




























Etobicoke-Finch West LRT- TRCA Comments and Responses 

Agencies 
Involved 

Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of Action 

TRCA Response to Existing Environmental Conditions 
Report:  
Lack of figures and plates in Existing Environmental 
Conditions Report (EECR).  TRCA requires figures 
showing crossing locations, ELC mapping and fish data 
collection points should be provided.  Also, an 
Appendix C is referenced in the EECR, but this 
appendix was not provided in the submission. 
 

 See Table 2: Summary of Existing Aquatic 
Resources Within the Project Area (page 14) 
in Appendix C Existing Environmental 
Conditions Report for crossing locations.  
Mapping for the crossings is provided in 
Figures 4 through 7. 

 See Appendix B (now C2) Photographic 
Record for crossing location plates. 

 Appendix C (now C3) is the Vegetation 
Species Listing which is now included in the 
report. 

 Aquatic habitat and fish data collection studies 
will be undertaken if and when detailed design 
of the LRT system indicates disturbance of 
watercourses. 

Information on aquatic habitat descriptions including 
channel dimensions (width, depth etc) at all crossing, 
and fish community data should be provided for all 
watercourses.  This information was not provided for 
the West Don River.  A photo log of existing conditions 
at all crossings should be provided to augment written 
descriptions. 

 See Section 4.1.1 (page 6) in Appendix C for 
revised West Don River aquatic habitat 
description. 

 See Appendix B Photographic Record for the 
photo log of existing conditions at all crossings.

Section 4.2 – Environmentally Significant Areas (ESA) 
should reference the presence/absence of any areas 
designated by the Ontario Ministry of Natural 
Resources, TRCA and the City of Toronto within the 
study area.  Reference to the City of Toronto’s Natural 
Heritage system should also be identified as 
appropriate. 
 

 See Section 4.2 (page 14-15) in Appendix C 
for the revised Environmentally Significant 
Areas (ESA) which includes references to ESA 
designated by the OMNR, TRCA, City of 
Toronto as well as reference to the City of 
Toronto’s Natural Heritage system. 

Please provide mapping and ELC codes for vegetation 
communities.  Identify if any species of conservation 
concern (provincially (NHIC), regionally (TRCA 
database of L ranks), or locally (City of Toronto, Varga 
et. A. 2000) were identified in the study area. 

 

 ELC communities and locations for vegetation 
communities can be found on Table 3: ELC 
Vegetation Communities within the Study 
Limits (TRCA) Appendix C (page 15).  These 
areas are illustrated on the crossing maps in 
Figures 4 through 7.    The butternut tree is the 
single species of provincial concern 
(endangered); it occurs in the vicinity of 
Dufferin and Finch, but will not be affected by 
the LRT design, as proposed,  See also 
Appendix C for Vegetation Species list with 
MNR, TRCA and Varga Toronto rankings. 

 Provincial species of conservation concern are 
identified in Table 5: Species of Concern 
NHIC Section in Section 4.5 Species of 
Concern (page 22) of Appendix C. 

 Regional (TRCA) species of concern are 
identified in Section 4.5 Species of Concern 
(page 22) of Appendix C. 

Please revise section 4.4 to clarify that no significant 
wildlife habitat is anticipated to be within the ROW. 
TRCA did indicate that the likelihood of encountering 

 See Section 3.4.1 West Don River Valley (page 
20) for discussion on “additional wildlife habitat” 
on the south side of Finch Ave. W. Garthdale 

Agencies 
Involved 

Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of Action 

significant wildlife habitat within the study is low. 
However, the paragraph appears to be more of a 
conclusion.  We believe that such a statement should 
perhaps be made at the end of the site-specific study 
that has confirmed this statement and not just based on 
discussions.  Staff also notes that the report identifies 
“significant wildlife habitat” on the south side of Finch at 
Garthdale Park (page 18).  Also, review the EECR to 
ensure that Table 5 is referenced as Table 4. 

Park. 

 See revised Table 4: Summary of Wildlife 
Habitat Within the ROW on page 25 of 
Appendix C.  

 Text has been revised to reflect the comment 
on further site specific studies during detailed 
design, when necessary. 

In Section 4.5, reference is made to the fact that some 
species of special concern have likely become 
extirpated.  Please revise this statement; we 
recommend that the term “extirpated” only be used with 
reference to COSEWIC/COSSARO as this is a specific 
designation under the Species At Risk Act and the 
Endangered Species Act.  Rather, the report should 
address the likelihood that the species would still be 
present in these specific locations based on habitat 
conditions, recent records, etc…. 

 See revised Section 4.5 Species of Special 
Concern (page 26) in Appendix C.  Extirpated 
is used with reference to COSEWIC 2007 and 
there is discussion on the typical habitat 
requirements of the redside dace which are not 
present in the area. 

In Section 5.0, the last paragraph identifies that “the 
proposed construction….to satisfy that Transit EA 
process”.  This statement is premature at this time as 
the EA is being undertaken to determine the impacts 
and or mitigation measures associated with proposed 
LRT.  We recommend that this statement be provided 
as a section in the ESR once the EA is complete and it 
has been determined that there will be no significant 
alterations to the natural heritage features located in 
the study area. 

 This statement has been removed from 
Appendix C at this time.   

At the March 9, 2009 meeting with TTC and their 
consultants, TTC indicated that there are plans to 
extend the proposed LRT to the Pearson Airport area, 
through Humber College and the Woodbine Centre. 
TTC noted that an additional study will be conducted 
for that section of the project.  Please ensure that 
TRCA staff are consulted and involved in that study, 
particularly regarding the crossing of the Humber River 
within the Highway 27 and Woodbine Centre are as 
well as the Mimico Creek crossing options. 

 The TTC and its Finch West LRT project team 
are conducting a feasibility study to decide 
whether to extend the Finch West LRT to the 
Woodbine Live site and/or the Pearson Airport 
Area.  The March 9, 2009 meeting was the first 
consultation with TRCA regarding Humber 
River crossing options.  Further consultation 
will be conducted as findings become 
available.  If extensions are recommended, an 
additional EA process will be started. 

TCRA TRCA staff completed a review of the request to add a 
stop at the proposed Fountainhead Road 
Extension/Black Creek area and notified TTC that it is 
not in a position to support the additional LRT stop 
request based upon its location within the Black Creek 
floodplain and potential impacts of construction and 
road way operation on Black Creek.  

 TTC to respond that it concurs 

 

























October 28, 2009 

Subject: Response to the Ontario Ministry of Environment’s comments on the Preliminary Draft Environmental Project Report – Etobicoke Finch West Light Rail Transit on September 16, 2009 
 

1 

Section Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of 
Action 

ES Executive Summary 
MOE: While this is not a requirement of Ontario Regulation 231/08 (Transit 
Reg.), it would be helpful to include an executive summary in the EPR.  The 
summary should not be extensive (3-4 pages at most). 

- Done 

Glossary Not a requirement under Ontario’s Transit Project Assessment Process but 
EPR must be explained either in text or glossary. 

- Under development 

Figures Ensure that all figures are legible and clear.  Some figures in the EPR require a 
legend for clarity.  If possible, include the scale of figures. 

- Done 

Terminology Ensure that terminology is used throughout the EPR to describe the process.  
In some sections the process is described in such a way that the reader could 
be confused as to whether this project is following an individual EA process or 
if it is being conducted under the Transit Reg. with preparation of an EPR. 

- Done 

Incomplete Sections For the following sections provide an update on when the section will be 
completed: 3.4.5, 4.5.6,4.6,4.8,5.2.2,and 7.5 

- New Submission has 
completed sections 

1.0 Introduction Metrolinx is referred to in this section.  Describe the relationship between the 
proponent of the proposed project and Metrolinx 

- Done 

1.1 Purpose of the 
Study 

The purpose of the study should explain the need/justification for the study to 
provide more rationale for how the decisions are made throughout the EPR.  
This section can reference the increase in ridership (be sure to note what study 
determined this) and any infrastructure needs. 

- Source of increase in 
ridership provided by TTC 

- Feasibility study in Appendix 

1.2 Study Area - This section refers to Figure 1-2 as being the study area; however, this 
figure does not extend to Yonge and thus the complete study area is not 
depicted. 

- Include a complete map of the study area. 

- Done 

1.3 Study Process - Provide a date and publication information for the Notice of 
Commencement when it becomes available. 

- The list matters that are considered of “provincial importance” that is 
provided on page 1-2 is not the full list.  Be sure that the text is changed to 
clarify that this is only a list to provide examples of matters of “provincial 
importance.” 

- Furthermore, there is no indication of the role of constitutionally protected 
Aboriginal or treaty rights.  This must also be included in this section 

- Provide more information on each Phase of the preliminary planning.  
Describe what was considered, criteria, supporting analysis and options.  
Explain what ‘Network Alternatives’ are. 

- During the Notice of Commencement period description, in the last 
paragraph in this section, not what information will be provided in any 
PICs.  For example, will there be a draft EPR and other documents made 
available? 

- See Section 7.4 
- Done 
- See Section 7.3 
- See Section 2 
- See Section 7 

Section Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of 
Action 

1.5 Background and 
Planning Context 

-  Provide an introduction to this section to explain the importance of the 
provincial planning policies (Provincial Policy Statement and Growth Plan) 
for this project.  How did they impact the design/planning criteria for this 
project. 

- The last bullet on this page (1-3) refers to Map 4 – Higher Order Transit 
Corridors.  Describe what ‘Higher Order’ means for a transit corridor 

- The description of Map 4 should provide more detail to the reader.  For 
example, describe the ‘alternative routing’.  Explain the differences for 
each routing of the Finch LRT describing what the ‘regional transit 
purposes’ are.  Describe or change the wording for ‘fabric of 
development.’ 

 
- Revised section covers these 

issues 

1.5.4 Toronto Transit 
City Light Rail Transit 
Plan 

-  For the Ridership Growth Strategy, include the date of the City’s Official 
Plan. 

- There is typo on ‘Rights-of-Way’.  Also, ensure this term is described in 
text/glossary. 

- For the Toronto Transit City LRT Plan section, give a date for this plan. 

- Done 
 

 

1.6 Toronto Pedestrian 
Charter 

- Include an introductory paragraph to this section that explains the 
relevance of the Toronto Pedestrian Charter to this project. 

- Done 

1.7.2 Metrolinx 
Regional 
Transportation Plan 
(2008) 

- Is there a Map of the Big Move’? If so, please provide. - Several maps for different 
investment years. One map 
not possible to include 

2.0 Consultation 
Process 

MOE: 
- Describe ‘interactive on-line commenting’ in more detail 
- Typo on last line of first paragraph, 'commenting' should be ‘comment.’ 
- Appendix G must now be summarized in this section with text and tables 

for clarity 
- Aboriginal consultation must be included in this section. 
- List all Agencies/Ministries consulted. 
- For each subcategory, where possible follow a similar format to describe 

consultation.  For example: Describe consultation that took place, 
describe any feedback/comments/questions that were received, describe 
response to those issues raised, describe further plans for consultation, 
and describe any outstanding issues. 

- In the first paragraph, should TYY be changed to TTY? 

 
- New consultation section is 

now Section 7.  Appendix O 
provides details of record of 
consultation.   

2.1 External Agencies - Follow a standard structure for his section ensuring that all relevant 
aspects of consultation (as outlined above in the transit Reg.) are 
included. 

- This section must provide more detail. 

- See Section 7 

 



October 28, 2009 

2 

Section Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of 
Action 

2.2 Public 
Consultation 

- As mentioned above, please include more information in this section, 
rather than referring to Appendix G. 

- Include a more detailed summary of comments/issues raised and how 
they were addressed in the EPR.  The 76 comments received over email 
must also be included in this. 

- Describe who (not names) is on the Project Team's mailing list, and how 
those groups of people were identified. 

- Please note that photocopies of all notices published in newspapers will 
need to be included in the Record of Consultation. 

- The table found on page 2-1 needs to have a number and a title. 

- See Section 7 
- Notice copies in Appendix O 

2.3 Political Approval - Explain the role/relevance of Political Approval to the project.  A brief 
summary at the beginning of this section would be sufficient. 

- The term Government Review Team has not been described in the EPR.  
It would probably be better to avoid the use of this term, and describe who 
will be assessing the draft EPR and providing comments in more detail. 

- Include dates left blank when they are known. 

-  See Section 7 

2.4 Notice of Study 
Commencement and 
Public Review 

- Update and include dates when known - See Section 7 

2.5 Statement of 
Completion 

Statement of Completion: 
- When Government Review Team term is used, ensure consistency with how 
review was described in the earlier section. 

- See Section 7 

3.1.1 TTC Services in 
the Study Area 

- Explain where the rider per day information came from. 
- For the sentence: "Finch Avenue also passes under a CP Rail structure in 

this section..."  Is it possible to use a more descriptive word than 
"structure"? 

- Source: TTC Service 
Planning 

- Text updated 
- Figure 3-1 will be updated 

3.1.3 Assessment of 
Current Traffic 
Operations 

- Can clarity be improved for Figure 3-1, it is illegible in some sections. 
- Provide more information regarding the implications of the findings 

provided in Table 3-2. 

- Is replaced by new traffic 
study. 

-  MOE reviewed outdated 
traffic conditions since there 
are additional through lanes 
in some intersections. 

-   
3.1.4 Bridges and 
Structures 

- Is there a map that shows the location of all 
crossings/bridges/overpasses? If so, include in the EPR and refer to it in 
this section. 

-  This section should also reference any relevant involvement/consultation 
with DFO/TC/TRCA etc. as their comments may impact the design of 
these sections of the project. 

-  Discuss environmental impact in this section. 
- The paragraph beginning with "Preliminary engineering work has begun..." 

includes a reference to a "proposed development to the east of the creek."  
Provide more information as to what this development is. 

- Summarize relevant Appendices. 

- No map with all bridges and 
crossovers available on one 
map 

- Done 

Section Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of 
Action 

3.2 Natural 
Environment 

-  More detail on environmental conditions is needed.  To do this, 
summarize the appendices in more detail. 

-  Explain all terms used.  For example, what do 'high', 'medium' and 'low' 
mean, and how were they determined? 

-  Indicate what information is used to come to any conclusions, and if 
studies were done, note where those studies were conducted. 

- Indicate if consultation was done with any external agencies. 
-  Discuss implications for the project and impacts to the environment. 
-  Provide maps if available. 
-  Create a common structure for all sections to aid in the structural flow and 

logic of the section. 
-  As noted in previous guidance, make any of the changes requested by 

the MOE Technical Reviewers Unit. 
- There should be consistency of environmental categories considered 

throughout the EPR.  For example, Air Quality is discussed in other 
sections of the EPR, and should be here as well. 

- Done 

3.2.1 Vegetation and 
Vegetation 
Communities 

- The final conclusion in this section must note if there are any areas of 
concern for the project or significant impacts. 

- Done 

3.2.2 Fisheries and 
Aquatic Habitat 

- ROW was not defined earlier.  Explain use of acronym or use full term. 
- Has DFO provided a HADD determination? 
- Provide a description of potential impacts. 
-  Provide discussion of aquatic species found that may be impacted. 

- Defined in Glossary 
- DFO has not provided a 

HADD determination prior to 
design phase. 

- Done 
3.2.3 Wildlife and 
Wildlife  Habitat 

- Explain what is meant by 'generally restricted' 
- Explain 'Significance/Value' in the table so the reader understands the 

implication of 'LOW'/'LOW-MEDIUM'. 
- A map showing the proximity of identified locations to the project would be 

beneficial. 

- Done 

3.2.4 Geology  - Summarize Appendix J and have this section follow a similar structure as 
outlined for the other sections. 

- Done 

3.2.5 Surface and 
Groundwater 

- Explain the implications to the project in regards to being subject to 
Toronto's Wet Weather Flow Master Plan. 

- Done 

3.3 Noise and 
Vibration 

- Summarize Appendix G, including what the sensitive receptors are along 
Finch Street. 

- Done; All sensitive receptors 
along Finch are residential. 

3.4 Socio-Economic 
and Cultural 
Environments 

- Refer to the Ministry of Culture and note if sign off was given, or any 
conditions placed on the project. 

- Done  

3.4.3 Built Heritage 
and Cultural 
Landscapes 

- This section notes a recommendation to conduct a detailed historical 
review, please indicate the EPR whether this will be followed and what the 
timing of the study will be.  Indicate who recommended this. 

- Summarize what is mean by 'Built Heritage' and 'Cultural Landscapes'. 

- Detailed historical review not 
recommended. 

- Done 

3.4.4 Contaminated 
Sites 
 

- Note when preliminary screening took place. 
- Explain what the implications of the number of contaminated sites found. 

-  Done 

3.4.5 Utilities - Add section - Done 
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Section Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of 
Action 

4.0 Alternatives and 
Recommend- ations 

- This section would benefit from more description on how the preferred 
alternative was chosen. 

- See Section 2 
 

4.1 Technology and 
Corridor Alternatives 
Analysis` 

- Recommend changing the name of this section, as it does not discuss 
technology and corridor analysis. 

- List all 31 criteria 
- Is there an associated appendix for this section? 
- There is a typo in the last bullet on this page.  A space needs to be 

inserted between 'and' and 'region'. 
- Provide more information regarding the transit trip generators for the Finch 

LRT. 
- Note which 'key provincial and city development policies and directions' 

will be supported. 
- Include an outline for the rest of the section, for example: what is 

considered, why, what are the criteria for evaluation and if evaluation is 
different for different aspects of the project explain how/why. 

- - Provide a reference to any appropriate studies for the claim that the 
proposed project is expected to generate up to 600,000 new passenger 
trips/year. 

-See Section 2 
 
 
 
 
 

4.2 Infrastructure 
Design Alternatives 
Analysis 

- Refer to figure 4-2 in text. 
- The alternative and evaluation need to be described in detail in body of 

the text, not just in a summary table. 
- The table must be explained in greater detail as well, include how the 

criteria were devised. 
- Explain ranking system of circles in more detail. 
- For each factor, the explanation of ranking should include a bullet point for 

each of the alternatives considered.  This will help explain the ranking and 
identification of the preferred alternative. 

- The environment needs to be described/evaluated in greater detail. 
- For the Factor 'Land Acquisition Costs' it is not clear how the ranking was 

determined.  This is an example of what information should be described 
in more detail in text. 

- For the Factor 'Capital and Operating Costs' can more detail be given? 
- - Describe how the conclusion was reached in more detail. 

- See Section 2 

4.2.2 Location of 
Stops Along the 
Right-of-Way 

- Were environmental conditions/impacts considered in the location of the 
stops.  Discuss why this is or is not relevant. 

- Be specific in regards to which stops changed location based on PIC 
involvement. 

- This section states "Further refinements are possible to meet changing 
conditions." Are any anticipated? 

- Urban transit system 
 

-  LEA feasibility study and 
added stops after PIC 

- Stop adjustments referenced 
in Section 2.  

- No further stop refinements 
are anticipated 

4.3 Alignment 
Alternatives at 
Constrained 
Locations 

- Provide an introductory sentence/paragraph to this section. -  See Section 2 

Section Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of 
Action 

4.3.1.2 CP MacTier 
Subdivision Crossing 

- In the second paragraph, there is reference to the 'general Transit City 
policy' it is not clear what the implication is, or what policy is being referred 
to.  If this policy has already been described in the EPR, refer back to that 
section. 

-  See Section 2 

4.3.2 Locations with 
Special 
Circumstances 

- List and describe the criteria used for decision making 
- Explain the sentence in the last paragraph in this section "However, this 

solution may take an extended period of time to succeed." 

- See Section 2 

4.3.3 Highway 400 
Crossing 

- What are 'Frontage road systems'? Include in glossary or describe in text. 
-  List all options and explain criteria and final choice.  The decision-making 

process should be clear.  As noted for previous sections, there needs to 
be a consistent structure to improve the clarity of the overall EPR. 

- See Section 2.3 
 
- "Options are subject to further 

refinement" 
4.3.4 Humber College 
Terminus Area 

- As noted earlier, need to have a consistent structure for discussing 
decision-making. (For a simple example: options, criteria, evaluation, 
choice) 

- For the first set of bullet points, have these refer to the colors in Figure 4-
5. 

- There is a typo in the first bullet point of the second set of bullet points. 
- Figure 4-5 needs a legend to enable the reader to understand the figure. 
- Must describe decision-making in text and refer to the Table as a 

summary. 
- Need more detail on criteria for evaluation and how they were chosen. 
- Provide more detail into the Environmental Impacts, include subcategories 

of the environment.  Need more information about potential impacts. 
- It is not clear why the preferred alternative got a higher environmental 

rating than the other options. 
- The criteria 'provide convenient access to social and community facilities 

in corridor' seems to be similar to what was already considered in the 
social environment.  If this is not the case, explain. 

-  Rating system needs to be explained, as how overall choice is made. 

- See Section 2 

4.4 Alignment 
Alternatives of Rapid 
Transit Interchanges 

- The changing of the names of the different options makes this section 
hard to follow.  Keep consistent terminology for options. 

- Explain what a 'centre stub station' is. 
- Provide more information about "The main advantage of Option 2 and 3 

was shorter distance from the LRT platforms to the entrances to Finch 
Station on the Yonge subway line, but this was offset by operating 
complexities and limited flexibility for eventual further expansion of the line 
on Finch Avenue East." 

- The last paragraph on page 4-10 describes how some options were 
eliminated.  This should be put earlier in the section. 

- It is not clear which is the final option for the project.  If it has not been 
decided yet, a clear criteria and evaluation process needs to be laid out 
with a description of when the decision will be made.  Justification for not 
making the decision now ill need to be included. 

- Include a summary table comparing the options. 

- Yonge, grade separated 
- Options are subject to further 

refinement. 
- See Section 2 
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Section Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of 
Action 

4.4.3 Finch west 
Station - Spadina 
Subway Alternatives 

- Use the same structure as described in the previous section. 
- As above, explain how decision will be made, based on what criteria, and 

timing considerations. 
-  Include a summary table. 

 

- See Section 2 

4.4.4 Jane LRT - Include more information, especially regarding how the decision is going 
to be made. 

-  Again, follow a similar structure as outlined in previous sections. 

- See Section 2 

4.5 Description of 
Preferred Alternative 
for the Etobicoke-
Finch West LRT 

- In general, in the EPR not enough information has been provided 
regarding property acquisition.  Include more information for the reference 
in this section "additional property to assemble the full 36-metre width for 
the entire section." 

- Provide more information regarding impacts to residential properties and 
potential impacts from installation. 

- How much design is likely to change with further consideration of 
Emergency Services Access? 

- Reference is made in text directing the reader to see the Electrical 
Stations in Figure 4-13/  It is not clear to where the electrical stations are 
from this figure.  Some text is difficult to read. 

- See Section 2 

4.6.5 Future 
Employment and 
Population Growth 

-  Provide more information - where does the data come from, what are the 
implications for the project? 

- See Section 2 

4.6 - Need additional text - See Section 2 
5.0 Environmental 
Effects and Mitigation 
Measures 

- There is a typo in the title of this section. - Revised 

5.2 Traffic Program  -  Revised Section  
5.3 Natural 
Environment 

 - Revised Section 

5.9 Property 
Acquisition 

 - General statement 
- Frontages required for 

widening for LRT 
- Expedite OP to 36-metre 

ROW from Yonge St. to 
Bathurst 

6.0 Monitoring  -  Review text and follow 
format/comments suggested 
by MOE 

7.1 Permits and 
Approvals 

- Is a Federal EA required? 
- Have Transport Canada and DFO been contacted regarding the water 

crossings? 
-  What certificates of approval will be needed for this project? 

- Currently no Federal EA is 
required 

-  No, follow-up with structures 
department and confirm if 
TRCA has been contacted. 

7.2 Property 
Acquisition and 
Requirements  

- Can timing information be provided? - Not at this time 

Section Comment/Issue Response/Future Course of 
Action 

7.3 Construction 
Issues 

- Can timing information be provided? - Not at this time 

7.4 Consultation -  Include description of how information from the public will be incorporated 
into the project 

- See Section 7 

7.5 Future 
Environmental Work 

 - Determine content 
- Reiterate traffic, structures, 

and natural environment 
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COMMENTS ON APPENDICES 
  
The following comments on the appendices are of a general nature, with an intent to improve clarity.  More detailed advice may be given by 
technical reviewers at a later date.   
 
The following appendices were not included, even in draft form in the set of appendices.  Please provide me with an update as to when they 
will be completed wither in draft or final form.   
- Natural Environment Consultation Records 
- Existing Traffic Conditions 
- Microsimulation Traffic Modeling Report 
- Noise and Vibration Study 
 
The following appendices are in draft form.  Please provide me with an update as to when they will be finalised. 
- Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment 
- Cultural Heritage Assessment 
- Geotechnical Report 
 
General Comment: The EPR must summarize the findings and conclusions of all appendices.  Ensure that any recommendations or additional 
work to be done are included in the summary. 
APPENDIX A EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS 

Pg.1 - The acronym 'ROW' needs to be defined the first time it is used. 
- Be more specific regarding what information was provided by TRCA and 

OMNR and how it was used in the report. 

- Defined in Glossary 

Pg. 3 - Information regarding the Asian Long-Horned Beetle needs to be 
included in the EPR. 

- Done 

Pg. 4 - Information in section 3.1 needs to be summarized and included in the 
EPR 

- Done 

Pg. 5 - A statement regarding wetlands.  How many wetlands are there 
specifically that may be impacted by the project, and where in relation to 
the project are they?  Refer to Figure 3. 

- Figure 3 is not clear and hard to read.  If possible, make this larger. 

- Done 

Pg. 6 - A summary of fish found and where must be included in the EPR, 
especially with reference to species protected under the Fisheries Act, 
Ontario Fisheries Regulations and the Endangered Species Act.  This 
applies to all sections of this Appendix. 

- Done 

Pg. 7 - The acronym 'CSP' needs to be defined the first time it is used. - Done 
Pg. 14 - Summary of Section 4.2 must be in the EPR.  EPR must also include if 

there are any potential impacts 
- Done 

Pg. 15 - EPR to summarize vegetation communities, and not if any of these are 
significant, or likely to be impacted by the project. 

- Done 

Pg. 16 - Section 4.4 must be summarized in the EPR noting any implications for 
wildlife from the project, as noting if there are any endangered species 
likely to be impacted. 

- Done 

Pg. 21 - Table 4: 'Significance/Value' determinations of 'Low=Medium', 'Low' 
needs to be explained.  What does 'Low', 'Low-Medium' mean? 

- Done 

Pg. 22 - Section 4.5 must be in EPR, with table, including implications/impacts to 
these species from the project. 

- Done 

Pg. 23  - General summary of impacts must be in the EPR as well.  Provide a 
textual summary in the EPR and using Table 6 to summarize the data. 

- Done 

APPENDIX C: VEGETATION SPECIES LISTING 
 
It is not clear what the table represents.  Text needs to be included explaining the table and the significance of the table.  It appears that there 
are only species for two intersections of the project.  Please explain if this is the case and why. 
 
A summary of the vegetation must be included in the EPR as well. 
APPENDIX D: NATURAL ENVIRONMENT CONSULTATION RECORDS 
 
The consultation record is incomplete.  Please the Ontario's Transit Project Assessment Process Guide for a description of the Consultation 
Record process and the requirements of the consultation document.  The Transit Reg. also outlines the requirement for consultation. 
 
In addition, please include in this section any comments received from the TRCA and the Ministry of Culture regarding any of the relevant 
studies that have been undertaken. 
APPENDIX G: NOISE AND VIBRATION STUDY 
 
General Comment: 

- Ensure that the transit terminology is consistent and accurate in the reports. 
Pg. 4 - In the second paragraph, state what the MOE-TTC protocol is for. - Noted with copy of the protocol in 

Appendix C of the report 
Pg. 7 - State the locations that are 'constrained' where the rapid transit 

service will operate in mixed traffic. 
- There are no constrained locations 

Pg. 10 - The beginning of Section 3.2.1 notes 'Existing (2004 or 2006) traffic 
volumes' while other references in the same section refer to '2004-
2006-.  Please clarify. 

- Done in revised August Phase II Report 

Pg. 11 - Provide a map of identified sensitive receptors, indicating what type 
they are (seniors' residences, schools, churches, etc.) 

- Done in revised August Phase II Report 

Appendix - The Figures have some boxes that are illegible.  Improve the clarity 
of all Figures. 

- Done in revised August Phase II Report 

 APPENDIX I: CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT 
Pg. 13 - There is a typo and 'Keele St' is spelled incorrectly - Acknowledged 
Pg. 17 - There is a typo in the third bullet - Acknowledged 

APPENDIX J: GEOTECHNICAL REPORT 
Pg. 3 - The study stipulates:"It should be noted that the extension from 

Finch Avenue West/Highway 27 into Humber College was not 
included in the work plan of the filed investigation in 2008." Please 
indicate if further work will be done to incorporate this area and if 
not why. 

- Any further EA related work would be 
completed if these extensions go beyond 
feasibility studies and EAs are to be 
undertaken. 

APPENDIX K: CONTAMINATED SITES ASSESSMENT  
 
 A summary table of this section would be helpful. 
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