Lakeview Waterfront Connection Project Environmental Assessment
Public Information Centre #3
November 20, 2013
Oasis Convention Centre – 1036 Lakeshore Road East, Mississauga, ON
4:30 – 9:00 pm
AGENDA
Facilitator: Dave Hardy, Hardy Stevenson and Associates
Open House (4:30pm – 7:00pm)
LWC Project Team
Presentation (7:00pm – 7:45pm)
Facilitator (Dave Hardy)
Welcome (Councillor Jim Tovey, Councillor Mark Grimes)
Presentation (Anneliese Grieve, SENES Consultants Limited)
Question and Answer (7:45pm – 8:45pm)
Wrap Up (9:00pm)
Janice Hatton, Region of Peel

Comment Sheet
1) What do you like and/or dislike about the Preferred Alternative?

Contact: Michael Charendoff, Coordinator, Watershed Projects, Toronto and Region Conservation
mcharendoff@trca.on.ca, 416-661-6600 Ext. 5280, 70 Canuck Ave, Downsview ON, M3K 2C5

2) Has the Project Team addressed all the effects that you think may occur as a result of
the Project?

3) What other thoughts or comments do you have about the Project?

Contact: Michael Charendoff, Coordinator, Watershed Projects, Toronto and Region Conservation
mcharendoff@trca.on.ca, 416-661-6600 Ext. 5280, 70 Canuck Ave, Downsview ON, M3K 2C5
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Construction Access Routes and Trail Closure Mitigation

Monitoring & Adaptive Management

Five alternative access routes through the Arsenal lands were
assessed. All routes had effects but the best option (Route 2)
was selected. Due to the tunnel shaft for the Hanlan
Feedermain Project, an alternate entrance to the east will be
used for the first year of construction. The Waterfront Trail will
be realigned along Lakeshore Road from the Small Arms
building to Marie Curtis Park West while the main trail is closed
to the public during construction.

A multi-phased monitoring program has been developed to:
Fill baseline condition data gaps for EA preparation
and detailed design;
Ensure compliance with EA commitments; and
Ensure long-term environmental performance targets
are achieved.

When possible, the existing Waterfront Trail section will be
opened during evenings and weekends. A temporary path along
the south side of the G. E. Booth WWTF may be created in order
to allow the public to see construction.

Monitoring programs are the foundation of an adaptive
management approach. This approach allows the
management team to
respond to unanticipated
outcomes.
The
management team can
intervene
to
ensure
desired outcomes are
achieved. The results of
the
monitoring
and
adaptive
management
program can then be used
to inform similar projects
in the future.

Approval Process
Draft EA available for public and agency review late
2013
Final EA available for public and agency review late
winter 2014
EA approval fall 2014

Post EA Activities

Construction Phasing
Construction will be phased over 7 to 10 years, depending on
the availability of fill. An outer berm (tied to shoreline) will be
established for each containment cell for truck access and to
confine fill operations. A containment cell is a berm constructed
of inert construction rubble that will isolate the construction
areas from the open lake. Once a containment cell has been
isolated from the lake, fish will be captured and relocated prior
to any filling activity. Clean fill will arrive along the access road
and be placed within a containment cell. Depending on the fill
schedule, filling and grading in one cell may take place at the
same time as berm construction in the next cell. To create the
park, the area will be seeded and planted, naturalized features
will be created, the Waterfront Trail and secondary trails will be
constructed, and signage will be posted.

Refinement of construction plan and construction
schedule
Design of trails, lookouts and other passive recreation
features
Development of naturalization strategy, including
planting plan, and creation of terrestrial and aquatic
habitat features
Consultation on detailed design activities
CLC to continue through implementation but
membership to be expanded

If you would like more information, or would like to be on
the project contact list in order to receive notifications
(including PIC information), please contact:
Michael Charendoff, Coordinator, Watershed Projects
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
mcharendoff@trca.on.ca / 416 661 6600 Ext. 5280
Visit our website at: http://www.creditvalleyca.ca/lwc

Background

Project Location

The Lakeview Waterfront Connection Project (LWC Project)
will create a new park along the eastern Mississauga
waterfront. The project is led by the Region of Peel and Credit
Valley Conservation (CVC) with assistance from Toronto and
Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) and The City of
Mississauga. The project will create new coastal wetland
habitat and improve wildlife habitat on land and in the water.
Public access to the waterfront will be created where none
currently exists. The LWC Project will coordinate with other
Region of Peel infrastructure projects in order to maximize
reuse of locally generated fill material. The LWC Project is an
initiative from the City of Mississauga’s Inspiration Lakeview
visioning process (2010/2011).
The LWC Project is currently undergoing the provincial
Individual Environmental Assessment (EA). The EA Terms of
Reference (ToR) (which is the first step of an Individual EA),
Comment Disposition Table, Errata, and the Notice of
Approval
are
available
online
for
review
at
www.creditvalleyca.ca/lwc. The EA formally commenced on
January 2, 2013 with notifications to interested parties, local
newspapers and posted to the LWC Project website.

What’s Inside
Background
Project Location
Outcomes of PIC #2
Issues Raised Following PIC #2
Refinements to the Preferred Alternative
Summer Outreach Initiatives
Effects Assessment of the Refined Preferred
Alternative
Construction Access Routes and Trail Closure
Mitigation
Construction Phasing
Monitoring and Adaptive Management
Approval Process and Post EA Activities
Contact Information

Outcomes of PIC #2
The second Public Information Centre (PIC) for the LWC
Project EA was held on April 3, 2013 at the Mississauga
Seniors’ Centre. Eighty-seven members of the public were in
attendance. They had an opportunity to visit displays and
speak with staff during the open house portion of the event.
A presentation was given, followed by facilitated round-table
discussions.
The
discussions addressed Preferred Alternative at PIC #2
the results of the
evaluation of Alternative
LWC
Project
Configurations, as well
as elements of the
Preferred
Alternative
that needed to be
refined
further.
Members of the public
were
generally
supportive
of
the
evaluation process. A
key concern raised by a
number of attendees
pertained to the way the
LWC Project transitions
into Marie Curtis Park’s
waterfront.
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Issues Raised Following PIC #2

Effects Assessment of the Refined Preferred Alternative

Following PIC #2, the LWC Project team received additional comments from the public regarding the LWC Project’s transition into
the Marie Curtis Park West beach, its effect on beach users and the character of the beach itself. Expanded public consultation
efforts were requested in order to reach people that used the park on a day-to-day basis.

The effects of the Refined Preferred Alternative, at 2.0 million cubic metres, have been assessed and are summarized in the
following table:

Summer Outreach Initiatives

Objective
Naturalization

During establishment phase, positive effects related to creation of a more diverse shoreline, as well as 33 ha of
new aquatic, terrestrial and wetland habitat , including:
14.5 ha of meadow
1.5 ha of cobble beach
1 ha of rocky islands
3.5 ha of treed swamp
7.5 ha of wetland habitat
5 ha of forest
Loss or alteration of 39 ha of low quality habitat primarily confined to construction phase
Overall, Preferred Alternative results in net gains in aquatic, terrestrial and wetland habitat
The Preferred alternative meets Naturalization objective

Access

Creates public linkages that will reconnect the Waterfront Trail to the water’s edge, provide substantial
increase in accessible waterfront beach, and facilitate compatible passive recreational use of new park
Negative effects during construction related to temporary relocation of Waterfront trail and nuisance effects
to park users and local residents (i.e. dust, noise, etc.)
Negative effects during establishment include slight reduction in existing sand beach and new hazards
forwindsurfers/kiteboarders
The Preferred Alternative meets the Access objective

Compatibility

Once established the LWC will have no negative effects on local infrastructure
Negative effects confined to the construction period and relate to minor effects on traffic
The Preferred Alternative meets the Compatibility objective

Coordination

The Preferred Alternative is consistent with the goals and objectives of other relevant plans and policies
The Preferred Alternative meets the Coordination objective

Over the summer of 2013, the LWC Project team expanded consultation efforts with information booths at Marie Curtis Park and
Lakefront Promenade Park (July 24 and 27, and August 5, 18, and 24), and by attending a number of local community events and
festivals, including:
The Mississauga Waterfront Festival, at Port Credit Memorial Park, on June 14 and 15, 2013;
Lakeview Library, as part of the Lakeview Ratepayer’s Association community event, on September 14, 2013;
Doors Open Mississauga at the Small Arms Building, on September 28, 2013; and
An informational Open House hosted by neighbouring Councillors Jim Tovey and Mark Grimes at the Royal Canadian Legion
Branch 101, on September 17, 2013.
Throughout the summer, the LWC Project team met with more than 400 people who regularly frequent the area. Public feedback
during the expanded consultation was overwhelmingly in support of the LWC Project. A few individuals still expressed concerns
about any loss of the existing sand beach and possible effects on park usage and water quality. Concerns about impacts to traffic
were also raised.

Refinements to the Preferred Alternative
Based on the public’s feedback, the Preferred Alternative was refined to limit overlap with the beach at Marie Curtis Park West.
Refinements include a rock groyne just east of the municipal boundary to limit mixing of gravel and cobble from the constructed
beach with the existing sand beach at Marie Curtis Park West.
In order to address the possibility that less fill material may be available for use, the LWC Project team undertook a sensitivity
analysis to determine if there was a difference in effects and benefits if a low-end value of approximately 1.5 million cubic metres
of fill is available. The analysis showed only minor differences in effect. The LWC Project can be built using anywhere between 1.5
and 2 million cubic metres of fill without changing the conclusions of the EA. At 1.5 million cubic metres, the Preferred Alternative
also meets all the habitat and public access objectives of the LWC Project, including redirecting Applewood Creek into constructed
wetlands.
Refined Preferred Alternative ~1.5M m3

Refined Preferred Alternative ~2M m3

Summary of Effects

Fiscal Viability

Construction

Recovery

Net Cost to Peel

30% Contingency*

Total Net Cost

$50,000,000

$25,500,000

$24,500,000

$15,000,000

$39,500,000

1.5 million m3 $41,700,000

$23,600,000

$18,100,000

$12,500,000

$30,600,000

2 million m3

Up to $160 million in total economic output generated based on a 2.0 million m 3 footprint
Up to $81 million in GDP generated based on a 2.0 million m3 footprint
Up to 900 full time jobs (direct, indirect and induced) based on a 2.0 million m 3 footprint

Imagining the Lakeview Waterfront Connection Project
*A 30% contingency is frequently incorporated at the conceptual level of design. During detailed design, a higher level of design will increase
the certainty of the final project costs.

Inspiration Lakeview: City of Mississauga
2010 - 2011

Lakeview Waterfront Connection EA
Public Information Centre #3
November 20, 2013

December 2-4, 2010: Public Workshops
Develop a Vision for Inspiration Lakeview

April 18, 2012: From Inspiration Lakeview:
A Vision

Lakeview Waterfront Connection Project

Lakeview Waterfront Connection (LWC)

Feasibility Study (2011)

Environmental Assessment Terms of Reference (2012)

• Feasibility Study undertaken June to December 2011
• Purpose was to define risks and to explore the costs and benefits of
the project in advance and to support an environmental
assessment that will follow.
• Feasibility Study examined the potential sustainable reuse of fill
generated by the Region of Peel, and possibly private developers,
to create new land that will:
• Allow for the recreation of coastal and terrestrial habitats;
• Improve public and ecological connectivity to and along the
waterfront; and
• Allow for the sustainable reuse of generated fill

LWC EA ToR Defined
Project Goal and Objectives

• The Terms of Reference creates a “road map” of how the EA will be
undertaken, how alternatives will be developed and evaluated, how the
preferred alternative will be chosen and evaluated and how
stakeholders will be consulted at each decision point
• EA Terms of Reference Notice of Commencement – January 25th 2012
• February 23rd, 2012 – Public Information Centre #1
• March 1st, 2012 – Community Liaison Committee Meeting #1
• April 19th, 2012 – Community Liaison Committee Meeting #2
• May 1st, 2012 – Public Information Centre #2
• June 25th, 2012 – Community Liaison Committee TOR Page Review
• EA ToR approved December 5th, 2012 with no conditions of approval

LWC EA ToR Defined
Project Study Area and Regional Study Area

GOAL
“To create a new natural park that will establish ecological and public
linkages on the eastern Mississauga waterfront”
OBJECTIVES
Naturalization – Establish a diverse range of native terrestrial and aquatic ecosystem habitats
and ecological linkages in a degraded area of the eastern Mississauga waterfront
Access – Create safe and accessible public linkages for access to and along the waterfront
while allowing for compatible recreational, educational and cultural heritage opportunities
Compatibility – Ensure that the LWC is compatible with existing infrastructure
Coordination – Coordinate with and inform other local planning and development efforts
Fiscal Viability – Use an innovative funding approach that seeks to maximize public benefit
and value by reusing locally generated fill from Regional and City capital works projects to
create this new natural park
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Evaluation of Alternatives To

Problem and Opportunity Statement

 WWTF activities extend to water’s

Highly Degraded Ecosystem

Innovative Use of Future Resources






 Estimated 2 million m3 of clean fill

Low aquatic habitat cover and diversity
Low terrestrial habitat cover and diversity
High number of non-native invasive species
Degraded water quality

will be generated by Peel Region
in the next 10 years

 Opportunity to use fill to create

Ecological and Public Linkages



 Need for access by public and wildlife across



eastern Mississauga waterfront
Waterfront Trail does not follow the shoreline
G.E. Booth WWTF is critical public infrastructure.
Security concerns restrict public access across site

ecological and public linkages
along the waterfront
Use of fill at more local site will
help offset transportation costs
and allow for investment in other
projects, such as the LWC



edge; as such, no opportunities to
create new aquatic AND terrestrial
habitat available on existing land
base
The WWTF is critical public
infrastructure; public access across
the property is restricted, and
therefore no opportunities to create
public linkages on existing land base

Recommendation: The EA will
consider viable alternatives using
lakefill to create ecological and public
linkages within the Project Study Area.

LWC EA Alternative Configurations

LWC Environmental Assessment (EA)

Revetment

(2013 - )

Headland Beach

• EA Notice of Commencement – January 2nd 2013
• Open Houses:
• Public Information Centre #1 (January 22nd) - Alternative Designs and
Evaluation Criteria (completed)
Island Beach A

• Public Information Centre #2 (April 3rd) – Preferred Alternative
(completed)

Island Beach B

Island Beach C

• Public Information Centre #3 (Fall 2013) – Present results of Draft EA
before submission to MOE

• Target date for submission of Draft EA – Fall 2013

LWC EA

LWC EA

Summary of Evaluation

Comments Received On the Preferred Alternative

Objective

Revetment

Headland

Island A

Island B

Island C

Naturalization

Least
preferred

Moderately
preferred

Most
preferred

Most
preferred

Most
preferred

Access

Least
preferred

Moderately
preferred

Most
preferred

Moderately
preferred

Moderately
preferred

Coordination

Least
preferred

Moderately
preferred

Most
preferred

Most
preferred

Most
preferred

Fiscal Viability

Most preferred Moderately
preferred

Least
preferred

Least
preferred

Moderately
preferred

OVERALL

Least
preferred

Moderately
preferred

Moderately
preferred

Most
preferred

Moderately
preferred

• Overwhelmingly positive comments received on Preferred Alternative at
•
•

PIC and CLC, and
Public viewings of the renderings throughout July, August and September 2013

• Some concerns were raised about the effects on Marie Curtis Park West:
•
•
•

Impacts on sand beach
Impacts on wind surfers and kite boarders
Possible impacts on water quality

• Concerns about traffic, noise and dust during construction
• Concerns about future parking
• Some concerns raised about cost
• A series of studies and refinements have been undertaken to address issues
raised.
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LOOKING EAST

PRINTED ALREADY

LOOKING DOWN SERSON

PRINTED ALREADY

MARIE CURTIS PARK WEST LOOKING WEST

PRINTED ALREADY

PRINTED ALREADY

ISLAND BEACH VIEWS

PRINTED ALREADY

Marie Curtis Park West Looking West From
Etobicoke Creek

PRINTED ALREADY
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Sense of Scale to Other Waterfront Parks
• 109 m west of Mississauga border

LWC EA (Since PIC #2)

LWC EA

Expanded Community Consultation
•

LWC team participated at a number of Community hosted events:
•
•
•

•
•
•

•
•

Mississauga Water Festival in Port Credit – June 14 and 15
Lakeview Ratepayer’s Community Association Meeting – September 14
Open Doors Mississauga at Small Arms Building – September 28

LWC team held seven (7) informal community outreach events in Marie Curtis Park and
Lakefront Promenade Park in July and August: 4 events in MCP and 3 in LPP
At the invitation of Councillor Grimes (CoT), LWC team participated in August 21 meeting
with 10 residents to discuss and seek resolution of outstanding concerns
LWC team participated in Open House in CoT, hosted by Councillors Tovey (CoM) and
Grimes (CoT) on September 17, to seek additional input on refinements to Preferred
Alternative
Overwhelmingly strong support for the Refined Preferred Alternative
A few continued requests to minimize to the extent possible encroachment of LWC on
Marie Curtis Park west beach due to:
• Beach walkability
• Kiteboarders and windsurfers
• Water quality

Refinements to the Preferred Alternative
•

Over the summer, Region of
Peel revised their fill projection
estimates to a number closer
to 1.5 million cubic metres
• Based on revised fill projection
estimates and the continuing
concerns about
encroachment onto MCPW
Beach, there was a desire to
create flexibility such that the
attributes of the Preferred
Alternative could be provided
with a lower fill volume and a
smaller footprint
• Therefore, a “lower fill volume” of 1.5M cubic metres was developed to establish a lower
end range of fill volumes along with the previously identified “upper fill volume” of 2.0M
cubic metres for the Preferred Alternative

LWC Construction Access Routes & Trail
Closure Mitigation
•
•
•

•
•

•

Five alternative access routes through the
Arsenal lands were assessed
All potential routes had effects but the best
option (Route 2) was selected
Due to the tunnel shaft for Hanlan Feeder
Main Project, an alternate entrance to the
east will be used for the first year of
construction
Realign Waterfront Trail along south side
of Lakeshore Road to entrance of MCPW
When possible, open existing WT section
during evenings and weekends (when
construction closed)
Temporary pedestrian construction
viewing access will be considered along
the south side of the WWTF. This would
be an informal trail the width of a mower or
narrower, non-connecting path.

LWC Construction Phasing
•

•

•
•
•

•

Construction to be phased over 7-10
years dependent on fill availability and
funding
Outer berm (tied to shoreline) established
for each cell for truck access and to
confine fill operations
Fish capture and relocation will be
implemented prior to any filling activity
Clean fill will arrive along the access road
and be placed within the containment cell
Depending on the fill schedule, filling and
grading activity in one cell could be
concurrent with berm construction for the
next cell
Park creation will include seeding and
planting of natural features, construction
of Waterfront Trail and secondary trails,
signage, etc.

•

Upon completion of final cell, grading for
creek and wetland features and park will
commence
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LWC Naturalization & Access Effects
Summary for Naturalization
• Loss or alteration of 39 ha of low quality habitat
are primarily confined to construction phase.
• Positive effects related to the creation of 33 ha of
new aquatic, terrestrial and wetland habitat and a
more diverse shoreline occur during
establishment phase.
• Overall, the Preferred Alternative results in net
Summary for Access
gains in aquatic, terrestrial and wetland habitat
• Negative effects during construction related to
quality and diversity created.
temporary relocation of Waterfront trail and nuisance
• The Preferred alternative meets the Naturalization
effects (i.e. dust, noise) to park users and residents.
objective.
• Negative effects during establishment include a
reduction in publicly accessible sand beach and new
hazards for windsurfers/kiteboarders
• Creates public linkages that will reconnect the
Waterfront Trail to the water’s edge, provide a
substantial increase in accessible waterfront beach
and facilitate compatible passive recreational use of
the new park.
• The Preferred Alternative meets the Access objective
for the LWC Project

LWC Compatibility & Coordination Effects
Summary for Compatibility
• Negative effects are confined to the construction period and relate to minor effects on traffic.
• Once established the LWC will have no negative effects on local infrastructure
• The Preferred Alternative meets the Compatibility objective
Summary for Coordination
• The Preferred Alternative is consistent with the goals and objectives of other relevant plans
and policies as follows. Thus, the Preferred Alternative meets the Coordination objective.

LWC EA

LWC Fiscal Viability Effects

Approval Process And Post EA Activities

2 million m3

1.5 million m3

Construction

$50,000,000

$41,700,000

•

Approval from Region of Peel Council on October 24, 2013

Recovery

$25,500,000

$23,600,000

•

Draft EA available for public and agency review late 2013

Net Cost to Peel

$24,500,000

$18,100,000

•

Final EA available for public and agency review and approval late winter 2014

30% Contingency

$15,000,000

$12,500,000

Total Net Cost

$39,500,000

$30,600,000

• Up to $160 million in total economic output generated based on a 2.0
million m3 footprint
• Up to $81 million in GDP generated based on a 2.0 million m3 footprint
• Up to 900 full time jobs (direct, indirect and induced) based on a 2.0
million m3 footprint

EA APPROVALS:

POST EA ACTIVITIES:
•

Refinement of construction plan and construction schedule

•

Design of trails, lookouts and other passive recreation features

•

Development of planting plan and approach to planting

•

Consultation on detailed design activities

•

CLC to continue through implementation but membership to be expanded
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Presentation Overview

Lakeview Waterfront Connection EA
Public Information Centre #3
November 20, 2013

• Summary of Previous EA Consultation (Winter 2012/2013 to May
2013)
• LWC Project Alternatives and Draft Evaluation of Alternatives (January 2013)
• Evaluation and Selection of the Preferred Alternative (April 2013)

• Recent LWC EA Process (May 2013 – Onwards):
•
•
•
•

Comments on Preferred Alternative
Refinements to Preferred Alternative
Approach to Characterizing Preferred Alternative in EA
Detailed Effects Assessment
• Sensitivity Test with Smaller Fill Volumes

• Draft EA Submission & Other Next Steps

LWC EA

LWC EA ToR Defined

Project Goal and Objectives

Regional Study Area

GOAL
To create a new natural park that will establish ecological and public
linkages on the eastern Mississauga waterfront
OBJECTIVES
Naturalization – Establish a diverse range of native terrestrial and aquatic ecosystem habitats
and ecological linkages in a degraded area of the eastern Mississauga waterfront
Access – Create safe and accessible public linkages for access to and along the waterfront
while allowing for compatible recreational, educational and cultural heritage opportunities
Compatibility – Ensure that the LWC is compatible with existing infrastructure
Coordination – Coordinate with and inform other local planning and development efforts
Fiscal Viability – Use an innovative funding approach that seeks to maximize public benefit
and value by reusing locally generated fill from Regional and City capital works projects to
create this new natural park

LWC EA ToR Defined
Project Study Area

LWC Environmental Assessment (EA)
(2013 - Ongoing)
• EA Notice of Commencement – January 2nd 2013
• Open Houses:
• Public Information Centre #1 (January 22nd) - Alternative Designs and
Evaluation Criteria (completed)
• Public Information Centre #2 (April 3rd) – Preferred Alternative
(completed)
• Public Information Centre #3 (November 20th) – Present results of Draft
EA before submission to MOE

• Target date for submission of Draft EA – Late 2013
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Preferred Alternative as Presented at the April PIC

LWC EA (Since PIC #2)

Comments Received Regarding Preferred
Alternative
•

Overwhelmingly positive comments received on selection of Preferred Alternative

•

Some concerns raised about effects on Marie Curtis Park West:
•
•
•

Impacts on sand beach
Impacts on wind surfers and kite boarders
Possible impacts on water quality

•

Some concerns raised that residents of the City of Toronto were not adequately
consulted to date

•

In response to comments raised
• Team worked to refine the Preferred Alternative to minimize the loss of sand
beach
• Expanded community consultation efforts

LWC EA (Since PIC #2)

Expanded Community Consultation
WASTE WATER
TREATMENT
FACILITY

•

LWC team participated at a number of Community hosted events:
•
•
•

Sand / Gravel Beach

Mississauga Water Festival in Port Credit – June 14 and 15
Lakeview Ratepayer’s Community Association Meeting – September 14
Open Doors Mississauga at Small Arms Building – September 28

•

LWC team held 7 informal community outreach events in Marie Curtis Park and Lakefront
Promenade Park in July and August: 4 events in Marie Curtis Park and 3 in Lakefront
Promenade Park

•

At the invitation of Councillor Grimes (City of Toronto), LWC team participated in August
21 meeting with approximately 10 concerned residents to discuss and seek resolution of
outstanding issues

•

LWC team participated in Open House in City of Toronto, hosted by Councillors Tovey
(City of Mississauga) and Grimes on September 17, to seek additional input on
refinements to Preferred Alternative

LWC EA: Looking East

LWC EA (July 2013)
Refined Preferred Alternative
(~2M cubic metres)

LWC EA: Looking Down Serson Creek
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LWC EA: Island Beach Views

LWC EA: Looking West From MCPW

LWC EA: Looking West From Mouth of
Etobicoke Creek

Sense of Scale to Other Waterfront Parks

LWC EA

Input Received During Expanded Consultation
• Overwhelmingly strong support for the Refined Preferred Alternative
• A few continued requests to minimize, to the extent possible,
encroachment of LWC on Marie Curtis Park west beach due to:
• Intrinsic value of the beach
• Issues of beach walkability
• Kiteboarders and windsurfers
• Concerns about water quality
• A few concerns about traffic, noise and dust during construction
• A few concerns about future parking
• Some concerns raised about cost

LWC EA

Final Refinements to the Preferred Alternative
• Over the summer, Region of Peel revised their fill projection estimates to a
number closer to 1.5 million cubic metres
• Based on revised fill projection estimates and the continuing concerns
about encroachment onto the beach of Marie Curtis Park west, there was a
desire to create flexibility such that the attributes of the Preferred Alternative
could be provided with a lower fill volume and a smaller footprint
• Therefore, a “lower fill volume condition” of 1.5M cubic metres was
developed to establish a lower end range of fill volumes along with the
previously identified “upper fill volume condition” of 2.0M cubic metres for
the Preferred Alternative
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LWC Construction Access Routes
WASTE WATER
TREATMENT
FACILITY

SAND / GRAVEL
BEACH

LWC EA (September 2013)
Lower Limit of Preferred
Alternative (~1.5M m3)

LWC Trail Closure Mitigation
• Realign trail along south side of
Lakeshore Road to entrance of
Marie Curtis Park west • When possible, open existing
Waterfront Trail section during
evenings and weekends (when
construction closed) • Temporary pedestrian
construction viewing access
path will be considered along
south side of GE Booth WWTF.
This would be an informal trail
the width of a mower or
narrower, non-connecting path
-

LWC Generalized Construction Phasing
• Upon completion of final cell, grading for creek and wetland
features and park will commence
• Park creation will include seeding and planting of natural features,
construction of Waterfront Trail and secondary trails, signage, etc.

• Five alternative access routes
through the Arsenal lands were
assessed
• All potential routes had effects
but the best option (Route 2)
was selected
• Due to the tunnel shaft for
Hanlan Feeder Main Project, an
alternate entrance to the east
will be used for the first year of
construction

LWC Construction Phasing
• Construction to be phased over 7-10 years dependent on fill
availability and funding
• Between 4 and 6 construction cells are anticipated: first cell
constructed at north end working south
• Outer berm (tied to shoreline) established for each cell for truck
access and to confine fill operations
• Fish capture and relocation will be implemented prior to any filling
activity
• Clean fill will arrive along the access road and be placed within the
containment cell
• Depending on the fill schedule, filling and grading activity in one
cell could be concurrent with berm construction for the next cell

LWC Detail Assessment of Preferred Alternative
• EA provides a description of the Preferred Alternative and how it will be
constructed
• Same shoreline design, and habitat targets, functions and assumptions for
fill volumes between 1.5 million and 2.0 million m3 of fill
• Footprint on and off shore varies with amount of fill used
• Ultimate volume of fill used and footprint will be no greater than the 2.0
million cubic metre footprint
• Effects assessment done for largest footprint and sensitivity tested using
smallest footprint
• Effects assessment looks at the construction and establishment/postestablishment phases separately
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LWC Naturalization Effects
• Summary for Naturalization
• Negative effects; loss and disruption of existing low quality
habitat, are primarily confined to construction phase.
• Positive effects relating to the creation of new aquatic, terrestrial
and wetland habitat and a more diverse shoreline occur during
establishment phase
• Overall, the Preferred Alternative results in net gains in aquatic,
terrestrial and wetland habitat quality and diversity created.
• The Preferred alternative meets the Naturalization objective

LWC Naturalization Effects
• Loss or alteration of 39 ha of open coast aquatic habitat
is offset by:
• Creation of 33 ha of terrestrial habitat including meadow, beach,
forest, wetland, treed swamp and rocky island and
approximately 6 ha of altered open coast aquatic habitat
• Increase in the irregularity and diversity of shoreline types
• Increase in aquatic habitat in both Serson and Applewood
Creeks including better connections with Lake Ontario and
incorporation of habitat features
• Allowing fish migration into Serson Creek from Lake Ontario for
first time in decades

LWC Access Effects
• Summary for Access
• Negative effects are related to temporary relocation of
Waterfront trail and nuisance effects during construction.
• The Preferred Alternative creates public linkages that will
reconnect the Waterfront Trail to the water’s edge and facilitate
compatible passive recreational use of the new park.
• The Preferred Alternative meets the Access objective for the
LWC Project

Access Effects
• During construction, 770 m of the Waterfront Trail will be closed and rerouted along Lakeshore Road. May be opened to public during
evenings and weekends.
• Informal temporary trail will be established along the existing shoreline
to permit limited viewing of the construction site.
• New Waterfront Trail along the water’s edge will provide enhanced
views and waterfront access
• New cobble beaches and wetland areas greatly increases public
access to the water’s edge.
• Some nuisance effects may be experienced by Marie Curtis Park users
and local residents related to noise, dust and traffic from construction.
• New views from the created landform to Lake Ontario and back towards
Marie Curtis Park, Serson Creek and the cities of Mississauga and
Toronto

LWC Compatibility Effects
• Summary for Compatibility
• Negative effects are confined to the construction period and
relate to minor effects on traffic.
• Construction vehicle traffic will result in negligible traffic increases
compared to existing conditions
• Negligible effects to water quality only during placement of berm
material

• Once established the LWC will have no negative effects on local
infrastructure
• The Preferred Alternative meets the Compatibility objective

LWC Coordination Effects
• Summary for Coordination
• The Preferred Alternative is consistent with the goals and
objectives of other relevant plans and policies as follows. Thus,
the Preferred Alternative meets the Coordination objective.
•
•
•
•
•
•

City of Mississauga Waterfront Parks Strategy
Visioning for Inspiration Lakeview
LOISS priorities
Lake Ontario Biodiversity Strategy targets
Arsenal Lands / Marie Curtis Park West Master Plan Addendum
Provide local gains with potential regional benefits for the goals of
MNR’s Fish Community Objectives for Lake Ontario
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LWC Fiscal Viability Effects

LWC Fiscal Viability Effects
• Summary for Fiscal Viability

Preferred Alternative

2 million m3

1.5 million m3

Construction

$50,000,000

$41,700,000

Recovery

$25,500,000

$23,600,000

Net Cost to Peel

$24,500,000

$18,100,000

30% Construction Contingency
Total Net Cost to Peel

$15,000,000

$12,500,000

$39,500,000

$30,600,000

LWC Fiscal Viability Effects
• Summary for Fiscal Viability
• Up to $160 million in total economic output generated by the
LWC Project based on a 2.0 million m3 footprint
• Up to $81 million in GDP generated by the LWC Project based
on a 2.0 million m3 footprint
• 895 full time jobs (direct, indirect and induced) created by the
LWC Project based on a 2.0 million m3 footprint

• Overall, the LWC Project meets the fiscal viability
objective

• The gross capital construction costs are partially offset by cost
savings associated with the diversion of clean fill and
construction rubble from landfill
• The upper estimate of net capital construction costs are $39.9
million based on a 2.0 million m3 footprint
• Up to 2.0 million m3 of clean fill and construction rubble will be
reused locally resulting in positive effects associated with
reduced pressure for fill capacity in rural areas
• Up to $160 million in total economic output generated by the
LWC Project

LWC EA

EA Approval Process
• Draft EA available for public and agency review late 2013 for 30 day
review period
• Draft EA will be available on CVC website
• Limited hard copies will be available at local libraries
• All comments to be sent to Michael Charendoff at TRCA
• Comments will be responded to in Final EA

• Final EA available for public and agency review and approval early
2014 (hopefully late February)

QUESTIONS
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Lakeview Waterfront Connection
Coordinated Environmental
Assessment Project (LWC EA)

Public Information Centre #3
Meeting Summary Notes
Environmental Assessment Phase
November 20, 2013
4:30 pm to 9:00 pm
Oasis Convention Centre
1036 Lakeshore Road East, Mississauga

1.
ATTENDANCE
The LWC Project PIC #3 was held at the Oasis Convention Centre 1036 Lakeshore Road East in
Mississauga, Ontario. As participants arrived they signed‐in and were provided with an agenda
and comment sheet, and the LWC Project Newsletter Edition #5.

The total attendance at the LWC Project PIC #3 was approximately 130 members of the public.
Project team in attendance included:
Janice Hatton (The Region of Peel)
Kate Hayes (Credit Valley Conservation)
Jon MacMull (Credit Valley Conservation)
Ken Dion (Toronto Region Conservation Authority)
Michael Charendoff (Toronto Region Conservation Authority)
Alexis Wood (Toronto Region Conservation Authority)
Project consultants included:
Anneliese Grieve (SENES Consultants)
Kyle Hunt (SENES Consultants)
Milo Sturm (Shoreplan Engineering Ltd.)
Dave Hardy (Hardy Stevenson and Associates Limited)
Andrzej Schreyer (Hardy Stevenson and Associates Limited)
Political representatives in attendance included:
Councillor Jim Tovey (Ward 1 Mississauga South)
Charles Sousa, MPP (Mississauga South)
2.
OPEN HOUSE
The meeting began with an Open House starting at 4:30 pm where members of the public were
invited to learn from information boards and discuss the project with the LWC Project team.
During the Public Information Centre, participants completed comment sheets.

3.
OPENING REMARKS
The facilitator, Dave Hardy, welcomed everyone to PIC #3. He noted this is an important
moment in the life of the EA because this is when the results of the EA are shared and the
public is given an opportunity to offer their input. The facilitator also ensured that everyone
signed in, picked‐up a newsletter, as well as an agenda and comment form.
The facilitator introduced Councillor Jim Tovey to provide words of welcome.
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Councillor Tovey welcomed everyone to PIC #3 and thanked everyone for their continued
interest in the LWC Project and the City of Mississauga waterfront. Councillor Tovey spoke
about the great opportunity to reconnect the waterfront to the City of Mississauga and about
continuing the vision set out in Inspiration Lakeview.
Councillor Tovey recognized the leadership of the Region of Peel, the Toronto Regional
Conservation Authority and Credit Valley Conservation.
Councillor Tovey also introduced Gary Kent from the City of Mississauga, Lorenzo Ruffini from
City of Mississauga and staff working on the Hanlan Federmain project.
the facilitator indicated that his role is to ensure everyone has an opportunity to speak over the
course of the evening. He also reviewed meeting ground rules, including: (i) to listen when
someone is speaking; (ii) to treat everyone with respect because all views are important; and,
(iii) once the floor is open for questions there will be a speakers list based on the order in which
hands are raised.
The facilitator also noted there will be one hour allocated after the presentation for questions
and comments.
The facilitator introduced the project team, Region of Peel, City of Mississauga, and City of
Toronto staff in attendance, as well as Community Liaison Committee members. He also asked
participants to keep the following in mind during the presentation:



The additional refinements to the Preferred Alternative and if they have any comments;
and
The detailed effects assessment.

He reminded participants that there will be a subsequent review period for the EA at which
time they will have an additional opportunity to provide comments.
Councillor Tovey introduced MPP Charles Sousa to provide words of welcome.
MPP Sousa welcomed participants to PIC #3 and commended the public and the project team
for their contributions for advancing a waterfront park that will benefit current and future
generations. MPP Sousa also encouraged everyone to continue providing direction through
subsequent phases.
The facilitator turned the meeting over to Anneliese Grieve.
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4.
PRESENTATION
Anneliese Grieve of SENES Consultants gave a PowerPoint presentation that included an
overview of:
1. Presentation Overview
2. LWC Project Goals and Objectives
3. LWC EA ToR – Regional Study Area
4. LWC EA ToR – Project Study Area
5. LWC EA (2013 – ongoing)
6. Preferred Alternative, as presented at April PIC#2
7. Comments Received Re: Preferred Alternative Since PIC#2
8. Expanded Community Consultation Since PIC#2
9. Refined Preferred Alternative (July 2013)
10. LWC EA Looking East
11. LWC EA Looking Down Serson Creek
12. LWC EA Island Beach Views
13. LWC EA Looking West from MCPW
14. LWC EA Looking West from Mouth of Etobicoke Creek
15. Sense of Scale to Other Waterfront Parks
16. Input Received During Expanded Consultation
17. Final Refinements to the Preferred Alternative
18. Lower Limit of Preferred Alternative
19. LWC Construction Access Routes
20. LWC Construction Phasing
21. LWC Detailed Assessment of Preferred Alternative
22. LWC Naturalization Effects
23. LWC Access Effects
24. LWC Compatibility Effects
25. LWC Coordination Effects
26. LWC Project Costs
27. LWC Fiscal Viability Effects
28. EA Approval Process
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5.
FACILITATED QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION
After the presentation, the facilitator opened the floor for questions and comments. The
following questions and comments were raised:


Will the EA document be available at both the Port Credit and Lakeview library
branches?
‐



Will the South Etobicoke library have copies of the EA document?
‐



At this juncture we know that trucks will be coming from the QEW and/or from
Highway 427. Because the truck contracts are not under our control, we may
not be able to determine the routing of the truck traffic. Access to Lakeshore
Road will likely be from Brown’s Line, Dixie Road and Cawthra Road. However,
at this juncture we are not certain.

These are not minor increases in traffic. The construction will result in 250 trucks
per day for 7‐10 years.
‐



The most important determining factor will be the availability of fill in a timely
manner. It is also important to note that the LWC Project will not exceed the 2
million cubic metre footprint. The LWC Project footprint will be constructed to
be within a 1.5 million and 2 million cubic metre envelop.

Could you verify the numbers of trucks that will be traveling north of Lakeshore
Drive and where the truck traffic will be coming in from?
‐



Yes. We will make sure that copies are available in the City of Toronto.

What is the determining factor between the 1.5 million and 2 million cubic metre
viability options?
‐



Yes. We will make sure to provide both of these libraries with copies of the EA
document.

Based on the traffic study that has been completed as part of the LWC EA,
depending on the intersection, there will be a 1.5% to 3.5% increase in traffic
over current traffic volumes during peak traffic hours.

I’d like to congratulate you on a very thoughtful comprehensive project. I do have
one concern however with respect to the possibility of the islands becoming nesting
habitat for cormorants.
‐

The islands have been designed to be approximately 1.5 m above average lake
water levels. This means that during large storm events waves will top over the
islands and will inhibit soil from establishing and in turn any vegetation.
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Therefore, we are creating unsuitable conditions on the islands for cormorant
nesting.




I have three questions: (1) Is anything being done to look beyond the Region of Peel
for fill? (2) What size will the cobble stones be? (3) How much water will be standing
in the treed swamp?
‐

We will be looking beyond the Region of Peel to ensure there is sufficient fill
volume to construct the LWC Project in a timely manner. We will consider
municipally generated fill material which will augment the tipping fees and
contribute to the recovery of costs.

‐

With respect to the size of the cobbles. There will be two different sizes of
cobbles. The three cells on the south‐west side will contain cobbles between 4
inches and 8 inches, and the north cell will contain cobbles ranging from 0.5
inches to 4 inches.

‐

With respect to the treedswamp. The water located in this area will be locally
generated from the hills and the forested area. The design of this swamp will be
such that it will likely be wet on the bottom during the spring after the snowmelt
and after rain events. For the remaining parts of the year, the wetland will not
likely contain standing water. This kind of wetland is referred to as having
‘ephemerally wet swamp conditions’.

Firstly, I want to congratulate you on a great project. I also have a number of
questions: (1) Was there a historical study of what the landscape of this site looked
like before the design began? (2) Are there any plans to monitor the landscape? (3)
As you may know there is a hidden beach near the water plant area that is accessible
by water only. Will this beach completely disappear?
Each question was answered in sequence:
‐

Yes. As part of the LWC Project EA, we assessed historical photography and we
discovered that there used to be a coastal wetland in this area that connected
Etobicoke Creek, Applewood Creek and Serson Creek. We used this information
to inform the design of the LWC Project. We also learned that many different
species pass through this area and the habitat that will be developed here will
accommodate the species very well. Typically the area is dominated by
Carolinian species and the park will be designed to introduce these native
species.

‐

With respect to monitoring. The CVC has been looking at this project from the
perspective of both the terrestrial and aquatic habitat. We have completed
extensive monitoring of both terrestrial and aquatic wildlife ecology and are
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planning to do more specific monitoring as part of this particular EA. As part of
this monitoring we are planning to establish more monitoring stations.
o C. Tovey also identified the potential for developing partnerships with
Universities to provide additional monitoring efforts in addition to the
required monitoring efforts that the CVC will undertake. Ultimately, the
Councillor indicated a desire to develop a Centre for Environmental
Excellence located in the area.
‐





My understanding is that the truck traffic will amount to 31 trucks every hour for 7‐
10 years. Furthermore, will the land be sold at a later time for high‐rise
development?
‐

Based on the worst‐case scenario yes, there is an anticipated of approximately 1
to 3% increase in traffic volumes anticipated as a result of this project.

‐

With respect to selling the land for future development this will absolutely not
occur. CVC is identified as being the agency that will own the waterfront park.
CVC will manage the area as conservation lands and will protect them as a
natural and recreational area in perpetuity.

Thank you for acknowledging the concerns of kite boarders with respect to infringing
on where we are navigating. However, will you be doing anything about this?
‐



With respect to the beach. Yes, this pocket of sand beach will be transformed
into a wetland area tied to Applewood Creek. The depth of water at the new
constructed open coast shoreline will be approximately 5 metres deep, thus
preventing the reestablishment of shallow sandy conditions found to the south
of the WWTF. This is why this area will have larger cobble stones as opposed to
sand to ensure it can withstand the higher wave energy resulting from deeper
water conditions.

We considered moving the groyne. Also, if the foot print will be 1.5 million cubic
metres, this will mean that the islands will be able to be positioned closer to the
shoreline which will give you more room for navigation. One of the most critical
components of the LWC Project is to protect the shoreline from wave energy and
the islands serve this function. Other mitigation measures can also include
navigation markers, signage in the Park, changes to navigation charts, and “swim
beach off‐limit buoys” all of which can be considered as part of detailed design.

Will people have access to the middle area and will the views of Toronto to the east
be maintained from the pier?
‐

Currently the EA identifies the primary trail access. However, during the detailed
design phase of the LWC Project we will look at secondary trails, including the
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forested area and other areas away from the shoreline. We are trying to balance
the use of the park to ensure that people can have a range of experiences
recognizing that it is also a natural area that should provide safe areas for birds
to reproduce and for humans to co‐exist with the ecology of the park.
‐



Am I hearing correctly that you will be changing the location of the islands on the
basis of kite borders? This is a Legacy Project with a multitude of benefits for the
public. We should not be impairing the function of the Project on the basis of a few
boarders that currently use the beach.
‐



No. We are doing are best to consider and weigh multiple interests and concerns
to best inform the design of the LWC Project. In the detailed design phase, we
will take these different perspectives into account in order to develop a final
design which hopefully results in a design that reflects the multiple interests we
have heard. The final configuration will be between 1.5M and 2M cubic metres
of fill.

As part of the design of the park, please consider that new ideas may arise in the
future that can inform future design options. This is a historic project. Nothing like
this exists in Canada. It is important that the EA does not commit to a particular
design too soon.
‐



With respect to viewscapes, an important element of the EA was to conduct
view shed analysis to ensure important views are maintained, including the view
of the City of Toronto skyline from the Ontario Power Generation piers.

Absolutely. Whenever we do an EA, we have to anticipate change. Chapter 9 of
the EA is the amendment chapter which states that if new information arises,
the EA does not need to be redone, but rather amended. Therefore, we have
designed the EA document to have flexibility to change the design of the LWC
Project without the need to redo the entire EA.

I recently learned about the refinements to the Preferred Alternative, particularly
the changes to the beach near Marie Curtis Park. If more people knew about the
proposed changes to the sand beach, perhaps the Preferred Alternative would not
have been preferred. However, my question is: Will there definitely be 2 million
cubic metres of fill?
‐

We are taking into account the concerns being expressed about the beach and
will maximize the amount of sand retained. In the detailed design phase of the
project, we will determine how much fill is available. The LWC Project will be
designed based on fill volumes between 1.5 million and 2 million cubic metres.
However, all alternatives would have involved some overlap with the southern
end of Marie Curtis Park Beach as a key element of the design is maximizing the
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value and function of the proposed wetland creation elements by incorporating
flows from Applewood Creek.
‐



I have a concern about the proposed islands and the groyne acting as an entrapment
for algae blooms with a potential of rendering the beach unusable.
‐



We acknowledge that the access route is not ideal. However, this is the best of
the worst access alternatives we assessed. At this time, access through the OPG
lands is not possible but it might be possible in the future.

Will the beach near Marie Curtis Park be replaced with rock?
‐



As part of the EA we have assessed effects on water quality using regional water
circulation models for Lake Ontario. These models are based on the extensive
works associated with Source Water Protection studies over the years. These
models indicate that there would be very little change in circulation between
present and future conditions. The modeling also indicates that there should not
be an increase in nutrients (such as phosphorus) which, among other factors
triggers algae blooms.

By accessing the shoreline through the Arsenal Lands you will be maximizing, not
minimizing nuisance effects on the surrounding neighbourhood and on Marie Curtis
Park. If the access was through the OPG lands, and if construction was sequenced to
occur from west to east, the negative impacts would be mitigated.
‐



The Region of Peel is exploring other options for fill to ensure the project is
completed as quickly as possible. The objective is to report back to Region of
Peel council next fall with respect to the detailed design phase, including fill
volumes.

A portion of the beach will be encroached upon by the project. Here, the
character of beach will change from sand to a mix of cobbles ranging from 0.5
inches to 4 inches in size. The proposed groyne will separate the larger materials
from mixing with the sand on Marie Curtis Park West. The intent is to retain as
much of the sand as possible.

Where is the outflow located for the current wastewater treatment plant? As the
Region of Peel grows, and there is an increase to wastewater outflows, how has this
figured into the design of the LWC Project?
‐

This is a good and timely question. The Region is currently developing a Water
and Wastewater Master Plan and there will three public meetings next week to
discuss the plan, as well as projected population levels. I would be happy to
provide you with the details of the time and location of these meetings. The LWC
project planning has involved staff from the WWTF to ensure that the Project
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will not affect existing or future operations. Nor will operations affect the
naturalized landscape.
The facilitator asked if there were any other questions or comments. No other questions or
comments were raised.
Councillor Tovey thanked everyone for attending the final PIC and reminded meeting attendees
that the LWC Project is a component of a broader vision called Inspiration Lakeview. He also
mentioned that on November 27th there will be a meeting kicking off the Inspiration Lakeview
Master Plan at the Cawthra Senior Centre at 7:00 pm.
6.
CLOSING REMARKS
The facilitator introduced Janice Hatton to provide closing remarks. Janice thanked everyone
for attending the final PIC of the EA phase of the LWC Project. She stated that "what we see
depends on what we look for". Janice noted that sometimes there has been a tendency to
focus on the negative aspects of the LWC Project but that the project also has many benefits.
These include a substantial improvement to the near shore community, regaining wetlands that
have been lost to industrial uses, creating a wonderful recreation amenity for the community
and reconnecting people back to the water which is an intrinsic quality that cannot be
quantified.
Janice also recognized four agencies: the City of Mississauga, the Region of Peel, the Toronto
Regional Conservation Authority, and the Credit Valley Conservation Authority for displaying an
incredible collaborative spirit and advancing the project.
Janice concluded her remarks by encouraging everyone to continue sharing input and thanking
everyone for their time and commitment throughout the life of the initiative.

Meeting Adjourned: 8:45 pm
Facilitator: Dave Hardy, HSAL
Meeting summary notes prepared by: Andrzej Schreyer, HSAL
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7.
POST MEETING COMMENTS/QUESTIONS
After the PIC, the following comment was conveyed to the project team from a member of the
via e‐mail:
“Hi Michael: It was great to meet you tonight & put a face to the e‐mails!
I enjoyed Anneliese Grieve's presentation as well as the contributions from others on the team
(Kevin, Janice....I can't remember everybody's name!). Everyone was very knowledgeable and
their commitment to this project is very evident.
I was particularly impressed with the grace with which they handled some questions/statements
that were critical, that focused narrowly on one tiny aspect or another‐‐I'm not sure I could have
been as patient in their shoes! I can imagine what a Herculean task it is to take into
consideration all the interests of a very diverse group of stakeholders when putting together a
project like this. It seems to me that the Refined Preferred Alternative does an excellent job of
balancing sometimes conflicting interests.
I had spoken to some of the team during an informal outreach at Marie Curtis Park this summer,
and at the Open Doors Mississauga at the small arms building. The more I learn about the
project, the more I appreciate it. I'm impressed with the level of thought that has gone into it
and the commitment to the goal and objectives.
I live on Forty Second Street, so Marie Curtis Park is my front yard and I have a dog so I'm in the
park at least once a day, usually 3 or 4 times on the weekends. Every morning when I pause on
the boardwalk or the beach & look at the sun rising over the lake I feel so lucky to have such a
great park to enjoy. The plan presented tonight will increase my enjoyment (and appreciation)
exponentially.
So, this is a very long‐winded way of saying I think the project is great, the plan is excellent, well‐
thought out, considerate of competing interests and true to the goal and objectives. I'm looking
forward to exploring the park as it is developed!
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New waterfront park takes shape in Lakeview
Within five or six years, a now
Lakeshore meeting
derelict and inaccessible stretch of
the Mississauga waterfront will be
A public meeting to explore options for future green spaces along the
transformed into an inviting public
lakeshore was held at the Mississauga Seniors Centre on Tuesday (Jan 22).
space boasting a curvy cobble
Ken Dion, Senior Project Manager.
beach and a variety of habitats for
birds and fish to flourish.
More than 100 residents turned out
last night at the Mississauga
Seniors’ Centre for what was drily
billed as the commencement of the
environmental assessment of the
Lakeview Waterfront Connection
Project.
The audience, however, got an
opportunity to get a first glimpse of
the project.
Staff photo by Rob...
“We have a big goal,” Ken Dion,
senior project manager for the
1 2 3 4 5 6
Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority, told the gathering.
Related Stories
“Basically, we want to bring people to the waterfront and (have
them) walk the waterfront.”
Over the last 100 years or so, Dion noted, the shoreline, which
stretches from Etobicoke Creek to the eastern edge of the Ontario
Meeting to discuss
Power Generation lands, was degraded and “lost.”
Lakeview public park
The goal is to create a new natural park and, significantly, close a
A public meeting is being held
glaring gap on the waterfront trail running across the city. Once
on Jan. 22 regarding the
completed, it will allow the trail to meander around the G.E. Booth
creation of a waterfront park in
Wastewater Treatment Plant.
Lakeview.
The Region of Peel, Credit Valley Conservation, City of
Mississauga and the TRCA are partners in the project.
All About Hiking - Shoes &
Five different designs were presented for public feedback. Some
Guides!
two million cubic metres of fill, mostly excavated from the Hanlan
feedermain project, will be used in construction of the park, which
will jut out into Lake Ontario.
Normally, says Ward 1 Councillor Jim Tovey, who represents the area, that fill would be trucked and dumped
outside the city. That would have cost Peel some $75 million in trucking and dumping fees. Instead, the money
saved will be spent on construction of the park.
“It’s great that we’re able to make use of this clean fill,” said Tovey. “At the very least we will take 50,000 diesel
truckloads off the roads every year (during construction of the park)."
The designs presented feature pleasing blocks of wetlands, treed swamps, forests, meadows and, of course, a
cobble beach with headlands. Three of the designs feature off-shore rocky islands to mitigate soil erosion. A
bonus is that there will be an opportunity to revitalize Serson Creek, which flows through middle of the study area.
Currently, a number of factors prevent fish from migrating into the creek from the lake.
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“Basically, Serson is just a ditch now,” said Tovey.
Dion notes an EA is usually done to eliminate or reduce a project’s potential impact on the environment before it
begins.
“We’re flipping it around by taking a degraded piece of property and improving it,” he said.
By April, the preferred option will be revealed. If the EA passes muster with the Ministry of the Environment,
construction is expected to start in June 2014.
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A different view for Lakeview residents
Louie Rosella
April 4, 2013
MISSISSAUGA — The view is looking much
better to dozens of Lakeview residents who
were shown plans Wednesday night to
transform a derelict and inaccessible stretch of
the Mississauga waterfront into a massive
natural habitat of forest, meadow, beach and
islands.
Wednesday night's meeting at the Mississauga
Seniors' Centre was the second public
environmental assessment of the Lakeview
Waterfront Connection project. Officials behind
the project unveiled their preferred choice for
what's to be done with the shoreline stretching
from Etobicoke Creek to the eastern edge of
the Ontario Power Generation lands.
Ken Dion, senior project manager for the
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority,
Lakeview. Ken Dion, senior project manager for the Toronto and
said the preferred choice is "a massive creation
Region Conservation Authority explains the plan to revitalize a
of natural habitat" that includes more than 32
section of the Lakeview waterfront. Staff photo by Rob Beintema
hectares of water, forest, wetland, meadow and
beach.
He said unlike nearby Lakefront Promenade
Park, essentially a recreational park space of
splash pads and marina living, this project is focused almost solely on naturalization and walking trails.
"It basically allows people to have a cottage country feel, yet they are just a few minutes away from hustle and
bustle," he told The News. "The idea is to maximize the capability to get people down to the water's edge."
The goal is to create a new natural park and close a large gap on the waterfront trail running across the city.
Once completed, it will allow the trail to meander around the G.E. Booth Wastewater Treatment Plant.
Five different designs were presented for public feedback.
The Region of Peel, Credit Valley Conservation, City of Mississauga and the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority, all partners in the project, revealed their preferred choice on Wednesday night.
Dion said the project is expected to cost taxpayers "in the tens of millions," but didn't have exact figures.
The plan includes a curvy cobble beach and a variety of habitats, including a wetland, for birds and fish to
flourish.
Over the last 100 years or so, Dion noted, the shoreline in question was degraded and “lost.”
Some two million cubic metres of fill, mostly excavated from the Hanlan feedermain project, will be used in
construction of the park, which will jut out into Lake Ontario.
Normally, says Ward 1 Councillor Jim Tovey, who represents the area, that fill would be trucked and dumped
outside the city. That would have cost Peel some $75 million in trucking and dumping fees. Instead, the money
saved will be spent on construction of the park.
“It’s great that we’re able to make use of this clean fill,” said Tovey. “At the very least we will take 50,000
diesel truckloads off the roads every year (during construction of the park)."
A bonus is that there will be an opportunity to revitalize Serson Creek, which flows through the middle of the
study area. Currently, a number of factors prevent fish from migrating into the creek from the lake.
Dion notes an environmental assessment is usually done to eliminate or reduce a project’s potential impact on
the environment before it begins.
Construction could start in June 2014 and be completed in about five years.

http://www.mississauga.com/print/1600585
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Boat tour envisions what could be for Mississauga waterfront
Mississauga News

MISSISSAUGA — Community leaders had a chance to envision what the
shoreline of Mississauga could develop into during a boat tour around the area
on Friday.
The tour, organized by Credit Valley Conservation, also included City of
Mississauga Ward 1 Councillor Jim Tovey. The tour gave people a chance to
learn about the challenges facing the city's shoreline as well as the
opportunities it presents.
Tovey said the tour passed by the Lakeview Waterfront Connection site. The
project, part of the Inspiration Lakeview process that started in 2010, calls for
the creation of a natural waterfront park along Mississauga's eastern shoreline
to re-establish natural coastal habitats, create public green space and facilitate
sustainable city building.
They looked at the old Lakeview Generating Station lands, Lakefront
Promenade Park and federal lands near the mouth of the Credit River in Port
Credit, among other sites. They also took a look at J.C. Saddington Park and
the Imperial Oil lands.

Credit Valley Conservation (CVC) hosted a boat tour for leaders of the
community to learn about the challenges facing the city's shoreline. Ward
1Councillor, Jim Tovey was on board as reatepayer groups representatives.
Andrews Charter supplied their newest vessel Paradigm 1 under guidance
of Caprtain Jim Stevenson.
Credit Valley Conservation (CVC) hosted a boat tour for leaders of the
community to learn about the challenges facing the city's shoreline. Ward 1
Councillor, Jim Tovey was on board as well as reatepayer groups
representatives. Here, a view of the two piers remaining from the former
Lakeshore Generating station and potential new beach lands.

Tovey said the boat tour gave participants a unique perspective.
"You can stand on the land at look at the shoreline, but you don't get an
appreciation of how massive the scale is until you're on the boat," said Tovey.
"The waterfront is just enormous and so is the opportunity."
He said the tour was also a chance for leaders to think about how the
waterfront is developed when it comes to people and the economy.
Tovey said when it comes to developing plans for projects, there's a need to
consider the "human" element and economic opportunities.

Credit Valley Conservation (CVC) hosted a boat tour for leaders of the
community to learn about the challenges facing the city's shoreline. Ward 1
Councillor, Jim Tovey was on board as well as reatepayer groups
representatives. Also on board was respected elder and historian Carolyn
King of the Mississaugas of the New Credit reminded those in attendance
her people have been on thos shores fo thousands of years and "we're still
here".
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Lakeview Waterfront Connection Project

username

The Lakeview Waterfront Connection Project came about to
create new park lands along the Etobicoke and eastern
Mississauga waterfront. New wetlands will be established,
near-shore and terrestrial habitats will be improved, and
public access to the waterfront will be provided. The project
has been taking to the streets, attending a number of public
events to survey residents in communities near the
waterfront. Information collected will help guide the project
so that it can create better public access to our beautiful
waterfront. For more information, visit creditvalley.ca/lwc
Photos by Blair Woodward
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