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Western Vaughan Transportation Improvements

Individual Environmental Assessment

Review Agency Advisory Committee (RAAC) Meeting #2

June 17, 2008 - Meeting #2 Notes

Attendees

RAAC Committee Members

Solange Desautels, MOE

Bert Peverini, GO Transit

Paul Kerry, CP Rail

Bill Kiru, TRCA

Wayne McEachern, City of Vaughan 

Eric Chan, Peel Region

June Murphy, TRCA

Andrew Pearce, City of Vaughan

Jim Horton, 407 ETR

Fausto Conforti, 407 ETR

Gary Wilkins, TRCA

Carolyn Woodland, TRCA

Dean Kemper, MTO

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 (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 RAAC and Project Team Members. Overview of Meeting expectations, Ground Rules for Facilitator and RAAC, 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 RAAC 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 RAAC 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:

· All sensitive natural environment information (i.e., point data regarding species-at-risk, etc.) cannot be shown in maps and can only be described through text descriptions. (Maps 3 and 6)

· Is the extension of the study area to the north in conjunction with Peel?

· To date, we have not coordinated the extension of the study area with Peel’s study.

· There are a number of development applications for Block 61, along with a possible Official Plan amendment to change the designation from Agricultural to Development Areas, which may make any alternative through this area not feasible.

· TRCA would be concerned about the environmental effects of any alternative to the north of Kleinburg. 

	Alternatives to the Undertaking and Approved Screening/Evaluation Methodology Process

Dick Gordon

UMA/AECOM

Pages 6 to 11 of handout
	Ian Dobrindt presented the following:

· Approved screening/evaluation methodology process flow chart

· Evaluation factors, criteria, indicators, and measures

· Example criteria application

Dick Gordon presented the following:

· Alternatives to the Undertaking were shown by maps and presented with detail

· Purpose of the Undertaking

· Congestion in the study area in 2031

· Screening Criterion

· Volume/Capacity ratios

	Discussion
	Key Discussion Points Noted:

· Highway 427 is going to terminate at Major Mackenzie Drive, so why is it assumed to extend to King Road?

· The Region believes that it is reasonable to assume an assumption to King Road by 2031.

· Extension to King Road would help with congestion in the area

· A transitway will be included along Highway 427, which is not reflected currently.

· Is it appropriate to put an extension of Highway 427 north into the Greenbelt when TRCA has a board resolution opposing an additional infrastructure through the Greenbelt?

· The analysis has not been done and we are not saying that an extension to King Road is feasible or will happen.  However, it is an assumption for traffic modelling and screening purposes.

· You may want to consider what will happen to 2031 without including the extension to King Road.

· Show the extension of Highway 427 as a broad arrow rather than a specific alignment.

· Peel Council is seeking an extension of Highway 427 to Highway 9

· How many alternatives assume that Highway 427 extends beyond Major Mackenzie?

· Alternatives #2,6,8,9

· What are the implications to the network numbers if Highway 427 terminates at Major Mackenzie?

· These numbers are reflected in alternatives #3,4,5,7.

· What assumption have you made regarding the GTA West corridor?

· This proposed highway is not included or considered in this study.

· Should an alternative be considered with Highway 427 terminating at Major Mackenzie?

· It is considered in a few of our alternatives already.

· What is the maximum width for Rutherford Road?

· Rutherford Road will match what has been set out by the York Region Master Plan (Confirm width with Dick) in regards to use of HOV lanes once the road reaches its maximum capacity for widening. The maximum width is 6 lanes.
· There needs to be a detailed review of Nashville’s heritage characteristics. Major Mackenzie will have to be realigned to connect with Highway 427 around Nashville Rd.

· Can you clarify the Kleinburg Bypass and Highway 427 extension to Highway 9 shown on Alternative #6?

· That needs to be changed to show it as a possible link

· What was the basis of a Kleinburg Bypass?

· A comment was received from a CSAC member regarding traffic congestion within Kleinburg and the need to potentially provide a by-pass around it.  At this point, we are only looking to see if it is feasible.

· How are the combination alternatives being developed?

· The Terms of Reference (ToR) explains that combination alternatives will be examined.  The combinations build on the original 6 alternatives that were described in the ToR.

· In terms of presentation, more information regarding the details of each alternative needs to be included when describing the map of each alternative.

· All of these alternatives seemed to be based on assumptions and how will they play out if your assumptions are wrong?

· The study team needs to make certain assumptions based on the information that is currently available.  We will continue to update our assumptions to reflect changes in information.

· Why does the screening not reflect environmental criteria?

· The focus of the screening process is intended to determine the ability of alternatives to address the rationale of and purpose for the study in accordance with the Minister approved Terms of Reference for this IEA.  A detailed assessment of effects on the natural environment, along with other factors, will be completed following the screening.

	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

The meeting adjourned at 4:30 p.m.
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