi-use trails is 
asphalt as the hard surface supports a variety of trail users and 
abilities.  In addition asphalt does not erode and has low 
maintenance costs. 

Surface 

• adequate signage will be incorporated including: regulatory, 
warning and informational. Signs will be placed in clearly visible 
locations. 

Signage and 
Wayfinding 

General trail specifications that will be investigated and considered as 
part of the planning and design process will include: 



EAST DON TRAIL PROJECT 

Natural Environment Trail Strategy 
In June of 2013, the City of Toronto 
completed the Natural Environment 
Trail Strategy that identifies the 
opportunities, constraints, planning 
policies and management strategies 
required to ensure the protection of the 
City of Toronto's natural areas while 
offering safe and enjoyable 
recreational opportunities for all natural 
environment/dirt trail users. This 
Strategy is meant to help guide and 
inform future trail planning initiatives 
that will assist in the protection of the 
City of Toronto's natural areas.  

There has been considerable public interest around the natural 
surface trails that exist within the Local and Regional Study 
Areas, and how they will be affected by the East Don Trail 
Environmental Assessment (Class EA).  
 
The scope of the East Don Class EA is limited to a multi-use paved 
trail. Therefore, natural surface (dirt) trails in the area will not be 
considered as part of the EA process.  
 
The Study Area for the East Don Trail Project is located within one of 
the priority management areas identified in the City of Toronto's 
Natural Environment Trail Strategy.  The priority management areas 
will be the focus of trail planning in Toronto in the short term of the 
estimated ten year process outlined in the Strategy. 

To view a copy of the Natural Environment Trail Strategy, please visit 
the City of Toronto’s website: www.toronto.ca/parks/engagement/trails/ 

http://www.toronto.ca/parks/engagement/trails/


EAST DON TRAIL 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Public Meeting #2/3 
September 12, 2013 
5:30 to 8:30 pm 
The Estonian House 



Alternative Trail Alignments are 
different trail route options for 
providing a multi-use trail 
connection in the East Don 
Corridor  
 
The Alterative Trail Alignments 
will be evaluated to select a 
preferred route 

Alternative Trail Alignments 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Existing East 
Don Trail 

Gatineau 
Corridor Trail 

Don Trail 
Systems 



Areas 
Alternative Trail Alignments  

Area 1 
2 trail alignment options: 
• Forest Trail A 
• Forest Trail B  

• Road Link A 
• Road Link B 
• Road Link C 

 
 
 
 

• River Walk A 
• River Walk B 
• River Walk C 
 

 
 
 

• Rail Trail A 
• Rail Trail B 
• Rail Trail C 

Area 3 
3 trail alignment options: 
• Access Route A 
• Access Route B 
• Access Route C 

Area 2 
9 trail alignment options: 



Areas 
Alternative Trail Alignments  

Area 1 
2 trail alignment options: 
• Forest Trail A 
• Forest Trail B  

• Road Link A 
• Road Link B 
• Road Link C 

 
 
 
 

• River Walk A 
• River Walk B 
• River Walk C 
 

 
 
 

• Rail Trail A 
• Rail Trail B 
• Rail Trail C 

Area 3 
3 trail alignment options: 
• Access Route A 
• Access Route B 
• Access Route C 

Area 2 
9 trail alignment options: 

Once public and 
agency input has been 
incorporated into the 
draft evaluation of these 
alignments a preferred 
route will be selected 
within each area 



Area 1:  
Forest Trail A and B 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Forest Trail A 
• ~1.6km 
• 6 bridges, 2 rail line crossing 

Forest Trail B 
• ~1.6km  
• 4 bridges, 2 rail line crossing 



Area 1:  
Forest Trail A and B 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Forest Trail A and B 

Forest Trail A 

Forest Trail B 

Common to Both 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issues 

Existing Trail 

Alternative Trail Alignments 

Rail Line Crossing 



Area 1:  
Forest Trail A and B 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

2 

1 

Very 
Steep 
area 

2. Opposite bank (very steep and eroding)  

1. Potential location of trail (flat) 

Existing East Don Trail 



Area 1:  
Forest Trail A and B 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Very 
Steep 
area 

3 

4 

4. Informal trail between rail line and river 

3. Active valley wall erosion 



Area 1:  
Forest Trail A and B 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

6 

5 

Very 
Steep 
area 

6. Opposite bank (steep) 

5. Potential trail location (flat) 

Very 
Steep 
area 



Area 1:  
Forest Trail A and B 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

8 

7 

8. Potential trail location, west of river 

7. Potential river crossing  



Area 2:  
Alternative Trail Alignments 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope Stability Issues 

Rail Line Crossing 

9 different Trail Alignments 
This is a combination of: 
3 routes traveling north-south 

River Walk  

Rail Trail  

Road Link  

3 routes traveling east-west 
(connects with Gatineau) 

A  
B  
C  

+ 

Road Link A 
Road Link B 
Road Link C  

= 
River Walk A 
River Walk B 
River Walk C  

Rail Trail A 
Rail Trail B 
Rail Trail C  



Area 2:  
Road Link A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Road Link A 
• ~2.9km 
• 3 bridges 
• 2 rail line crossing 

Road Link B 
• ~3.3km 
• 3 bridges 
• 2 rail line crossing 

Road Link C 
• ~3.4km 
• 3 bridges 
• 1 rail line crossing 



Area 2:  
Road Link A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Road Link A (~2.9km) 

Road Link B (~3.3km) 

Common to All 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issues 

Existing Trail 

Alternative Trail Alignments 

Rail Line Crossing 

Road Link C (~3.4km) 



Area 2:  
Road Link A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

10 

9 

2 

1 

1. Steep access between road and valley 

2. Potential road crossing 



Area 2:  
Road Link A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

10 

9 

4 

3 

4. Steep access between road and valley  

3. Linkwood Lane  



Area 2:  
Road Link A 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

10 

9 

6 

Rail Line 
Crossing 

Between 
River and Rail 5 

5. Between river and rail line 

6. Potential rail line crossing 



Area 2:  
Road Link A 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

10 

9 

7 

8 

7. Steep forested area 

8. Existing access route 



Area 2:  
Road Link B  

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

10 

9 
5 

6 
5. Forested area within floodplain 

6. Potential crossing of rail line 



Area 2:  
Road Link B 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

10 

9 

7 

8 

7. Access route out of valley lands 

8. Existing access route in hydro corridor 



Area 2:  
Road Link C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

10 

9 

6 

5 

5. Adjacent rail line within valley 

6. Large erosion, pinch point 



Area 2:  
Road Link C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

10 

9 

8 

7 

7. Adjacent rail line within valley 

8. Existing access route in hydro corridor 



Area 2:  
River Walk A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

River Walk A 
• ~2.7km 
• 5 bridges 
• 2 rail line crossing 

River Walk B 
• ~2.8km 
• 4 bridges 
• 2 rail line crossing 

River Walk C 
• ~3.4km 
• 5 bridges 
• 1 rail line crossing 



Area 2:  
Road Link A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Road Link A (~2.7km) 

Road Link B (~2.8km) 

Common to All 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issues 

Existing Trail 

Alternative Trail Alignments 

Rail Line Crossing 

Road Link C (~3.4km) 



Area 2:  
River Walk A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

2 

1 

1. Northern end of golf course 

2. Aerial view of golf course  



Area 2:  
River Walk A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

4 

3 

3. Golf course and Hydro corridor 

4. Informal path through forested area 



Area 2:  
River Walk A 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

6 
5 

5. Potential river crossing 6. Potential rail line crossing 

7. Steep forested area 8. Existing access route 

7 

8 



Area 2:  
River Walk B  

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

5 

5. Potential crossing of rail line 

6. Access route 7. Existing access route 

6 

7 



Area 2:  
River Walk C 
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Area 2:  
Rail Trail A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Rail Trail A 
• ~2.1km 
• 4 bridges 
• 2 rail line crossing 

Rail Trail B 
• ~2.2km 
• 4 bridges 
• 2 rail line crossing 

Rail Trail C 
• ~2.9km 
• 5 bridges 
• 1 rail line crossing 
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Area 3:  
Access Route A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Access Route A 
• ~1.7km 
• 2 bridges 
• Passes under DVP once 

Access Route B 
• ~1.7km 
• 2 bridges 
• Passes under DVP once 

Access Route C 
• ~2.2km 
• 1 new bridge, 1 bridge 

replacement 
• Passes under DVP three 

times 



Area 3:  
Access Route  A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

Road Link A (~1.7km) 

Road Link B (~1.7km) 

Common to All 

Bridge Crossing 

Potential Slope 
Stability Issues 

Existing Trail 

Alternative Trail Alignments 

Rail Line Crossing 

Road Link C (~3.4km) 



Area 3:  
Access Route A, B & C 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 
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Area 3:  
Access Route A, B & C 
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3. Crossing under DVP 

2. Connection to Lower Don Trails 



East Don Trail Environment Assessment 

We’d like your input at this key stage of the 
EA process! 
• Do you agree with the proposed trail 

alignments as presented? 
• Do you agree with the evaluation criteria 
• Do you agree with the draft evaluation? 
• From the evaluation which alignment do 

you prefer? 
 

Feedback and Input 



Questions? 

East Don Trail Environment Assessment 
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AREA 1 – Forest Trail 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Forest Trail A Forest Trail B 
 ~1.6km, 6 bridges, 2 rail line crossing 

 
~ 1.6 km, 4 bridges, 2 rail line crossings 

1 The north portion of Forest Trail A and B begin south of Lawrence and are located at the northern end of the proposed East Don Trail. The 
trails begin at the existing East Don Trail, cross the river once where they travel adjacent to the river through a forested area and the 
Wigmore Park Ravine potential ESA. The trails travel along the north/east bank of the river where the area is generally flat with some 
gentle grades. The opposite bank of the river contains steep grades and sections of the river banks are actively eroding sand plain slopes. 
The forest area is mainly comprised of L4 and L5 communities and includes both native and invasive species. Tree species include: paper 
birch, hawthorn, sugar maples, hemlock, white pine, and Manitoba maple. Forest Trail A, B and C cross under the rail line bridge and 
continue through the forested vegetation community and potential ESA.  A Manitoba maple mineral deciduous swamp wetland community 
is located just north of the trail.  
 

2 Forest Trail A crosses the river twice and travels through a 
successional area adjacent to the east side of the East Don 
River. The successional area is mainly comprised of invasive 
species communities including an exotic successional 
woodland, and Manitoba maple lowland deciduous forest. 
Swamp and marsh wetland communities are located just east of 
the trail. On the opposing side of the river there is a valley wall 
erosion scar. The trail crosses the river at the south end of the 
scar, where the area on both side of the river is generally flat 
and even. The terrestrial community in this area contains an L3 
community with white cedars and paper birch, as well as a 
Manitoba maple community. Forest Trail A allows for future 
connections to the Victoria Village and Wynford Concorde 
communities.   
 

Forest Trail B crosses the river once and travels through two (2) 
vegetation communities; forest and successional. They are 
comprised mainly of L4 communities containing white cedar, 
sugar maples, hemlock, poplar trees.  The area also contains 2 L3 
communities as well as invasive Manitoba maples. The trail 
travels above the large valley wall erosion scar adjacent to the rail 
line. The scar is an eroding sand slope with minimal vegetation to 
provide resistance to erosion. Erosion control work would be 
required to stabilize the slope and allow for a trail in this location. 
Forest Trail B does not allow for easy future access to the Victoria 
Village community, but allows for future access to the Wynford 
Concorde community. 

3 Forest Trail A and B travel adjacent to the west side of the East Don River through a successional vegetated community comprised of 
mainly of invasive species including scotch pine and Manitoba maples, and a native cultural savannah. The trail would require a second 
crossing of the rail line; this would potentially be a tunnel under the rail line. 
 

4 Forest Trail A and B cross the river and travels adjacent to the east side of the river mainly through a cultural meadow.  Marginal 
areas are forested and include sumac, Manitoba maples, and willows.  A reed canary grass marsh wetland is located adjacent to 
the river.  
 

5 Forest Trail A and B cross the river once under the Eglinton Avenue span bridge and travels adjacent to the west side of the river. The 
grade change at this river crossing is large and may require ramping of the bridge. Limited space is available for the trail under the 
Eglington bridge due to the bridge abutments being located near the river. 
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AREA 2 – Road Link 

 
 Road Link A Road Link B Road Link C 
 ~2.9km, 3 bridges, 2 rail line crossing 

 
~3.3km, 3 bridges, 2 rail line crossing ~3.4km, 3 bridges, 1 rail line crossing 

 Trail Spine 
 

1 The north portion of Road Link A, B and C begin just south of Eglinton Avenue on the west side of the East Don River and the Rail Line. 
The trail travels along a very step natural area to connect the road with the valley system. The trails would require significant retaining 
wall and potentially switch backs within this area to traverse the steep valley wall 
 

2 Road Link A, B and C travel along the right of way of St. Dennis Dr and Linkwood Lane. In this section the trail would be a boulevard trail 
separated from both the road way and sidewalk. In some areas the trail would need to be built into the bank requiring retaining walls to be 
built. Some infrastructure would need to be moved, including but not limited to light standards, bus shelters, and electrical boxes. The 
removal of some trees that line the side walk would also be necessary. At least two (2) road crossings would be necessary. 
 

3 Road Link A, B and C travel along a very steep natural area to connect the road with the valley system in the south. The trail would 
require significant retaining walls and potentially switch backs within this area. The steep area is made up of a terrestrial restored and 
mature native forest community. A series of wetlands are located towards the bottom of the steep area, and include; a fresh moist 
Manitoba Maple low land deciduous swamp, cattail mineral shallow marsh, and common reed mineral shallow marsh. 
 

4 Road Link A, B and C cross the river twice and the rail line once to connect with the southern portion of the trail in Area 3  
 

 Gatineau Corridor Connection 
 

5 For Road Link A the Gatineau connection 
is made at the north tip of Area 2, just 
south of Eglinton Avenue. The trail 
crosses the river and travels within a 
marginal forested area east of the river 
and west of the rail line. This area is 
privately owned but is not actively being 
used, and an easement or use agreement 
would be necessary.  
 

For Road Link B the Gatineau connection 
is made at the southern end of the trail in 
Area 2. The trail travels through a 
forested area adjacent to the East Don 
River (roughly 60m west of the river). The 
forested area is mainly comprised of 
Manitoba Maple lowland Forest 
communities, followed by Sugar Maple-
Hemlock mixed forest, white pine 
coniferous plantation, and Native Cultural 
Savannah. 
 

 

For Road Link C the Gatineau 
connection is made at the southern end 
of the trail on the east side of the rail line 
(when the trail connects with the south 
portion of the trail in Area 3). The trail 
crosses the river adjacent to the rail line 
and a significant actively eroding valley 
wall (along the east slope). The 
vegetation communities the trail passes 
through include Manitoba maple lowland, 
serviceberry-buffaloberry shrub bluff (an 
L2 community), and hemlock-sugar 
maple mixed forest.  

 
6 Road Link A crosses the rail line (most 

likely a tunnel crossing) where a tributary 
of the river is currently crossing the rail 
line via a culvert. The trail travels through 
a forested area with varying topography 
alongside the tributary.  
 

Road Link B crosses the river once and 
travels along the edge of a forested area 
and crosses the rail line just south of the 
hydro corridor. The rail line crossing 
would either be an at-grade crossing or a 
bridge crossing. 
 

Road Link C travels over a former landfill 
east of the rail line. The area is 
dominated by meadow species and 
contains a purple loosestrife meadow 
marsh within the area of the former 
landfill. In the north the topography is 
varied which may require retaining walls 
and there is a patch of forest comprised 
of native terrestrial communities 
including: poplar, sumac, white elm, 
sugar maple, and oaks.  
 

7 Road Link A continues on an existing City 
of Toronto access route and a marginal 
wet forest area to connect to Bermondsey 
Road. This portion of the trail travels 
between two (2) City of Toronto Works 
properties; Bermondsey Transfer Station 
and Bermondsey Yard 

Road Link B and C travel through the hydro corridor utilizing an existing access route to 
connect with Bermondsey Road. The access is gently sloped with a few steep portions 
leading out of the valley lands, while the east section along the top lands is generally 
flat. The area in the west is dominated by successional terrestrial communities, while 
the west is dominated by grasses and contains maintained mowed areas. The trail 
passes adjacent 4 hydro towers and a generating station. In addition a Toronto works 
property, the Bermondsey Yard is situated just north of the hydro corridor and trail. 
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AREA 2 – River Walk 

 
 River Walk A River Walk B River Walk C 
 ~2.7km, 5 bridges, 2 rail line crossing ~2.8km, 4 bridges, 2 rail line crossing ~3.4km, 5 bridges, 1 rail line crossing 

 Trail Spine 
 

1 The north portion of River Walk A, B and C begin just south of Eglinton Avenue on the west side of the East Don River and the Rail Line. 
The trails travel through a privately owned golf course utilizing the existing cart path adjacent the river. Acquisition of the golf course 
would be necessary. The area is predominantly coved by short manicured grass with a few areas of narrow riparian vegetation. Sections 
of the river banks are actively eroding with minimal vegetation to provide resistance to the erosion. The trails cross the river once at an 
existing bridge that would require upgrading.  
 

2 River Walk A, B and C travel through the hydro corridor along the east side of the river within an area leased by the golf course, a license 
agreement with Hydro One would be necessary. The area is predominantly covered by short manicured grass with a few areas of thin 
riparian vegetation.  
 

3 River Walk A, B and C cross the river and travel through a forested area adjacent to the west side of the East Don River (roughly 60m 
west of the river). The forested area is mainly comprised of Manitoba Maple lowland Forest communities, followed by Sugar Maple-
Hemlock mixed forest, white pine coniferous plantation, and Native Cultural Savannah. 
 

4 River Walk A, B and C cross the river twice and the rail line once to connect with the southern portion of the trail in Area 3  
 

 Gatineau Corridor Connection 
 

5 The Gatineau connection is made at the 
north tip of Area 2 just south of Eglinton 
Ave. The trail crosses the river and travels 
within a marginal forested area east of the 
river and west of the rail line. This area is 
privately owned but is not actively being 
used, and an easement or use agreement 
would be necessary.  
 

The Gatineau connection is made roughly in 
the middle of the trail in Area 2, just south of 
the hydro corridor and travels along the 
edge of a forested area.  
 
 

The Gatineau connection is made at the 
southern end of the trail on the east side of 
the rail line (where the trail connects with 
the north portion of the trail in Area 3). The 
trail crosses the river adjacent to the east 
side of the rail line and a significant actively 
eroding valley wall (along the east slope). 
The vegetation communities the trail passes 
through include Manitoba maple lowland, 
serviceberry-buffaloberry shrub bluff (an L2 
community), and hemlock-sugar maple 
mixed forest.  
 

6 River Walk A crosses the rail line (most 
likely a tunnel crossing) where a tributary of 
the river is currently crossing the rail line via 
a culvert. The trail travels through a forested 
area with varying topography alongside the 
tributary.  
 

River Walk B crosses the rail line just south 
of the hydro corridor; the crossing would 
either be an at-grade crossing or a bridge 
crossing. 

River Walk C travels over a former landfill 
east of the rail line. The area is dominated 
by meadow species and contains a purple 
loosestrife meadow marsh within the area of 
the former landfill. In the north the 
topography is varied which may require 
retaining walls and there is a patch of forest 
comprised of native terrestrial communities 
including: poplar, sumac, white elm, sugar 
maple, and oaks. 
 

7 River Walk A continues on an existing City 
of Toronto access route and a marginal wet 
forest area to connect to Bermondsey Road. 
This portion of the trail travels between two 
(2) City of Toronto Works properties; 
Bermondsey Transfer Station and 
Bermondsey Yard. 
 

River Walk B and C travel through the hydro corridor utilizing an existing access route to 
connect with Bermondsey Road. The access is gently sloped with a few steep portions 
leading out of the valley lands, while the east section along the top lands is generally 
flat. The area in the west is dominated by successional terrestrial communities, while 
the east is dominated by grasses and contains maintained mowed areas. The trail 
passes adjacent four (4) hydro towers and a generating station. In addition, a Toronto 
works property, the Bermondsey Yard is situated just north of the hydro corridor and 
trail. 
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AREA 2 – Rail Trail 

 
 Rail Trail A Rail Trail B Rail Trail C 
 ~2.1km, 4 bridges, 2 rail line crossing ~2.2km, 4 bridges, 2 rail line crossing ~2.9km, 5 bridges, 1 rail line crossing 

 
 Trail Spine 

 
1 The north portion of Rail Trail A, B and C begin just south of Eglinton Avenue on the west side of the East Don River and crosses the river 

to the east side, where the trail runs between the river and the rail line. The trail travels through private property and an easement or 
license agreement would be necessary.  
 

2 Rail Trail A, B and C travel along the west side of the rail line right of way. Fencing of the entire trail on both sides would be necessary as 
the rail line is located to the east and the golf course to the west of the trail. The right of way is sloped and contains native tree and shrub 
species, removal of some vegetation and regrading or retaining walls would be necessary. 
 

3 Rail Trail A, B and C cross the river and travels through a forested area adjacent to the west side of the East Don River (roughly 60m west 
of the river). The forested area is mainly comprised of Manitoba Maple lowland Forest communities, followed by Sugar Maple-Hemlock 
mixed forest, white pine coniferous plantation, and Native Cultural Savannah. 
 

4 Rail Trail A, B and C cross the river twice and the rail line once to connect with the southern portion of the trail in Area. 
 

 Gatineau Corridor Connection 
 

5 The Gatineau connection is made within 
the northern portion Area 2 where the trail 
crosses the rail line (most likely a tunnel 
crossing) and a tributary of the river is 
currently crossing the rail line via a culvert. 
The connection would create a sharp turn 
potentially affecting sightlines. The trail 
travels through a forested area with 
varying topography alongside the tributary.  
 

The Gatineau connection is made roughly 
in the middle of the trail in Area 2.  

The Gatineau connection is made at the 
southern end of the trail in Area 2 on the 
east side of the rail line (when the trail 
connects with the the trail in Area 3). The 
trail crosses the river adjacent to the rail 
line and a significant actively eroding 
valley wall (along the east slope). The 
vegetation communities the trail passes 
through include Manitoba maple lowland, 
serviceberry-buffaloberry shrub bluff (an 
L2 community), and hemlock-sugar maple 
mixed forest.  
 

6 Rail Trail A continues on an existing 
access route and a marginal wet forest 
area to connect to Bermondsey Road. This 
portion of the trail travels between two (2) 
City of Toronto Works properties; 
Bermondsey Transfer Station and 
Bermondsey Yard. 

Rail Trail B crosses the rail line just south 
of the hydro corridor; the crossing would 
either be an at-grade crossing or a bridge 
crossing. 
 

Rail Trail C travels over a former landfill 
east of the rail line. The area is dominated 
by meadow species and contains a purple 
loosestrife meadow marsh within the area 
of the former landfill. In the north the 
topography is varied which may require 
retaining walls and there is a patch of 
forest comprised of native terrestrial 
communities including: poplar, sumac, 
white elm, sugar maple, and oaks.  
 

7  Rail Trail B and C travel through the hydro corridor utilizing an existing access route to 
connect with Bermondsey Road. The access is gently sloped with a few steep portions 
leading out of the valley lands, while the east section along the top lands is generally flat. 
The area in the west is dominated by successional terrestrial communities, while the 
east is dominated by grasses and contains maintained mowed areas. The trail passes 
adjacent four (4) hydro towers and a generating station. In addition a Toronto works 
property, the Bermondsey Yard is situated just north of the hydro corridor and trail. 
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AREA 3 – Access Route 

 

 
 

 Access Route A Access Route B Access Route C 
 ~ 1.7 km, 2 bridges ~ 1.7 km, 2 bridges ~ 2.12 km, 2 bridges  

 
1 The northern portion of Access Route A, B and C begins just east of the rail line on the west side of the East Don River.  The trails travel 

through a forested vegetation community comprised mainly of a Manitoba maple community.  The area also contains a sumac thicket and 
native cultural savannah. 
 

2 Access Route A, B and C cross the river and connect to the existing Toronto Water maintenance access route. The trails travel along the 
maintenance route through two (2) vegetation communities, forest and meadow, and two (2) wetland areas. The wetland areas contain 
mainly swamp habitat with some marsh communities. Recent channel and slope erosion work was completed in this section to accommodate 
the construction of the access route. The trail crosses under a large span bridge for the Don Valley Parkway. 
 

3 Access Route A crosses the East Don river 
once and travels adjacent to the west side of 
the river where it connects directly to the 
existing Lower Don Trail and E.T. Seton Park.   

Access Route B crosses Taylor Massey 
creek just east of its confluence with the 
East Don river and connects directly to the 
existing lower Don Trail and E.T. Seton 
park, where it ends. 
 

Access Route C crosses under the 
span bridge of the Don Valley Parkway 
and runs along the north east side of 
Taylor Massey creek.  The trail sharply 
turns and crosses the creek at an 
existing bridge which will most likely 
require replacement, and travels along 
the south west side of the creek.  The 
area is predominately a mature 
forested area which contains some 
steep and narrow areas. The trail 
crosses under the span bridge of the 
Don Valley Parkway for a second time 
to connect with the Lower Don Trail.  
The trail provides direct access to 
Taylor Creek Park but does not provide 
direct access to the Lower Don Trail. 
 



Evaluation Criteria 

Broad Criteria  Criteria 

Functional Value 
 

Ability to meet or promote: 
• Project high level goal #1: Trail is located within the valley lands  
• Project high level goal #2: Trail supports multi users  
• Access requirements for infrastructure maintenance vehicles and for 

police and emergency medical services vehicles  
• Future opportunities to create local community connections  
• Objectives for additional planning initiatives (not related to EA 

objectives) 
• Practical and useful travel route 

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 
 

Potential impact to: 
• Terrestrial vegetation and communities 
• Wildlife habitat and connectivity 
• Aquatic habitat 
• Surface drainage and groundwater 
• East Don River processes 
• Additional benefits to the natural and physical environment 

Social and Cultural 
Environment 
 

Potential impact to or assessed level of: 
• Public safety objectives 
• Disruption to local study area business operations and services 

provided 
• Aesthetics 
• Multi-user experience 
• Noise level 
• Known or potential archaeological sites, built heritage sites, and 

cultural heritage landscapes 

Cost 
 

• Capital cost 
• Operation and maintenance cost 

Technical  
 

• Technical feasibility 
• Ease of implementation 

East Don Trail Class EA  - Handout – Public Event #2  
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Area 1 – Forest Trail 

     

 
 

Criteria Forest Trail A Forest Trail B 
Functional Value • Easy future connection to Victoria Village 

community 
• Complex future connection to Victoria 

village  
• Some steeper areas  

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• Minor impacts to river processes and 
hydraulics   

• Moderate impacts on river processes and 
hydraulics 

• Provides opportunity to remediate erosion 
Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• Minimal noise level disruptions • Proximity to rail line could increase noise 
levels and disruptions 

Cost • Highest capital cost  • High capital cost 
Technical • Moderately technically feasible and 

easier/quicker to implement 
• Least technically feasible and longer time to 

implement 

Criteria Common to Both Trails 
Functional Value • Located within the valley lands 

• Improves access to some infrastructure and for emergency vehicles 
Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• High amount of vegetation removed, majority native common species, some invasive species 
• Impact to wetland and aquatic habitat 
• Minor impacts to groundwater and surface drainage 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• Trail adjacent to river course and poses some safety concerns 
• Varying natural landscapes 
• No sight barriers 
• Provides some challenges for fitness users 
• Potential to contain archaeological sites 

Cost • Moderate operational and maintenance costs  
Technical • n/a 

Forest Trail A received the highest preliminary ranking overall when evaluated 

Shading indicates highest ranking when evaluated against the specific evaluation criteria 

Alignments Evaluation 

Very steep 
areas 

Many 
informal 
trails 

Erosion 
(remediation 
required for 
Forest Trail B 

Forest Trail A (~1.6km) 

Forest Trail B (~1.6km) 

Common to All 

Existing Trail 
Bridge Crossing 
Potential Slope Stability Issue 
Rail Line Crossing 

Steep 
area 
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Area 2 – Alignments 

Road Link River Walk Rail Trail 

Sharp 
turn 

Road 
crossings 

needed 

Steep 
access 

Steep access 
through 

wetlands & 
restored area 

Bridge Crossing Potential Slope Stability Issue Rail Line Crossing 

Road Link A (~2.9km) 

Road Link B (~3.3km) 

Common to All 

Road Link C (~3.4km) 

Golf Course 
Property, 
cease of 

operations 

Use of 
existing path 

Works 
properties 

Limited 
space 

Forest 

River Walk  A (~2.7km) 

River Walk B (~2.8km) 

Common to All 

River Walk C (~3.4km) 

Rail Trail  A (~2.1km) 

Rail Trail B (~2.2km) 

Common to All 

Rail Trail C (~2.9km) 

Fencing 
of route 

(both 
sides)  

Sharp 
turn 

Works 
properties 

Limited 
space 

Limited 
space 

All Road Link alignments will: 
• Ideally be a boulevard trail located along 

road right of way 
• Require relocation of infrastructure 

All River Walk alignments will: 
• Require acquisition of privately owned golf 

course, operation will cease 
• Travel on generally flat and even terrain 

All Rail Trail alignments will: 
• Require fencing of route between the golf 

course and rail line 
• Run along rail line right of way, will not impact 

operations of golf course or rail line 

Works 
properties 

Forest 
Forest 

Former 
landfill; 

meadow & 
wetland 

Former 
landfill; 

meadow & 
wetland 

Former 
landfill; 

meadow & 
wetland 
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Area 2 – Evaluation 
Criteria Road Link A Road Link B Road Link C River Walk A River Walk B River Walk C Rail Trail A Rail Trail B Rail Trail C 
Functional 
Value 

• Majority of trail 
outside of valley 
lands 

• Very steep access 
limits some users 

• Does not improve 
access to 
infrastructure or 
emergency vehicles 

• Many travel 
disruptions and 
relatively long length 

• Half of trail outside of 
valley lands 

• Very steep access limits 
some users 

• Slightly improves 
access to infrastructure 
or emergency vehicles 

• Many travel disruptions 
and relatively long 
length 

• Half of trail outside of 
valley lands 

• Very steep access limits 
some users 

• Slightly improves access 
to infrastructure or 
emergency vehicles 

• Many travel disruptions 
and longest travel route 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use 

for all users 
• Improves access for 

infrastructure and 
emergency vehicles 

• Easy community 
connections  

• Direct travel route with 
no disruptions 

• Meets most additional 
planning initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use 

for all users 
• Improves access for 

infrastructure and 
emergency vehicles 

• Easy community 
connections  

• Direct travel route with 
no disruptions 

• Meets most additional 
planning initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use 

for all users 
• Improves access for 

infrastructure and 
emergency vehicles 

• Easy community 
connections  

• Direct travel route with no 
disruptions 

• Meets most additional 
planning initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use 

for all users 
• Slightly improves 

access for infrastructure 
and emergency 
vehicles  

• Complex community 
connections 

• Most direct travel route 
• Meets some additional 

planning initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use 

for all users 
• Slightly improves 

access for infrastructure 
and emergency 
vehicles  

• Complex community 
connections 

• Most direct  and 
quickest route 

• Meets some additional 
planning initiatives 

• Within valley lands 
• Easy access and use for 

all users 
• Slightly improves access 

for infrastructure and 
emergency vehicles  

• Complex community 
connections 

• Most direct travel route 
• Meets some additional 

planning initiatives 

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• High amount of 
vegetation removed 

• Presence of invasive 
species 

• Greatest impact to 
wetland habitat 

• Moderate impact to 
river processes 

• Large impact to 
wildlife habitat 

• Travels through a 
native restored area 
and highest amount 
of forest 

• High amount of 
vegetation removed 

• Presence of invasive 
species, 

• Greatest impact to 
wetland habitat 

• Least impact to river 
processes 

• Travels through a native 
restored area and high 
amount of forest 
 

• High amount of vegetation 
removed 

• Presence of invasive 
species 

• Greatest impact to 
wetland habitat 

• Highest impact to river 
processes 

• Travels through a native 
restored area and a 
regionally rare terrestrial 
community 

• Provides opportunity to 
remediate significant 
erosion 

• Low amount of 
vegetation removed 

• High amount of 
invasive species 

• No impact to wetland 
habitat  

• High impact to river 
processes 

• Highest potential to 
flood 

• Provides opportunity 
to restore and 
regenerate of valley 
lands 

• Travels through 
moderate amount of 
forest 

• Lowest amount of 
vegetation removed 

• High amount of 
invasive species 

• No impact to wetland 
habitat 

• High impact to river 
process 

• Highest potential to 
flood 

• Provides opportunity 
for restoration and 
regeneration of 
valley lands 

• Least impact to 
wildlife habitat 

• Low amount of 
vegetation removed 

• High amount of invasive 
species 

• Minimal impact to 
wetland habitat 

• Highest impact to river 
processes 

• Highest potential to 
flood 

• Presence of regionally 
rare terrestrial 
community 

• Provides opportunity to 
restore and regenerate 
of valley lands, and to 
remediate erosion 

• Highest amount of 
vegetation removed 

• High amount of 
invasive species 

• No impact to wetland 
habitat 

• Moderate impacts to 
river processes 

• Fencing of route 
creates barrier to 
wildlife movement 

• Travels through a high 
amount of forest 

• High amount of 
vegetation removed 

• High amount of 
invasive species 

• No impact to wetland 
habitat 

• Moderate impacts to 
river processes 

• Fencing of route 
creates barrier to 
wildlife movement 

• Highest amount of 
vegetation removed 

• High amount of invasive 
species 

• Minimal impact to wetland 
habitat 

• High impacts to river 
processes 

• Fencing of route creates 
barrier to wildlife 
movement 

• Presence of regionally 
rare terrestrial community  

• Opportunity to remediate 
significant erosion 

• Large impact to wildlife 
habitat 

Social and 
Cultural 
Environment 

• High amount of safety 
concerns 

• No impact to 
business operation or 
use (License 
agreement or 
easement necessary) 

• Highest noise level 
concerns 

• Least appealing route 
for all user experience 

• Highest amount of 
safety concerns 

• No impact to business 
operation or use (License 
agreement or easement 
necessary) 

• High noise level 
concerns 

• Less aesthetically 
appealing with visual 
distractions 

• Least appealing route 
for all user experience 

• Highest amount of safety 
concerns 

• No impact to business 
operation or use (License 
agreement or easement 
necessary) 

• Highest noise level 
concerns 

• Less aesthetically 
appealing with visual 
distractions 

• Least appealing route for 
all user experience 

• Lowest amount of 
safety concerns 

• Cease to operation 
and use of golf course 

• Some noise level 
concerns 

• Most aesthetically 
pleasing 

• Interesting route 

• Low amount of safety 
concerns   

• Cease to operation 
and use of golf 
course 

• Most aesthetically 
pleasing  

• Most interesting and 
appealing route for all 
user experience  

• Low amount of safety 
concerns 

• Cease to operation and 
use of golf course 

• Most aesthetically 
pleasing 

• Interesting route 

• High amount of safety 
concern (travel between 
Rail line and golf course 
and fencing of trail) 

• No impact to business 
operation or use 
(License agreement or 
easement necessary) 

• Highest noise level 
disruptions 

• High amount of safety 
concerns (travel 
between Rail line and 
golf course and fencing 
of trail),  

• No impact to business 
operation or use 
(License agreement or 
easement necessary) 

• High noise level 
disruptions 

• Highest amount of safety 
concerns (travel between 
Rail line and golf course 
and fencing of trail) 

• No impact to business 
operation or use (License 
agreement or easement 
necessary) 

• High noise level 
disruptions 

Cost • High capital, 
maintenance and 
operations cost 

• Moderate capital, 
maintenance and 
operations cost 

• Highest capital, 
maintenance and 
operations cost 

• Low capital cost, 
moderate maintenance 
cost 

• Lowest capital cost, 
low maintenance cost 

• Moderate capital cost, 
high maintenance and 
operation costs 

• Low capital, 
maintenance and 
operation cost 

• Lowest capital, 
operation and 
maintenance cost 

• Moderate capital, 
maintenance and 
operation costs 

Technical • Low feasibility and 
difficult/long to 
implement 

• Moderately feasible and 
implementable 

• Least feasible and most 
difficult/longest to 
implement 

• Moderately feasible and 
moderately difficult to 
implement 

• Highly feasible, and 
moderately 
difficult/long to 
implement 

• Most feasible, and most 
difficult to implement 

• Moderately feasible and 
easy to implement 

• Most feasible and 
easiest/quickest to 
implement 

• Least feasible and 
moderately difficult to 
implement 

River Walk B and Rail Trail B received the highest preliminary ranking overall when evaluated 

Shading indicates highest ranking when evaluated against the specific evaluation criteria 
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Area 3 – Access Route 

Alignments Evaluation 

Existing 
access route 

Connects with 
Lower Don 

Trails 

Criteria Access Route A Access Route B Access Route C 
Functional Value • Provides access to 

infrastructure and for 
emergency vehicles 

• Easy future connections 

• Provides access to 
infrastructure and for 
emergency vehicles 

• Complex future connections 

• Less direct access to 
infrastructure and for emergency 
vehicles 

• Easy future connections 
• Slightly longer trail route 

Natural and 
Physical 
Environment 

• Lowest impacts to river 
processes 

• Low amount of vegetation 
removed 

• Low impacts to river processes 
• Low amount of vegetation 

removed 
 

• Low impacts to river processes 
• Medium amount of vegetation 

removed 
• Travels through high amount of 

forest 
• Travels along Taylor Creek 

Social and Cultural 
Environment 

• Aesthetically appealing 
• Potential for archaeological 

sites 

• Aesthetically appealing 
• Potential for archaeological 

sites 

• Most Aesthetically appealing 
• Highest potential to impact 

cultural heritage 
sites/landscapes 

• Sharp turns impact sight lines 
• Travels in close proximity to 

residential neighbourhoods 
Cost • High capital cost 

• Low operation and 
maintenance cost 

• Moderate capital cost, and 
operation and maintenance cost 

• Moderate capital cost 
• High operation and maintenance 

cost 
Technical • High technical feasibility • Lowest technical feasibility • High technical feasibility 

Criteria Common to River Walk Trail Alignments 
Functional Value • Within valley lands 

• Flat and even terrain provides easy access and use for all users 
• Meets some additional planning initiatives 
• No travel disruptions 

Natural and Physical 
Environment 

• Uses existing access route 
• Impact to habitat, travels by wetlands and adjacent to river course 
• Moderate impact to aquatic habitat 

Social and Cultural 
Environment 

• Trail travels beside river, minor safety concern 
• Interesting and easy to follow route 

Cost • n/a 
Technical • Easiest to implement 

Access Route A and B received the highest preliminary ranking overall when evaluated. 

Shading indicates highest ranking when evaluated against the specific evaluation criteria 

Existing Trail 
Bridge Crossing 
Potential Slope Stability Issue 
Rail Line Crossing 

Access Route A (~1.7km) 

Access Route B (~1.7km) 

Access Route C (~2.2km) 

Common to All 

Forested 
steep area 

Sharp turn 



East Don Trail – Comment Sheet  

    Second Public Meeting   -   Thursday, September 12, 2013 

The purpose of this comment sheet is to provide you with an opportunity to participate in the current phase of the East Don Trail Class EA 
study by reviewing and providing input on:  

• Trail Alignments 
• Evaluation Criteria 
• Preliminary Evaluation of Trail Alignments 

Please submit your comment form at the registration table or send in your comments by September 27, 2013 
using one of the following options: 
 
Postal:    East Don Trail 
               Public Consultation Unit  
               55 John Street, Metro Hall, 19th Floor 
               City of Toronto 
               Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 

 
Contact: 
 
    TTY: 
    Fax: 

 
416-338-2850  
eastdontrail@toronto.ca 
416-338-0889 
416-392-2974 

               (Postage paid envelopes available at the registration table) 
 

The display materials will be posted online at: 

www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 
Optional – Your Contact Details 

Name: __________________________________________ Organization: __________________________________________ 

Phone: _________________________________________ Email: ________________________________________________  

Address: ______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.  With the exception of personal information, comments will become 

part of the public record.  Personal information such as your name, e-mail and address are not included in the public record.  If you have any questions about this collection, please 
contact Senior Public Consultation Coordinator Maogosha Pyjor at 416-338-2850 

  



Study Questions 
A summary of the information presented on the open house panels has been included for your reference.  A map of the Study 
Area is also available on the last page of this comment sheet. Use this information to assist with answering the questions below. 

1. Do you agree with all the evaluation criteria presented?  
� Yes  
� No  

2. Are there any evaluation criteria missing?  
� Yes  
� No  

Please provide an explanation. 
______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
3. Are there any alternative trail alignments missing in: 

Area 1 - North 
 

� Yes 
� No 

Area 2 - Middle 
 

� Yes 
� No 

Area 3 - South 
 

� Yes 
� No 

 
Please provide an explanation: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



4. Do you agree with the preliminary evaluation of the trail alignments as presented in: 

Area 1 – North 
 

� Yes 
� No 

Area 2 - Middle 
 

� Yes 
� No 

Area 3 - South 
 

� Yes 
� No 

 
Please provide an explanation: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5. Do you have any other questions or comments related to the East Don Trail Environmental Assessment process?  

______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Thank you for taking the time to fill in this comment sheet!  

The final evaluation results and trail alignment will be presented at the third public event.  



Please use the map provided to assist with your answers or mark any additional information you would 
like to share about the Study Area.  
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1 Introduction 
On September 12, 2013 the City of Toronto (the City) and Toronto and Region 

Conservation Authority (TRCA) hosted Public Meeting #2 to gather feedback on the 

draft evaluation criteria, alternatives trail alignments, and preliminary evaluation of the 

alternative trail alignments. Residents and interested individuals were invited to view 

display panels and talk with members of the Project Team. In addition, two 

presentations were made during the meeting to provide an overview of the trail route 

options; each was followed by a Question and Answer period. Participants were also 

encouraged to fill out comment forms.  

Overall, the event was well attended (70 participants signed in) and solicited a range of 

feedback about the project. 

Following the event, the display panels were made available on the project web page: 

www.toronto.ca/involved/projects/eastdontrail 

2 Communications Received 
Feedback and communications were collected and documented for this summary report 

during the public meeting and the two (2) week period following the event (ending on 

September 27, 2013). The summary below includes information received from the 

following sources:  

• Conversation topics between City, TRCA and consultant staff and Open House 

participants 

• Question and answer sessions 

• Comment forms received 

• Email and phone correspondence 

All submissions have been acknowledged and documented.  

All communications received from the public during the EA process are made part of the 

public record and shared with the project team on an ongoing basis. 
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3 Key Comments and Ideas Expressed 
Below is a summary of comments received by stakeholders through various 

communications leading up to, during and after the September 12th public meeting. 

Points have been amalgamated, summarized, and organized by topic. 

Overall 

Feedback was generally positive at the public meeting, on comment sheets and through 

correspondence following the event. While the majority of public responses support the 

alternative trail alignments being considered and the evaluation criteria, there is also 

some opposition and concern regarding potential impacts on the natural environment 

and private property. The information below is a summary of the feedback received and 

is presented by theme, not ranking. 

Evaluation Criteria 

1. Overwhelming agreement with the evaluation criteria being used to assess the 

alternative trail alignments for the East Don Trail Study. 

2. Additional criteria suggested include: 

a. public safety objectives related to crime prevention  

b. higher weighting for Flemingdon Park Golf Club and the social impacts of 

potential cessation of golf course for the trail  

c. show the numerical values and weighting given for each criteria 

Preliminary Evaluation of Trail Alignments 

The study area for the East Don Trail Class EA has been divided into three (3) 
geographic Areas (Areas 1, 2 and 3). These Areas were presented on the comment 
forms to better demonstrate the different trail options being considered in the East Don 
valley lands. Area 1 (north section) runs between Lawrence Ave. and Eglinton Ave., 
Area 2 (centre section) runs between Eglinton Ave. and Pavane Linkway/Northline Rd.), 
and Area 3 (south section) runs between Pavane Linkway/Northline Rd. and the Lower 
Don and Taylor Massey Creek trails. 

3. Majority of respondents agreed with the evaluation as presented for each of the 

three (3) areas.  

4. Comments for Area 1, included: 

a. Consider impact of routes on valley system including paving options 

b. Concern about impacts of Forest Trail A on the natural environment 

c. Request to stay on the east bank of the river 

5. Comments for Area 2, included: 

d. Expropriation of the golf course is a concern (River Walk Alignments) 

e. Integrate the golf course and trail uses 

f. Expansion of park land for families is a benefit 
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g. Fencing for rail trail alignments is a potential issue for wildlife 

h. Social cost of riverwalk is high 

i. Stay within the valley and do not consider road alignments 

j. River Walk Alignment is most appealing 

6. Comments for Area 3, included:  

k. Access Route C (connects to Lower Don and Taylor Massey Creek) is a 

lot of extra travel 

Access/Connections 

7. Support for community connections to trail 

8. Public access to the trails should include appropriate infrastructure (e.g. bike and 

car parking, lighting, garbage receptacles, etc.) 

Accessibility 

9. Accessibility for all users should be expressed more clearly 

Community & Recreation 

10. Many agree that increased recreational opportunity for users of the proposed trail 

is a benefit 

11. Support for increased usage and enjoyment of the area 

12. Proposed trail will fill a gap in the existing multi-use trail network 

13. Ongoing concerns about how different users of the trail will respect each other 

(i.e. trail etiquette) 

14. Provide parking lots for users 

15. Concern for the impact on current users of the valley (walkers and hikers) as a 

result of the a multi-use trail in forested areas 

Environmental Impacts/Aesthetics 

16. Concern about impacts to the natural area including: 

a. Impacts of the trail on wildlife (primarily deer) 

b. Loss of natural feeling in the valley 

c. Replacement of existing natural trails with a multi-use trail in the Anewen 

Park Area 

17. Preserve the forest in Area 1 and do not put a paved trail here 

Flemingdon Golf Course 

18. Both support and opposition to the Alternative Trail Alignments in Area 2 (River 

Walk) which would require acquisition of the golf course  

19. Consider shared use with the golf course for a trail alignment through this area 

20. Concern about the social cost of ceasing operation of the golf course 
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21. Golf course acquisition and conversion to parklands is seen as benefit for 

families and larger number of people overall 

Safety 

22. Concerns regarding the existing parking lot along Access route A (connecting 

with the Lower Don Trails) due to the interaction between various users including 

cars, pedestrians, cyclists, etc. 

Trail Design 

23. Consider alternative trail surfaces like permeable pavement 

24. Consider green infrastructure (i.e. storm water management, less heat stress) 

25. Concern about how the trail will be designed and maintained to deal with the 

following issues: 

d. storm water management 

e. flooding and washout of bridges 

26. Switchback bridges are difficult for cyclists 

27. Keep bikes away from existing walking trails 

28. Accessibility is an important consideration in the trail design and is under 

represented in the display materials 

Other Trail Alignments 

29. A majority of respondents felt there were no alignment options missing  

30. Realign holes and run trail inside golf course in Area 2 

31. Consider the east side of rail line in Area 2 

Maintenance 

32. Concern about dogs and increased garbage on future trail 
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4 Key Questions Raised  
Key questions raised after each of the two presentations at the public meeting, included: 

• Why are there no trail options along the east side of the railway tracks in Area 2 

to avoid the Flemington Park Golf Course or to show shared use with the golf 

course?  

• What are the impacts on existing wildlife from the trail and any potential fencing 

required?  

• How will the trail cross the railway tracks and what will this crossing look like 

(e.g., signaling, bridges)? 

• How much does this project cost and where is the funding coming from?  

• What is the timeline for this project? 

• If the City chooses to build a trail through the golf course, they will have to 

expropriate private property. Are other properties identified for expropriation? 

For a complete account of this session, please see the attached Appendix. 

5 Going Forward – How Key Comments will be 

addressed 
This list above provides a summary of what was heard during the open house and in 

comment sheets submitted during the comment period. These key comments will be 

addressed through a variety of means including: Frequently Asked Questions that will 

be posted on the project website and provided at upcoming public meetings, and 

ongoing correspondence with City and TRCA staff.  

 

To stay informed about the East Don Trail Project, please visit the project website at: 

www.toronto.ca/involved/projects/eastdontrail 

6 Appendix – Meeting Minutes for PIC #2 

http://www.toronto.ca/involved/projects/eastdontrail�


                                     East Don Trail Environmental Assessment (EA) Study 
Public Event #2 

Thursday September 12, 2013 
The Estonian House 958 Broadview Avenue 

5:30 – 8:30 p.m. 
Meeting Minutes 
 
Two presentations were held during Public Event #2. At the beginning of each presentation 
Maogosha Pyjor, Senior Public Consultation Coordinator with the City of Toronto, welcomed 
everyone to the meeting and explained that there would be a presentation to describe the trail route 
options (also referred to as alternative trail alignments) for the East Don Trail.  
 
A Question and Answer session immediately followed each presentation during which the public had 
an opportunity to ask questions and provide feedback about the information presented. Staff from the 
City of Toronto, the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), and the technical consulting 
team (Aquafor Beech Ltd.) were available to answer questions.  
 
Three (3) City of Toronto councillors attended the open house including Councillor John Parker (for 
the first presentation), Councillor Janet Davies (for the second presentation), and Councillor Mary 
Fragadakis (for the open house).  
 
Maogosha Pyjor added that there were comment sheets available for attendees to share their input. 
These forms could be submitted at the registration table after the meeting, or sent to the address 
provided by September 27, 2013. 
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Questions and Answers after 1st presentation (6:30 pm): 

 
Q: With respect to Area 2, why are there no alternative trail alignments going along the east side of 
the railway tracks, in order to avoid the golf course? 
A: If the Rail Trail were selected based on the evaluation criteria as the preferred alternative for Area 
2, the next phase would be the design concept phase. At this time, there would be a more detailed 
look at the area to determine which side of the railroad the trail should be placed on. It has not yet 
been decided whether the trail will be on the east or the west side of the railway tracks. 
 

Comment: There does not appear to be any thought put into preserving the important historic golf 
course to the west of the rail line, which services the public and provides activities for many members 
of the community. More consideration should be given to putting the trail on the other side of the 
tracks, so that the golf course is not disrupted. 
 
Q: Has a wildlife assessment been done? 
A: Yes, a full ELC1

 

 has been completed and ecologists at TRCA have identified the flora and fauna 
within the study area. 

Comment: In Area 2, the Rail Trail Alternative proposes fencing along the rail line. This fencing 
would pose a significant problem to herd animals.  
A: The fencing has been taken into account in the evaluation under the section looking at the Natural 
and Physical Environment, where one of the criteria is Wildlife Habitat and Connectivity. The Rail Trail 
Alternatives scored low in this criteria due to the barrier the fencing would create. 
 
Comment: The fencing would pose a problem for wildlife migration, and also affect the accessibility 
to the area for people walking their dogs. 
 
Q: Have there been any studies done on how people are currently using the area and whether or not 
they value preserving the natural landscape? The area is a unique part of the city and the natural 
parts should be preserved; putting in concrete and asphalt would take away from this. 
A: There is currently an informal trail system in the area. However the EA process is only looking at 
the multi-use trail alignment. A separate study has just been completed and published by the City of 
Toronto called the Natural Environment Trail Strategy. The informal trail system in the East Don was 
identified as a priority area for management within this Strategy. This information is available online 
at: http://www.toronto.ca/parks/engagement/trails/ 
 

                                            

1 ELC is an acronym for Ecological Land Classification 
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Q: For the rail crossing shown in Area 2 (where an at-grade crossing or a bridge was identified), 
would the at-grade crossing have a signal? Are there any other examples of multi-use trails crossing 
rail lines in a similar way? 
A: The detailed design for this has not yet been done, however it would be safe to say that yes, there 
would probably be a signal put in if the rail crossing is an at-grade. 
 
Q: If a bridge were to be put in at the rail crossing, it would need to be quite tall. Would this bridge be 
like the one on the Gatineau Trail crossing over the Scarborough Rapid Transit (SRT) line, which has 
a high ramp on one of the sides and switchbacks on the other? 
A: The consultant explained that they would be working with the topography of the valley slope on the 
east side to minimize the incline2

 

. The tie-in on the west side would have some form of turn down, 
and switchbacks would probably be considered as a potential option. 

Q: During the conceptual design phase, will there be any consideration given to the trail in terms of 
stormwater management and perhaps building some additional stormwater storage capacity? 
Additionally, the floodplain boundaries have not been updated in 30 years, and this seems like a good 
opportunity to update the area and potentially reduce flooding. This would also be important for public 
safety along the trails. 
A: The EA process for this particular project is only looking at the trail alignment, its impact on the 
environment, and any mitigation that would be necessary; the EA does not look at additional items 
such as stormwater. However, an assessment of the flood levels has been done specifically for this 
project and will be used during the conceptual design phase.  
 
Q: It is unlikely that the golf course will want to sell to accommodate this project, so if the City 
chooses to build a trail through the course, they will have to expropriate a privately owned business. 
Are any other privately owned businesses identified for expropriation to accommodate the trail? 
A: At this time, members of the project team involved in the EA process are not aware of any 
discussions about expropriation of the Flemingdon golf course. Aside from the golf course, there are 
no other private properties in the Study Area. Hydro One owns some of the land in the area and the 
City has already spoken to them about using their existing access route.3

 
 

Q: In terms of capital costs, are the alternative trail alignments presented in Area 2equivalent or is 
there a preference for one? 
A: Capital costs are one of the criteria that all of the alignments have been evaluated against. The 
Road Link alternatives in Area 2 came out to be the most expensive because of the amount of 
infrastructure that would need to be relocated. 

                                            
2 It should be noted that stairs are not being considered along any part of the main trail route (spine 
trail). 
3 Other property owners within the area include Hydro One and Metrolinx/Go rail line  
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Q: If the golf course were to be expropriated, what would be done with the rest of the land? 
A: At this point, a number of options are still being considered and only one of them would impact the 
golf course. The goal of tonight’s meeting is to gain an understanding of the public’s opinion and 
preferences about the alternative trail alignments. Area 2 is the most complex and challenging area of 
the trail because Flemingdon golf course, Hydro One and Metrolinx would all be impacted and these 
varying interests would have to be negotiated. Once the feedback from the public is received, the 
preferred alternative will be summarized and there will be ongoing discussions with the stakeholders 
who might be impacted. There is a long due process that must take place under the EA, which 
requires the participation of all impacted property owners. If an agreement cannot be negotiated, City 
Council and the TRCA may be required to provide direction. Hopefully a trail alignment will be chosen 
that has the least amount of impact on the interests of landowners. At the next public meeting in early 
2014, there will be more to report on the discussions with the stakeholders and how the project will be 
moving forward in terms of agreements and property acquisition. 
 
Q: Usually a trail is not paved and covered with asphalt. Why will this trail be paved? What materials 
will be used for the trail and how wide will it be? 
A: In order to make the trail an accessible multi-use trail that can be used by a broad spectrum of 
users, it will need to be asphalt and approximately 3.5 to 4.0 meters in width. 
 
Q: Does this project affect the taxes paid by the community? 
A: The budget for this project has already been established.  
 
Comment: How much of the taxpayers money is being held for this project? It is suspected that the 
City is holding 60 million dollars to build this trail. 
 
Questions and Answers after the 2nd presentation (7:30 p.m.): 

 
Q: What evaluation criteria are being used to determine the preferred trail alignment? 
A: The broad evaluation criteria include Functional Value, Natural and Physical Environment, Social 
and Cultural Environment, Cost and Technical. Further details for each of these is available in the 
handout provided as well as online. 
 
Q: Are the existing conditions published anywhere? 
A: All of the information will be published as part of the Environmental Study Report (ESR). A 
Baseline Environmental Inventory (BEI) will be part of the ESR and will include a detailed inventory of 
existing conditions within the Local and Regional Study Areas. The BEI is currently in the final draft 
stages, and will be sent to the Community Liaison Committee (CLC) for review hopefully by the end of 
2013. Once completed and filed with the Ministry of the Environment (MOE), the ESR will be made 
available for public review on the project website. 
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Q: What is the estimated time line after tonight’s meeting? 
A: After the comments and input from the public are received over the next two weeks, a preferred 
trail alignment will be selected. The next step after that will be the design concept phase where 
details of the preferred trail alignment will be determined. The design concept is then taken through 
an even more rigorous evaluation process, which will be presented to the public in early 2014. From 
there, the preferred design concept will be chosen. If all goes well, implementation would ideally 
begin in late 2014. 
 
Q: How long will it take to build the trail? 
A: The duration of construction will not be laid out until the design concept phase is completed. 
However, it is estimated that it will take between 3 to 5 years, depending on which options are chosen 
and the technical challenges associated with them.  
 
Q: What is the estimate for the capital cost of the project? 
A: The evaluation of the cost for each alternative was done relative to each other. The final cost will 
depend on how much infrastructure needs to be built and/or relocated, as well erosion work and other 
details that have not yet been determined. The cost of the design concepts for the preferred 
alternative will be completed in the next phase and will be made available at the next public meeting.  
 



Question Options Public Response
Yes 13
No 0
No Response 1

Question Options Public Response
Yes 8
No 8
No Response 1

Public Comment/Response Impact 

I do not see any discussion of the cost and personal impact of the expropriation of private property that would 
be required for the river walk in Area 2.

To clarify, expropriation was and is not being explored as part of this project.
"Disruption to Local Study Area business operations and services provided" criterion was included in the 
alternative trail alignments evaluation to assess the potential impacts of a given alternative trail alignment 
to business operations, public use etc. 

Potential additional costs to acquire land, easement agreements, and cost to mitigate impacts outside of 
the trail were also considered in the evaluation under the "Land Acquisition Cost/Additional Non 
Construction Related Costs" criterion. 

The list of criteria seems complete. What is missing is the priority assigned to each item: some form of 
numerical weighting or percentage would clarify the rationale behind the evaluation a lot.

A numerical form of scoring the alternatives was developed. The impact of the alternative trail alignments 
(Phase 2) and subsequently design concepts (Phase 3) was determined by assigning a score between (-2) 
and (+2) (including 0) for each of the evaluation criteria. Scores for each Phase can be found within the 
Environmental Study Report.

In regards to Area 1, many people presently enjoy walking through the forest as it is now! I see more people 
walking in Victoria Village than cycling. If you are interested, I can show you where stewardship of the forest 
allowed accessibility and increased use of the valley in the past.

Noted by project team

There seems to be no evaluation for leaving the valley the way it is. Since doing nothing to the valley is a valid 
option, under the evaluation criteria used in your presentation it produces the least impact to the environment, 
no noise level disruptions, zero capital costs and no technical or implementation challenges.

No impact - the "Do Nothing" alternative was evaluated in Step 1 of the EA Phase 2, where the two 
“alternatives to” identified and evaluated included “Do Nothing” and “Provide Multi-Use Trail Connection”. 

Issues of safety/access/multi-use/maintainability well considered.
Wish "Social Impact" and a higher weighting to golf course was included.

Noted by project team

However the question is - how much weight is given to each criteria? Noted by project team. Each criterion is weighted equally. Alternative trail alignments were ranked based 
on the total number of points (total score). Detailed description of the evaluation approach was included in 
the project Environmental Study Report. 

Thank you for sharing the work of the committee. As a community member and an avid bicyclist and walker, I 
am thrilled about these plans!!

Noted by project team

The evaluation criteria appears to be very detailed and comprehensive. Noted by project team
I feel in the excitement of creating a trail link the special nature of this area is being allowed to be greatly 
altered for the negative. The impact of so many users that a multi-use trail encourages will bring a very 
different feel to this special place. there is so much nature here right now in the city. A very rare thing. I moved 
here in order to be close to this spot.

Noted by project team

Study Question: Do you agree with the evaluation criteria presented?

Study Question: Are there any evaluation criteria missing?



Question Options Public Response
Yes 2
No 8
No Response 4

Public Comment/Response Impact 

I would be curious to see an analysis of the an alignment that stays on the west side of the river and tracks, 
despite the steep terrain marked on the map (see Map comments).

The alignments were revised following the public meeting and a third alignment in Area 1, that travels west 
of the river and rail line was considered, the alignment and evaluation were presented to the Community 
Liaison Committee and the Technical Advisory Committee, it was not chosen as the preferred due to 
technical constraints, overall impact on natural environment and higher costs associated. 

I do not know. There were better walking trails in the past. The more people I talk to, the more I discover that 
the recent history of this valley is not part of their general knowledge. I would be happy to share my 
information.

Noted by project team

Don't know. This really requires an intensive knowledge of the areas. Which is difficult because there is no 
public access to  them currently!!

Noted by project team

Question Options Public Response
Yes 5
No 6
No Response 3

Public Comment/Response Impact 

See map on the back. Suggest to run the trail on the inside of Flemingdon golf course (9th hole), realign some 
of the holes and the golf course does not need to cease operation.

In response to public feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and 
evaluation, a number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated. In Area 2, revised 
alignments included Corridor Trail - to investigate a shared use option, via extending the original Rail Trail 
towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it immediately west of the rail line corridor (off the rail line 
property), along the edge of the golf course property. 

Continuous alignment east of railway would simplify connection to Gatineau hydro corridor trail. Sharp turns 
indicated in each of the 9 proposed alignments.

In response to public feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and 
evaluation, a number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated.  In Area 2, revised 
alignments included Hillside Trail - to investigate an alignment east of the rail line, via extending the original 
Rail Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it in the valley lands east of the rail line.

I understand now that "rail" access rotes are schematic - i.e., may be proposed on either side of the rail line. I 
suggest a route to the east of the rail line, to allow the golf course to co-exist with the trial.

In response to public feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and 
evaluation, a number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated.  In Area 2, revised 
alignments included Hillside Trail - to investigate an alignment east of the rail line, via extending the original 
Rail Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it in the valley lands east of the rail line.

Question Options Public Response
Yes 2
No 8
No Response 4

Study Question: Are there any alternative trail alignments missing in Area 1?  

Study Question: Are there any alternative trail alignments missing in Area 2?  

Study Question: Are there any alternative trail alignments missing in Area 3?  



Question Options Public Response
Yes 9
No 2
No Response 3

Public Comment/Response Impact 

Forest trail A in Area 1 is obviously the better choice. Noted by project team
My only concern is the impact of both routes on the now largely pristine valley system. Noted by project team
Simply because I do not want to see asphalt in the forest. If a trail must be chosen, than Trail B would be 
selected. It impacts the present of the area the least. But, is there another option?

In response to feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and evaluation, a 
number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated. In Area 1, Forest Trail C, routed 
west of the river and rail line, was developed.

Possibility to utilize cleared or field area for expansion. Deterrents (run-off) from rural area of extensive time. Noted by project team

Forest trail A is clearly the preferable solution for this area. Noted by project team

Question Options Public Response
Yes 6
No 5
No Response 3

Public Comment/Response Impact 

Area 2 River Walk - all options require expropriation of private property - this would be a violation of the 
owner's rights, and would also be expensive and time consuming.  The Rail Trail is a better idea (slightly) but 
the fence would be seriously detrimental to wildlife.

To clarify, expropriation was and is not being explored as part of this project.  In response to public 
feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and evaluation, a number of 
Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated.  In Area 2, revised alignments included Hillside 
Trail - to investigate an alignment east of the rail line, via extending the original Rail Trail towards Eglinton 
Avenue East and routing it in the valley lands east of the rail line.

A crucial benefit of River Walk B would be to expand the available general park area, offering opportunities 
not just to trail users but to families and others for picnics, sport, etc.

Reflected in the evaluation under the "Potential to provide additional benefits to the natural and physical 
environment" criterion, where River Walk alternatives are scored accordingly.

See if you could come to a compromise with the 9th hole of the Flemingdon golf course, realign some of the 
holes. Have the trail running inside, skirting the golf course and elevated in front of the club house so golfers 
could pass underneath it.

Noted by project team 

River Walk alignments are scored too highly - community opposition to closing of golf course threatens entire 
project.
River Walk scores "easy community connections" while Rail Trail "complex" - makes no sense.
River Walk "existing path" does not exist.
Rail Trail routes east of rail line would not require separation from golf course - alternative apparently not 
evaluated.

In response to public feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and 
evaluation, a number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated.  In Area 2, revised 
alignments included Hillside Trail - to investigate an alignment east of the rail line, via extending the original 
Rail Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it in the valley lands east of the rail line. The second 
revised alignment was Corridor Trail - to investigate a shared use option, via extending the original Rail 
Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it immediately west of the rail line corridor (off the rail line 
property), along the edge of the golf course property. 

Study Question: Do you agree with the preliminary evaluation of the trail alignments as presented in Area 1?  

Study Question: Do you agree with the preliminary evaluation of the trail alignments as presented in Area 2?  



Public Comment/Response Impact 

I would like to see golf course trail (unknown word) there is much room to east of the rail line where trail could 
be located consider elevating the trail in proximity to the golf course and rail line - for safety/access & less 
need for fencing & veg removal social cost of river paths are too high (re: golf course) the road links should be 
dropped - keep trail in valley!

In response to public feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and 
evaluation, a number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated.  In Area 2, revised 
alignments included Hillside Trail - to investigate an alignment east of the rail line, via extending the original 
Rail Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it in the valley lands east of the rail line. The second 
revised alignment was Corridor Trail - to investigate a shared use option, via extending the original Rail 
Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it immediately west of the rail line corridor (off the rail line 
property), along the edge of the golf course property. 

I recommend choosing the rail trail B due to community connections, use of the existing hydro corridor (while 
avoiding proximity to rail), no impact on wetlands, low capital and operating costs.

Noted by project team 

In area 2 I would like to see Rail Plan B implemented. My concern is that if you go with the river walk, the 
expropriation of the golf course makes this option way too expensive. Also, if the current owner wishes to fight 
the expropriation, it could tie up the courts 2-10 years, adding much more legal expenses and lost time. in my 
experience with expropriation, closing down a business and losing jobs is frowned on particularly since there 
is an alternative "Rail Trail B"
In river walk b, the maintenance costs would actually be highest, not lowest, as it would be hoped you would 
maintain the reforested area and not let it go.
In Rail Trail B, you say "high amount of vegetation removed". I can't see this, particularly since you are beside 
a railway track. The 6 foot chain link fence on both sides of the trail, in lifted to a foot to a foot and a half off the 
ground, would allow small animals to get to either side of the path , and keep people off the tracks and golf 
course. this fence would also keep large animals off the golf course. If the fence is deemed not nice to look at, 
plant wild grape vines on them. One added bonus of the grape vine is the suppression of noise. Where there 
are possible golf ball hits, make the fence 8-10 feet high.
it should be asked: what is meant by maintenance? If it is to be maintained the way Taylor Creek Park is, with 
paths not being touched in 10 years and falling apart, than you should go with Rail Trail B. the golf course 
operators will maintain the grounds up to the fence far better than the City has in Taylor Creek Park. It is one 
thing to let the ground go and not maintain reforested areas. These run-down reforested areas become a 
forest fire zone. once a fire takes hold, it will burn up the hill and take out houses at the top. It only takes one 
cigarette and a period of no rain, and the grass and forests can become a burning inferno with nothing to stop 
the fire (no hydrants or water in the creek).

To clarify, expropriation was and is not being explored as part of this project.  

"Land Acquisition Cost/Additional Non Construction Related Costs" criterion was added to evaluate revised 
alternative trail alignments, developed as a result of public feedback received on the original trail 
alignments presented to the public at Public Event 2. River Walk alignment score in this criterion was 
lowest, or (-2), to reflect potential acquisition costs. 

Furthermore, in response to public feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the 
alignments and evaluation, a number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated.  In 
Area 2, revised alignments included Hillside Trail - to investigate an alignment east of the rail line, via 
extending the original Rail Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it in the valley lands east of the 
rail line. The second revised alignment was Corridor Trail - to investigate a shared use option, via 
extending the original Rail Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it immediately west of the rail 
line corridor (off the rail line property), along the edge of the golf course property. 

I'm not a golfer but it seems to be unfair to close the golf course, although that is by far the most appealing 
route for the park. Next most appealing is by railway tracks - but only if it would not be too disruptive to wildlife. 
Road route is very unappealing.

In response to public feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and 
evaluation, a number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated.  In Area 2, revised 
alignments included Hillside Trail - to investigate an alignment east of the rail line, via extending the original 
Rail Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it in the valley lands east of the rail line. The second 
revised alignment was Corridor Trail - to investigate a shared use option, via extending the original Rail 
Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it immediately west of the rail line corridor (off the rail line 
property), along the edge of the golf course property. 

Road Link and Rail Trail alignments were omitted from further consideration. 

Study Question: Do you agree with the preliminary evaluation of the trail alignments as presented in Area 2?  



Public Comment/Response Impact 

The common to all areas is running through an area particularly rich in wildlife. A herd of deer, owl nests, great 
blue heron hangout, foxes, hawks all in the area labelled "Forest". Is there any option linking a bridge next to 
the rail bridge on its east side an continue trail though the landfill meadow area?

The trail was routed away from the decommissioned landfills identified in the Study Area in order to reduce 
the potential to encounter contaminated soils and/or disrupt the integrity of the landfills. This will be clarified 
in the Environmental Study Report. 

Strong preference for river walk route. Noted by project team.

Question Options Public Response
Yes 10
No 0
No Response 4

Public Comment/Response Impact 

Area 3 Access Route A may be preferable, but Route B is also a viable option. B might actually be easier and 
cheaper, because it is more or less already built - all you have to do is finish it

Noted by project team. Feedback used to re-examine and confirm alternative trail alignments evaluation 
results. 

[Yes this person agrees with the preliminary evaluation] Although I lean towards Route A…. Noted by project team. Feedback used to re-examine and confirm alternative trail alignments evaluation 
results. 

Access Route C is a lot of extra travel for someone headed from East Don to Lower Don. Noted by project team. Feedback used to re-examine and confirm alternative trail alignments evaluation 
results. 

Access route A is clearly the preferable choice for this area, despite the higher capital cost. Noted by project team
If this is what you want to do all the way through the valley please stop! I hate this trail, like road through the 
forest.

Noted by project team

Public Comment/Response Impact 

Great work so far! Noted by project team 
Please keep bicycles away from pre-existing walking trails. And, no more asphalt. Do we have to damage the 
forest?

Noted by project team 

We are most familiar with Area 1 - North (Forest Trail). My chief concern relates to the application of asphalt to 
the forest floor. We already have enough asphalt in Toronto. The forest in Area 1 is a treasure that we have 
the duty to preserve for present and future generations. "Take a stroll through Charles Sauriol Conservation 
Area and enjoy this beautiful urban forest". www.toronto.ca/parks  Thank you for the presentation.

Noted by project team 

It appears that little evaluation of the current use of the valley has been done. As it is clear from the 
presentation that the main purpose of the trails is to encourage bicycle traffic, this bicycle traffic comes at the 
cost of paving over fairly large areas of the forest floor with asphalt. I have been a cyclist in the City of Toronto 
for over 50 years, using bicycles for commuting, shopping and recreation and I see little need and in fact I'm 
appalled that the only solutions offered are those that require paving over a natural environment.

Noted by project team 

Consider using rubber matting made from recycled car tires. In wet and damp areas it will heave up and down 
with the frost cycles and will not crack and form potholes as asphalt with tree roots underneath take it up and 
regrade and put matting back on.

Opportunities to use sustainable technologies will be considered during trail detailed design. 

Show undoubtedly accuracy and progressive in terms to environmental preservation. Conservation area may 
be in terms of overall project scheme.

Noted by project team 

Study Question: Do you agree with the preliminary evaluation of the trail alignments as presented in Area 3?  

Study Question: Do you have any questions or comments related to the East Don Trail Environmental Assessment process?

Study Question: Do you agree with the preliminary evaluation of the trail alignments as presented in Area 2?  



Public Comment/Response Impact 

Expropriation of the golf course should be considered a last resort - River Walk is therefore scored too highly. 
The cart path through the course is largely discontinuous - only very short sections are paved or graveled, and 
bridges likely need reconstruction. Trail design in this area should prioritize connection to Gatineau and avoid 
impact on the golf course as much as possible.
Trail should pass beneath rail line wherever possible (underpass/tunnel). Switchback bridges difficult for 
cyclists.
Roads in this area are not safe for cycling and should not be considered for connections. Road routes will 
highly discourage use.

To clarify, expropriation was and is not being explored as part of this project.
In response to public feedback (including Public Event 2 feedback) received on the alignments and 
evaluation, a number of Area 1 and Area 2 alignments were revised and evaluated.  In Area 2, revised 
alignments included Hillside Trail - to investigate an alignment east of the rail line, via extending the original 
Rail Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it in the valley lands east of the rail line. The second 
revised alignment was Corridor Trail - to investigate a shared use option, via extending the original Rail 
Trail towards Eglinton Avenue East and routing it immediately west of the rail line corridor (off the rail line 
property), along the edge of the golf course property. 

Plans for any parking lots nearby for rec users and commuters? Parking lots are outside of the EA scope.
Excellent work 1) I think the public is at a disadvantage because there is so little access to the area currently 
2) this is a very important project because it will fill the missing link in the Don River system and open up a 
major recreation and commuter corridor.

Noted by project team 

Once the new trail in in place, I would like to suggest that the City approach the operator of the golf course 
about purchasing the land to use as a public park, primarily for the use and enjoyment of the local community 
(Flemingdon Park/Thorncliff). The public park could have a playground, barbecue pits - and very importantly, 
lighting to discourage unlawful use. 
I would like to suggest that lighting be installed in the underpass under DVP between Sauriol Park to Moccasin 
Trail.

Noted by project team 

I live very close to the Charles Sauriol park and use it a lot - I was delighted to hear that these plans are 
underway to extend the East Don Trail to connect with the Lower Don Trail! Since Charles Sauriol opened, I've 
seen a huge increase in the number of people using the trail, and when this trail is finished, it will be a huge 
asset to the entire community. I can hardly wait until it's open and I can bike right down to the lake through this 
trail system. THANK YOU!!

Noted by project team 

Ever since the 1st portion of this trail has been put in south of Lawrence and north of Taylor Creek it has 
already greatly altered the whole feel of the area. I used to see deer down in the area north of Taylor Creek 
but much less since all the dog walkers here began to use the new trail. The trail south of Lawrence is huge 
and cut such a large swath of trees I no longer bother going there. I feel it ruined the natural feel of the area. I 
am concerned this trail network will parkify this natural area. I would hate to see it become like every other 
park in the city, another Taylor Creek or High Park. We have many areas like that but nothing else wild an 
natural like this. As a cyclist I am all for bike paths and I would love to see the golf course area have a public 
path through it. In fact, I feel all city golf courses using the valley lands should be required to have a public 
right of way through them. That would serve the purpose of linking the trail system in the valleys of Toronto 
much more than putting a paved path where perfectly good little paths already exist here in the East Don. If 
this trail goes through them I request there be no dogs allowed. I have never seen any dog walkers use 
leashes in the existing paths, and it is in particular dogs scaring wildlife away I am concerned about as well as 
people and the trash.

Questions, comments and concerns about the trail appearance (the "over-developed" look) as well as off-
leash dogs were addressed in project FAQs, available on project website. 

My husband and I use the Don Valley trail system for biking. We support the work being done to complete this 
trail construction and we are very impressed with all the evaluation, assessment and public consultation being 
done.

Noted by project team 

Study Question: Do you have any questions or comments related to the East Don Trail Environmental Assessment process?
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East Don Tail – Comment Sheet  
    First Public Meeting   -   Wednesday, February 13, 2013 

 
Thank you for participating in this Public Meeting.  Please complete this comment sheet so we can 
learn more about your suggestions and concerns about this project.   
  
The City of Toronto and TRCA are conducting an Environmental Assessment Study to propose a 
route for the East Don Trail between the north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area, the Lower 
Don Trail System, and Gatineau Corridor Trail. Through this study a range of alternatives will be 
explored and evaluated and, from these options a preferred trail route will be selected.  
 
Throughout this process the community will provide feedback which will help inform the 
Environmental Assessment process, and determine the preferred trail route. The first public 
event is to introduce the study to the community and gain feedback about how you are using 
the area and if you have any suggestions and concerns. 
 
Please submit your comments today or by February 28, 2013.  See the last page for details. 
The display materials will be posted online at www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 
 
 
Your Interests and Activities 

1. How are you using the Study Area? (Check all that apply):   

 I live near the East Don Valley 
 I work near the East Don Valley 
 I study near the East Don Valley 
 I own a business near the East Don Valley 

 
Study Questions 

1. Where do you currently access the East Don Valley system? 
Please indicate on the map provided and or include nearby streets or other local 
landmarks. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 I walk in the area 
 I run in the area 
 I bike in the area 
 I explore nature in the area 
 Other ______________________ 
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The Anewen Green Belt and Wigmore Park.
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2. The following opportunity statement has been developed to guide the East Don Trail 

Project: 
A significant gap in the multi-use trail network exists within the East Don Corridor 
between the north end of Charles Sauriol Conservation Area, the Gatineau Trail and the 
Lower Don Trail. The East Don Trail will fill this existing gap in the trail network thus 
creating a continuous connected trail network. 

 
Do you agree with the above opportunity statement? 

 Yes 
 No 

 
Do you have any comments or concerns regarding the opportunity statement? 

  
 

 

 

 
3. After reviewing the panels this evening, do you agree with the trail objectives outlined 

for the East Don Trail?  
 Yes 
 No 

 
Do you have any comments or concerns about the trail objectives for the East Don 
Trail?  

  
 

 

 

 
4. Please identify opportunities and concerns with the potential trail: 

What are the top three things you like and why? 
What are the top three concerns you have and how should they be addressed? 
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This property/land already contains soft traveled foot trails, and are used by many residents in the area. By urbanizing this one of the last pieces of natural paradise would be a travesty. With such a developed trail it would definitely disrupt the natural habitat of so much wildlife in their now natural environment, not to mention the volume of traffic and it's affects. Main point, the lack of respect for the land and the garbage that comes with it. I know this for a fact having family in 
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I understand their objective but do not agree. Why pick one of the last most beautiful peice of nature and urbanize it. 
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2) The wild life. Any disruption to their habitat will have a negative impact. Location of the trail must be addressed.
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3) People using this part of the trail as a throughway and lacking the respect of it's true beauty. Not sure how 
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5. Please provide additional suggestions and/or comments. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Public Consultation  

1. How did you learn about today’s public open house?  
 Flyer in the Mail 
 Walk-by  

 E-Mail List  (e.g. Cyclometer, 
Councillor) 

 

 Other: 
_______________________ 

2. How do you want to be kept informed about this project?  
 Flyer in the Mail 
 Email 

 Website  Other: 
_______________________ 

Optional – Your Contact Details 
 
Name:                           Organization:                                                                                      .              
 
Phone:                                  Address:                                        Email:                      .             
 

Thank you for your input! 
Please submit your comment form at the registration table  

or send in your comments by February 28, 2013 using one of the following options: 
 
Postal:   East Don Trail 
               Public Consultation Unit  
               55 John Street, Metro Hall, 19th Floor 
               City of Toronto 
               Toronto, ON M5V 3C6 
           

 
   Contact:
 
    TTY: 
    Fax: 

 
416-338-2850  
eastdontrail@toronto.ca 
416-397-0831 
416-392-2974 

(Postage paid envelopes available at the registration table)  
 

www.toronto.ca/eastdontrail 
 

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.  With the exception 
of personal information, comments will become part of the public record.  Personal information such as your name, e-mail and address 

are not included in the public record.  If you have any questions about this collection, please contact Senior Public Consultation 
Coordinator Maogosha Pyjor at 416-338-2850 
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My main focus is to protect this natural beauty. The only way to compromise since this has been communicated
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 being a pet project of Denzel Menon Wong (he will do everything to see it through) is the final location of the trail. 
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was that this project would raise the value of our houses, making the area more attractive. First I have no plans 
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plus in my eyes. The way I look at this proposed project is like putting a major highway along the Danforth.
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 I guess this tells you how I feel on this matter. I hope my voice is heard.
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Study Area Map 
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