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Western Vaughan Transportation Improvements

Individual Environmental Assessment

Community Stakeholder Advisory Committee (CSAC) Meeting #2

June 17, 2008 - Meeting #2 Notes
Attendees

CSAC Committee Members

Leo Angelantoni, Citizen

Adam Arnold, Smart Commute

Kim Nystrom, Cole Engineering

Tim Arnott, Kleinburg Area Ratepayers Association

Paul Mantella, Nashville Ratepayers Association

Joanne Nonnekes, Friends of Boyd

Kevin Shackleton, West Humber Naturalists

Project Team Members


Arup Mukherjee, York Region

Steve Hollinger, York Region

Sue Cumming, Facilitator, Cumming+Company

Barry Darch, UMA

Dick Gordon, UMA

Ian Dobrindt, Gartner Lee Limited (GLL)

Marc Rose, GLL

Mike Poskin, GLL

Dave Crowley, Halcrow

	Item
	Description

	Welcome, Introductions and Meeting Overview
	· Meeting called to order by Sue Cumming (Facilitator).  Introductions of CSAC and Project Team Members. Overview of Meeting expectations, Ground Rules for Facilitator and CSAC, Agenda. 

· Meeting notes to be provided, not meeting minutes. Notes will be based on topics of discussion, noting key points, direction and required follow-up.

· Meeting agendas are scheduled to allow time for discussion at each meeting.   For future meetings where documents are to be discussed, these will continue to be forwarded two weeks in advance so as to focus discussion on substantive content and not a line-by-line review.  Confirmation of importance of CSAC to the overall project and opportunity for creative solutions. 

· No objections to previous meeting notes.

· Arup Mukherjee stressed the importance of the project for York Region and appreciation of the role and commitment of the CSAC members.

	Project Update

Ian Dobrindt

Gartner Lee Limited

(Pages 3 – 6 on handout)
	Ian Dobrindt presented the following:

· Where we are in the Individual Environmental Assessment (IEA) process

· Consultation activities to date

· Key comments and responses received

· Expansion of study area

· Existing environmental conditions and features in the study area (maps also shown)

	Discussion
	Key Discussion Points Noted:

· What does extending the study area north do to improve traffic congestion? 

· It is trying to bypass Kleinburg area to address traffic congestion in the northern portion of the study area.
· The study area should be extended to Kirby Road to avoid impacts to Kleinburg and Nashville.

· Study area is different on these maps as opposed to what is shown on the presentation

· The study area in the presentation includes the proposed extension northward.  The existing conditions mapping in the handouts is based on the original study area. The final existing conditions mapping will reflect the proposed extension northward.
· Is consideration given for the protection of naturalized areas, even those that are not designated?

· Yes, we are collecting existing conditions through secondary sources for the entire study area to determine the significance of all natural features.  Effects on natural features will be assessed in detail when the Alternatives to the Undertaking are evaluated and compared.

· Is there any way to overlay development areas over the map to show natural history and what is left to be protected?

· Yes, we can overlay that information once the existing conditions have been documented.

· Is this study focused on regional or local road improvements?

· The focus is on regional road improvements.

	Alternatives to the Undertaking and Approved Screening/Evaluation Methodology Process

Dick Gordon

UMA/AECOM

Ian Dobrindt

Gartner Lee Limited

Pages 6 to 11 of handout
	Dick Gordon presented the following:

· Alternatives to the Undertaking (shown on maps and presented with detail)

· Purpose of the Undertaking

· Congestion in the study area in 2031

· Screening Criterion

· Volume/Capacity ratios

Ian Dobrindt presented the following:

· Approved screening/evaluation methodology process flow chart

· Evaluation factors, criteria, indicators, and measures

· Example criteria application

	Discussion
	Key Discussion Points Noted:

· How is this study being coordinated with other studies in the area?

· Ongoing meetings are being held with the Ministry of Transportation and Peel Region.

· Are you looking into bicycle-to-work initiatives?

· Cycling is part of the Transportation Demand Management (TDM) initiatives

· It is good to see mixed travel modes and it would be even better to see cycling shown as a separate alternative and how that would change the modeling results.

· Should TDM be carried forward as part of the preferred alternative, the details of how it will be implemented and its effect on congestion will be described.  

· Are you looking for an alternative that is not all roads and reflects the increasing cost of oil?

· Several alternatives being considered as part of the screening, such as TDM, TSM, and Public Transit Improvements, do not include any road improvements.  However, our screening results indicate that these alternatives do not sufficiently address traffic congestion on their own.  We have seen no evidence to suggest that travel patterns will change so dramatically as a result of the cost of oil that alternatives without any road improvements will fully address the purpose of the undertaking.

· How is this study intending to reflect the outcome of the City of Vaughan’s Official Plan review?  Discussions as part of the OP review have suggested increasing the density of residential development.  

· This study is using the population and employment growth numbers that have been developed by the Region based on Places to Grow.  The study must continue in parallel with the Official Plan review and use the best numbers that are available to us at the time.

· Are we really providing input into this study? Is it possible to change what you recommend?  How can we protect the natural features in the study area?

· The Advisory Committees have been established so that stakeholders have input into the evaluation process and the evaluation results before any decisions are made.  In terms of protecting natural features, this study will aim to avoid natural features as a first step, and to minimize any impacts if avoidance is not possible.  In that event, the Region will also consider compensation for any long-term effects on natural features.

· You need to look at what is going to happen in the short term as well as long term.

· Take the bypass off of the map.

· We will revise the map to show a conceptual location for any alternative north of Teston Road.

· What is going on with the Highway 427 extension?

· MTO has selected a preliminary preferred route.

· Are these evaluation measures standard? How do they get weighted?

· These evaluation measures are similar to other studies of this type.  There is no weighting proposed at this point in accordance with Minister approved Terms of Reference in the IEA.  

· Make sure that TDM is assessed with transit initiatives as improvements to transit service could influence how much cycling is done in the area (e.g., bike racks on the front of buses).

· What timeline is reflected in the screening?  

· The screening reflects traffic conditions from now until 2031.

· Spring peepers must be protected and therefore the Region must make sure that road improvements do not affect the peeper pond at Pine Valley Drive and Teston Road. You need to pay attention to natural areas that are of great importance to the area.

	Project Schedule and Upcoming Activities

Ian Dobrindt

Gartner Lee Limited

(Pages 14 – 15 on handout)
	Ian Dobrindt presented the following:

· Review of project Schedule

· Upcoming Project Activities

· Contact Information

The meeting adjourned at 8:30 p.m.
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