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Good morning Chairman Carr and members of committee, 

My name is  and I am a resident of Oakville.  I am a  
member of a relatively new group, The Friends of Glenorchy and I am 
speaking to you on my own behalf with their endorsement.  My 
delegation to you this morning is a very last minute preparation 
because only two days ago representatives of our two citizen groups, 
Friends of Glenorchy and Oakvillegreen Conservation Association 
met, at our request, with the Director of Transportation and Planning, 
Ms. Van Raven, the Project Director, Ms. Millissa Green- Battiston 
and a representative of Aecom Consultants, Mr. Mike Delsey.  We 
received a review of the planning process for the proposed 
Burnhamthorpe Road extension from Ninth Line to Bronte Road in 
Oakville.  We were told that today the Committee of Planning and 
Public Works would be voting to endorse the Aecom Consultant's 
plan for the route and details of this new Burnhamthorpe Road east-
west corridor proposal. 

     This staff report you are being asked to endorse was made 
available to us only yesterday and to yourselves only a short 
time ago.  Our groups are concerned that you are being asked to vote 
to endorse this study and we are requesting that you do not do so 
until some apparent discrepancies have been resolved.  1. You have 
not read the "full environmental study report" pertaining to this EA 
(the full ESR) that will be available in May 2010.  It appears you are 
being asked to endorse a study which contains proposals to 
"mitigate" extensive environmental damage that will be inflicted 
throughout the Natural Heritage System and the Glenorchy 
Conservation Nature Reserve. This proposed road route 
dissects numerous forested areas, impacts interior forests, wet land 
enclaves, species at risk of special concern, high, medium constraint 
stream corridors, Provincially rare vegetation habitat and locally rare 
vegetation.  The Glenorchy features map, (see attached) identifies 
the natural features of the area and illustrates the location of some of 
the inappropriate disturbances due to the proposed road 
location.  There is evidently included in the full environmental study 
report (soon to be available) a three season inventory of species and 
migration patterns of fauna of the area that was prepared by a 
previous Consultant in 2006.  I believe this should be compared to 
the new Glenorchy features map and flora and fauna inventory 
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recently documented by the recent Glenorchy study of 2010.  Do the 
two studies reach the same conclusions?  The most important 
question to resolve from the results of these studies is:  Will the 
proposed mitigation measure be sufficient and carried out in a timely 
manner before damage is inflicted upon these fragile areas?  You 
must decide if these are sufficient and appropriate but you do not 
know what is being proposed until the full ESR is analyzed.   

2.  It was in the year 2000 that the Region decided it wanted to have 
an east west transportation corridor at Burnhamthorpe Road. During 
the next seven years, the citizens of Oakville fought for the 
establishment of our Natural Heritage System and for the dedication 
of the ORC lands to the Glenorchy nature reserve.  These areas will 
be the last refuge for our Halton’s indigenous wildlife species before 
the great bull-dozers of urban sprawl destroy the surrounding areas.  
Do these new designations mean nothing at all to the transportation 
planning consultants?  Massive infrastructure must not be hammered 
through these protected areas.  Please consider that “mitigation” 
measures are never enough to deal with environmental destruction.  
Despite derisive laughter amongst our disappointed local 
environmentalists, I am asking the question one last time:  Could our 
transportation planners redirect Burnhamthorpe Road to remain on 
the East side of l6 mile creek and out of the Natural Heritage 
System? 
  
3.  Similar to the result of the EA of the year 2000, the consultant told 
us yesterday that an East- West crossing was necessary along 
Burnhamthorpe Road due to the predicted  travel patterns and load 
across the Region from Mississauga, through to  Burlington and 
beyond. He stated the new Burnhamthorpe Rd Sixteen Mile creek 
crossing was to needed in addition to the future widening of the 
Dundas Street as a major transportation corridor, widening again the 
QEW and widening again the 407.  With three major East West 
corridors now provided as cross regional transportation routes it is 
questionable whether Burnhamthorpe is needed to augment these 
transport routes.  Also,  is this EA you are being asked to endorse 
a one stand alone project or is it in fact a part of a longer intended 
corridor which will extend across Bronte Creek, in which case this EA 
could this be considered as a project being piecemealed. 
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Piecemealing is not in compliance with the EA Act.  Thus, this report  
could possibly not be in compliance with the EA Act.  
 
4.  Has the issue of the resultant salt run-off into the waterways and 
creeks through-out the natural heritage system due to the route of the 
proposed Burnhamthorpe Road been considered as an 
environmental hazard by the Aecom consultants and have they a 
mitigating solution for this problem.  I have attached a note of this 
newly recognized environmental hazard that will be inflicted within our 
NHS.  Again, the noise, vibrations, lights, chemical pollution 
from water run-off, physical damage etc are extremely detrimental to 
wildlife and we do not know if these factor are being compensated for 
in the full ESR.  
  
In concluding I would like to let you know that if you would delay 
endorsing this Report until after you have read the full ESR the delay 
would also allow other members of our groups to provide you with 
further research and questions about the wisdom of this 
Burnhamthorpe Road extension through our environmentally 
protected areas.  I am very aware that resolving the question of the 
Burnhamthorpe Road extension has been a ten year endeavour.  
However, it will finally be decided at Regional Council where this road 
is placed and we have not given up in continuing to request to re-
direct this route with consideration of the new criteria of the Natural 
Heritage System and the Glenorchy nature reserve designation be 
taken seriously in the planning process.  I thank you for the 
opportunity to present to you an outline of our concerns and to 
explain that the short time frame did not allow for further 
representatives to be available today to speak with you. 
  
Thank you. 
  
Sincerely, 
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Report To: Chair and Members of the Planning and Public Works 
Committee  

From: Mitch Zamojc, P. Eng., Commissioner of Public Works s 

Date: March 26, 2010 

Report No. - Re: PW-26-10 - New North Oakville Transportation 
Corridor and Crossing of 

the Sixteen Mile Creek Class Environmental Assessment Study - 

Environmental Study Report, Wards 4, 5, & 6, Town of Oakville, Our 
File: 

PR-2263A 

RECOMMENDATION 

1. THAT the Environmental Study Report prepared by AECOM 
Canada Limited of Whitby, 

Ontario (March 2010) for the New North Oakville Transportation 
Corridor and Crossing of 

the Sixteen Mile Creek, Class Environmental Assessment Study, 
Town of Oakville be 

endorsed by Regional Council. 
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2. THAT the Regional Clerk forward a copy of Report No. PW-26-10 
to the Town of 

Oakville for their information. 
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James Snow Parkway will impact 
interior forest, provincially rare habitat, 
species of Special Concern, species that 
are rare in Halton region 

Burnamthorpe 
will impact 
interior forest, 
species of special 
concern, high 
constraint stream 
corridor 

Stage 1 Report, Fig. 3-6. Areas of Functional Ecological Importance 
 



Globe & Mail 
MARTIN MITTELSTAEDT 
ENVIRONMENT REPORTER 
Published on Friday, Mar. 05, 2010  
 
 
One of the most detailed investigations ever conducted in Canada into the fate of road salt has found 
that it is polluting groundwater and causing some streams during winter thaws to have salinity levels 
just under those found in the ocean. 
 
The elevated salt readings were detected in Pickering, where researchers from the University of Toronto 
have been studying how the salt spread on highways, such as the 401, and other roadways through 
suburban sprawl affects water quality. They found that so much salty water from the community is 
ending up in Frenchman's Bay, a scenic lagoon on the shores of Lake Ontario, that the small water body 
is being poisoned. 
 
"Our findings are pretty dramatic, and the effects are felt year-round," said Nick Eyles, a geology 
professor at the university and the lead researcher on the project. "We now know that 3,600 tonnes of 
road salt end up in that small lagoon every winter from direct runoff in creeks and effectively poison it 
for the rest of the year." 
 
He called the findings, which were published recently in the journal Sedimentary Geology, "a really bad-
news story" involving a "relentless chemical assault on a watershed." 
 
The Pickering area provided researchers with an ideal place to study the effects of road-salt spreading, 
because most of the city lies within a relatively compact 27-square-kilometre watershed, where it was 
easy for pollution monitors to track where salt spread on roads ended up. 
 
About 7,600 tonnes of salt is applied each year to roads in the community. About half of this amount 
seeps into groundwater, which in turn flows into streams year-round, making the water courses more 
salty than they should be, according to the research. The rest drains into Frenchman's Bay, which is 
visible to commuters on the 401 and has a struggling fish population because salt levels are more than 
double the amounts typically found in the Great Lakes. 
 
The salt water "knocks out fish," Dr. Eyles said, adding that in the most contaminated areas, only older 
fish can survive, while younger ones move to areas of the lagoon closer to Lake Ontario and its fresher 
water. 
 
The finding of major impacts on Pickering's ground and surface water suggests a far greater toll from the 
use of salt elsewhere across Canada, where an estimated five million tonnes, or approximately 150 
kilograms per Canadian, is used on roads each year to make them safe for travel in winter. The vast 
majority is applied in Ontario and Quebec. 
 
"It's a general problem. ... There are lots of other areas like this," Dr. Eyles said, referring to the Pickering 
findings. 
Environment Canada has recognized that salt has adverse impacts on wildlife, plants, water and soil, and 
in 2001 considered adding it to the country's list of the most toxic substances. Instead, in 2004, the 
government instituted a voluntary code of practices to encourage municipalities and others to use the 



de-icer more sparingly, while maintaining highway safety. But with the vast amount used, huge 
quantities are still polluting soil and water, according to Dr. Eyles. 
 
"It's a toxic material and yet we continue to throw it with gay abandon on our roads," he said. 
The University of Toronto research was based on water monitoring between May, 2002, and March, 
2003, before the code went into effect. 
 
It noted that after winter thaws, there were spikes in the amount of salt in streams, with those taking 
runoff from the 401 having approximately double the concentration of the pollutant than watercourses 
nearby that don't take its storm water. Runoff from the highway, Canada's busiest, also contains 
benzene, toluene, and xylene, hydrocarbons associated with contamination from underground gasoline 
storage tanks. 
 
Environment Canada says it is currently reviewing whether the voluntary practices code has led to any 
reduction in the amount of salt being spread on roads. "If it is concluded, based on the review of 
progress, that other steps are needed for the management of road salts, Environment Canada will 
consider a range of possible options," the department said in reaction to the study. 
 







                                
                                 

                                     
                            

  
                     

  
  

  
 

  
 

  

  
 

 
 

 

 
  

 
  

 
  

 
  

From: Carr, Gary  
Sent: Wednesday, April 14, 2010 12:18 PM 
To:  
Cc: McIsaac, Kristen; Dennis, Tim; Zamojc, Mitch 
Subject: RE: Burnhamthorpe Rd 

 
Thanks for your email. I appreciate you taking the time to email me. 
I will have our Commissioner reply to you directly.This issue was discussed at committee today. 
I will also send you any information I think will be of interest to you. 
Regards 
Gary 
  

From:   
Sent: Wednesday, April 14, 2010 9:30 AM 
To: Carr, Gary 
Subject: Burnhamthorpe Rd 

  
Good morning, 
  
I'm writing today to express our concerns and objections about the plans to extend Burnhamthorpe 
road through Glenorchy.  I understand there is a meeting about this matter taking place this 
morning and I hope these views can be represented and considered.  After all the recent 
celebrations about securing this new green space, it is disheartening to hear that the Region will 
allow a road to disect numerous high impact areas and species at risk.  I believe there are already 
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alternatives- a widenened Dundas Street, the QEW and plans to widen the 407.   The added cost of 
this new road is another factor that should be considered when these other alternatives exist.  
Glenorchy has been declared a conservation area and is an area of scientific interest (ANSI) 
recognized by the province.  I think putting in another road sends the wrong message- that people 
and cars come before nature, that it's okay to carve up sensitive green space and it discourages 
the use of public transportation.  Allowing the building of this road will set a bad precedent and will 
permanently damage the most significant area of Interior Forest Habitat.   
  
I hope you will consider these points when it comes to the decision making process.   
  
Thank you, 

 
  
  
  
  
 
 

Got a phone? Get Hotmail & Messenger for mobile!  

  

 
 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
 
This message, including any attachments, is privileged and intended only for  
the person(s) named above. This material may contain confidential or  
personal information which may be subject to the provisions of the  
Municipal Freedom of Information & Protection of Privacy Act. Any other distribution,  
copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended  
recipient or have received this message in error, please notify us  
immediately by telephone, fax or e-mail and permanently delete the original  
transmission from us, including any attachments, without making a copy.  
 
Thank you  
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November 28, 2008 1

New North Oakville Transportation 

Corridor and Crossing of Sixteen Mile 

Creek Class EA Study

Meeting with Friends of Glenorchy and 

Oakvillegreen

April 12, 2010



Study Timeline
NOSP Process Initiated

NNOTC EA Study Commenced

TAC/Stakeholder Group Meeting#1 (December)

TAC/Stakeholder Group Meeting #2 (April)

TAC/Stakeholder Group Meeting #3, PIC#1 (June)

TAC/Stakeholder Group Meeting #4 (July)

TAC/Stakeholder Group Meeting #5 (January)

TAC/Stakeholder Group Meeting #6, PIC #2 (June)

NOESP Approved (January)

NOWSP Approved (May)

Completion of NNOTC EA Study

2002

2004

2005

2006

2008

2009

2010

Landowner and Agency Meetings 

Landowner and Agency Meetings 

Halton Region TMP Identifies Need for NNOTC



Study Area

3



Key Objectives

• Provide a transportation solution that addresses:

– Planned levels of population and employment growth

– Access to existing and planned developments, 

especially NOWSP & NOESP and the planned 

hospital at Dundas and Third Line

– Transit opportunities

– Aesthetics, streetscaping, safety

– Natural Heritage System including Sixteen Mile Creek

– Property impacts, cultural, heritage and community 

features 



Class EA Process

• The following tasks were undertaken:
– Examine the need and justification for improvements

– Identify significant technical, environment and public 
issues, concerns and constraints

– Identify planning alternatives and assess alternative 
solutions and design concepts

– Identify measures to mitigate impacts and public 
concerns

– Identify a preliminary design for the recommended 
improvements 

– Document process and conclusions in an 
Environmental Study Report (ESR)



Consultation Process
• Technical Agencies Committee (TAC) and Stakeholder 

Group for potentially affected property owners (six 
meetings)

• Two Public Information Centres (PICs) 
– PIC #1 - June 9, 2005 - input on the problem and opportunities, 

alternatives, and preliminary factors for analyzing and evaluating 
the alternatives.  

– PIC #2 June 22, 2006 - input on alternative design concepts, 
analysis and evaluation of the alternative design concepts and 
preferred alternative.  

• Individual meetings with affected property owners held 
following the second Public Information Centre in 2007

• Individual meetings with key agencies including 
Conservation Halton, Ministry of Natural Resources 
(MNR), Ministry of the Environment (MOE) and Town of 
Oakville in 2008.



Long List of Alternatives



Short List of Alternatives



Short List of Alternatives
Context – North Oakville Secondary Plan



Short List Alternatives
Context – Subwatershed Study



Short List Alternatives
Context - Green Space Protection



16 Mile Creek Crossing Alternatives



Sixteen Mile Creek Crossing

• Crossing alternatives were reviewed and 

evaluated with direct input from agencies (i.e. 

Conservation Halton, Town of Oakville, etc.) as 

well as stakeholders and public.  If not considered 

viable, a route was screened out. 

• Evaluation considerations included:
– Sensitivity of valley features and Natural Heritage 

System

– Consideration of construction disturbance and access

– Length/span of Creek crossing



Sixteen Mile Creek Crossing Alternatives

• Hwy 407/Transitway Crossing
– Located at disturbed area of creek valley
– Crossing location adjacent/south of 60 m transitway corridor 

which would require a bridge span of 800 m 
– Option to continue westward to Bronte Road on existing 

Burnhamthorpe alignment would require an additional grade 
separation of Hwy 407 and terminate in a rural area of Region.  
This option would also require a north south connector roadway 
between Burnhamthorpe and Dundas to serve the planned 
hospital site

– Option to extend south to connect to Bronte Road south of 
woodlot would result in bisecting Green Space protection 
area/Glenorchy  Conservation Area

• This alternative not considered viable



Sixteen Mile Creek Crossing Alternatives
• Burnhamthorpe Crossing

– Undisturbed valley location; significant environmental impacts 
associated with access road and bridge construction

– Crossing location shifted 10 m to south to minimize span – 380 
m 

– New access road into valley required

– Option to continue westward to Bronte Road on existing 
Burnhamthorpe alignment requires grade separation of Hwy 407

– Option to extend south to connect to Bronte Road south of 
woodlot places alignment in Green Space protection 
area/Glenorchy Conservation Area

• This alternative not considered viable



Sixteen Mile Creek Crossing Alternatives

• Mid-Point Crossing
– Undisturbed valley location; significant environmental impacts 

associated with access road and bridge construction

– Alignment adjusted slightly to minimize span length – 350 m

– New access road into valley required

– Option to extend south to connect to Bronte Road south of 
woodlot places alignment in Green Space protection 
area/Glenorchy Conservation Area

• This alternative not considered viable



Sixteen Mile Creek Crossing Alternatives

• South Crossing
– Located at disturbed area of creek valley
– Crossing location preferred by Conservation Halton
– Crossing location furthest south possible given existing land use 

constraints (Trafalgar Cemetery)
– Span 300 m 
– Existing access road can be used for construction access, however 

some improvements are required
– Option to extend westerly to Bronte Road supported by MNR and 

ORC
• This alternative is considered preferred



Preferred Alternative



North Oakville East Secondary Plan



North Oakville West Secondary Plan



21

Glenorchy Conservation Area



Next Steps

• File the ESR and Notice of Study Completion in 

May 2010
• Notice of Study Completion will be sent to the Project Mailing List 

which includes landowners and review agencies and placed in 
local newspapers

• Hard copies of the ESR will be available for review (30 days) at 
various locations and electronically on the Region’s website

• Following the completion and filing of the ESR, 

the detailed design phase will commence

• Additional opportunities for public involvement 

and input will be provided during detail design




