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From:  Maogosha Pyjor 
To: jbmarsden@eagle.ca 
CC: k.a.sandy-mckenzie@rogers.com 
Date:  12/10/2013 12:12 PM 
Subject:  Port Union Road EA Addendum Study 
Attachments: Port Union  Flyer Final.pdf 
 
Hello Chief James Marsden, 
  
 
Re: Port Union Road Environmental Assessment (EA) Addendum Study  
  
The Port Union Road study was approved in 2004 to address traffic concerns on Port Union Road 
between Lawrence Avenue East and Kingston Road. Recommendations included: the addition of a 
northbound lane, bike lanes, and median and turn lanes. Changes have occurred along the Port Union 
Road corridor since approval. We are now presenting slight modifications to the original design, all of 
which would occur within the existing right-of-way. These modifications include:reduction in the 
length and width of the landscaped median; likely retention and widening of the planned bike lanes; 
and reduction in the length of continuous two-way left-turn lane. 
 
 A map showing the study area is provided on the enclosed notice of a public event. 
  
The study is following the process in the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. This final round of 
public consultation is responding to City of Toronto Council's direction in 2004 that further 
consultation is done before implementing the project. Following the public event taking place this 
Wednesday December 11th, an EA Addendum Report will be prepared and presented to the Public 
Works and Infrastructure Committee (PWIC) in April 2014. After endorsement from City Council, the 
report will be made available to the public for a thirty day review period. Completion of the public 
review will allow the City to implement the updated design. 
  
Please contact me at your earliest convenience to indicate if your community has an interest in this study or would 
like further information. All updates and public information is available on the project web page: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad  
  
Kind Regards,  
Maogosha 
  
Maogosha Pyjor 
Sr. Public Consultation Coordinator 
City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 55 John St., 19th Floor 
Toronto, Ontario M5V 3C6 
T: 416-338-2850 
F: 416-392-2974 
mpyjor@toronto.ca  



From:  Maogosha Pyjor 
To: mdutytoconsult@curvelakefn.ca 
CC: k.a.sandy-mckenzie@rogers.com 
Date:  12/10/2013 12:15 PM 
Subject:  Port Union Road EA Addendum Study 
Attachments: Port Union  Flyer Final.pdf 
 
Hello Chief Phyllis Williams, 
  
 
Re: Port Union Road Environmental Assessment (EA) Addendum Study  
  
The Port Union Road study was approved in 2004 to address traffic concerns on Port Union Road 
between Lawrence Avenue East and Kingston Road. Recommendations included: the addition of a 
northbound lane, bike lanes, and median and turn lanes. Changes have occurred along the Port Union 
Road corridor since approval. We are now presenting slight modifications to the original design, all of 
which would occur within the existing right-of-way. These modifications include:reduction in the 
length and width of the landscaped median; likely retention and widening of the planned bike lanes; 
and reduction in the length of continuous two-way left-turn lane. 
 
 A map showing the study area is provided on the enclosed notice of a public event. 
  
The study is following the process in the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. This final round of 
public consultation is responding to City of Toronto Council's direction in 2004 that further 
consultation is done before implementing the project. Following the public event taking place this 
Wednesday December 11th, an EA Addendum Report will be prepared and presented to the Public 
Works and Infrastructure Committee (PWIC) in April 2014. After endorsement from City Council, the 
report will be made available to the public for a thirty day review period. Completion of the public 
review will allow the City to implement the updated design. 
  
Please contact me at your earliest convenience to indicate if your community has an interest in this study or would 
like further information. All updates and public information is available on the project web page: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad  
  
Kind Regards,  
Maogosha 
  
Maogosha Pyjor 
Sr. Public Consultation Coordinator 
City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 55 John St., 19th Floor 
Toronto, Ontario M5V 3C6 
T: 416-338-2850 
F: 416-392-2974 
mpyjor@toronto.ca  



From:  Maogosha Pyjor 
To: chiefcowie@hiawathafn.ca 
CC: k.a.sandy-mckenzie@rogers.com 
Date:  12/10/2013 12:17 PM 
Subject:  Port Union Road EA Addendum Study 
 
Dear Chief Gregory Cowie, 
  
 
Re: Port Union Road Environmental Assessment (EA) Addendum Study  
  
The Port Union Road study was approved in 2004 to address traffic concerns on Port Union Road 
between Lawrence Avenue East and Kingston Road. Recommendations included: the addition of a 
northbound lane, bike lanes, and median and turn lanes. Changes have occurred along the Port Union 
Road corridor since approval. We are now presenting slight modifications to the original design, all of 
which would occur within the existing right-of-way. These modifications include:reduction in the 
length and width of the landscaped median; likely retention and widening of the planned bike lanes; 
and reduction in the length of continuous two-way left-turn lane. 
 
 A map showing the study area is provided on the enclosed notice of a public event. 
  
The study is following the process in the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. This final round of 
public consultation is responding to City of Toronto Council's direction in 2004 that further 
consultation is done before implementing the project. Following the public event taking place this 
Wednesday December 11th, an EA Addendum Report will be prepared and presented to the Public 
Works and Infrastructure Committee (PWIC) in April 2014. After endorsement from City Council, the 
report will be made available to the public for a thirty day review period. Completion of the public 
review will allow the City to implement the updated design. 
  
Please contact me at your earliest convenience to indicate if your community has an interest in this study or would 
like further information. All updates and public information is available on the project web page: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad  
  
Kind Regards,  
Maogosha 
  
  
Maogosha Pyjor 
Sr. Public Consultation Coordinator 
City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 55 John St., 19th Floor 
Toronto, Ontario M5V 3C6 
T: 416-338-2850 
F: 416-392-2974 
mpyjor@toronto.ca  



From:  Maogosha Pyjor 
To: klarocca@scugogfirstnation.com 
CC: k.a.sandy-mckenzie@rogers.com 
Date:  12/10/2013 12:19 PM 
Subject:  Port Union Road EA Addendum Study 
 
Hello Chief Kelly LaRocca, 
  
 
Re: Port Union Road Environmental Assessment (EA) Addendum Study  
  
The Port Union Road study was approved in 2004 to address traffic concerns on Port Union Road 
between Lawrence Avenue East and Kingston Road. Recommendations included: the addition of a 
northbound lane, bike lanes, and median and turn lanes. Changes have occurred along the Port Union 
Road corridor since approval. We are now presenting slight modifications to the original design, all of 
which would occur within the existing right-of-way. These modifications include:reduction in the 
length and width of the landscaped median; likely retention and widening of the planned bike lanes; 
and reduction in the length of continuous two-way left-turn lane. 
 
 A map showing the study area is provided on the enclosed notice of a public event. 
  
The study is following the process in the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. This final round of 
public consultation is responding to City of Toronto Council's direction in 2004 that further 
consultation is done before implementing the project. Following the public event taking place this 
Wednesday December 11th, an EA Addendum Report will be prepared and presented to the Public 
Works and Infrastructure Committee (PWIC) in April 2014. After endorsement from City Council, the 
report will be made available to the public for a thirty day review period. Completion of the public 
review will allow the City to implement the updated design. 
  
Please contact me at your earliest convenience to indicate if your community has an interest in this study or would 
like further information. All updates and public information is available on the project web page: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad  
  
Kind Regards,  
Maogosha 
  
  
Maogosha Pyjor 
Sr. Public Consultation Coordinator 
City of Toronto 
Metro Hall, 55 John St., 19th Floor 
Toronto, Ontario M5V 3C6 
T: 416-338-2850 
F: 416-392-2974 
mpyjor@toronto.ca  



Carol Moore 
Executive Director 

John Livey Policy, Planning, Finance & Reply to: Maogosha Pyjor 
Deputy City Manager Administration Senior Public Consultation Coordinator 

Metro Hall, 19th Floor Tel: (416) 338-2850
Toronto, Ontario M5H 2N2 Fax: (416) 392-2974

TTY: (416) 397-0831
E-mail: mpyjor@toronto.ca 

December 10, 2013 
Attn: Margaret Sault 
Director of Research, Lands and Membership 
Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation 
2789 Mississauga Road 
Hagersville, ON N0A 1H0 

Dear Ms. Margaret Sault, 

Re: Port Union Road Environmental Assessment (EA) Addendum Study 

The Port Union Road study was approved in 2004 to address traffic concerns on Port Union 
Road between Lawrence Avenue East and Kingston Road. Recommendations included: the 
addition of a northbound lane, bike lanes, and median and turn lanes. Changes have 
occurred along the Port Union Road corridor since approval. We are now presenting slight 
modifications to the original design, all of which would occur within the existing right-of-way.
These modifications include: 

• Reduction in the length and width of the landscaped median 
• Likely retention and widening of the planned bike lanes 
• Reduction in the length of continuous two-way left-turn lane 

A map showing the study area is provided on the enclosed notice of a public event. 

The study is following the process in the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. This final 
round of public consultation is responding to City of Toronto Council's direction in 2004 that 
further consultation be done before implementing the project. Following the public event 
taking place this Wednesday December 11th, an EA Addendum Report will be prepared 
and presented to the Public Works and Infrastructure Committee (PWIC) in April 2014. 
After endorsement from City Council, the report will be made available to the public for a 
thirty day review period. Completion of the public review will allow the City to implement the 
updated design. 

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to indicate if your community has an 
interest in this study or would like further information. All updates and public information is 
available on the project webpage: 

www.toronto.ca/portunionroad 

Kind Regards, 

www.toronto.ca/portunionroad
mailto:mpyjor@toronto.ca
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Maogosha Pyjor 
Sr. Public Consultation Coordinator 
City of Toronto 
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AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE



Memorandum  
Transportation Services – Scarborough District  Traffic Operations Tel: 416-396-7147 
Peter Noehammer, Director  Scarborough Civic Centre Fax: 416-396-5641  

150 Borough Drive, 2nd Floor burrows@toronto.ca  
Toronto, Ontario M1P 4N7 www.toronto.ca  

File:  D11-4399771 

201 

TO: Councillor Ron Moeser 

Ward 44, Scarborough East 

FROM:  Marko A. Oinonen  

Transportation Services, Scarborough District  

DATE:  July 30, 2013 

RE:  Proposed northbound TTC stop relocation  

Port Union Road & Clappison Blvd/Adenmore Road  

Ward 44, Scarborough East  

Further to a request from your office, this note is to let you know that we contacted the Toronto 

Transit Commission (TTC) to see if they would be receptive to the repositioning of the TTC stop 

located on the north side of this intersection to a point further away from the traffic control signalised 

intersection.   

The TTC has not indicated support for this initiative.  Therefore, in the future, when the scheduling of 

this road is due for reconstruction and/or widening, we will review this portion of Port Union Road at 

Clappison Boulevard and Adenmore Road for road widening and/or an additional northbound lane.  

A review of the Toronto Police Collision records from January 1, 2009 to date (December 31, 2012) 

reveals that there has been no reported collisions involving vehicles manoeuvring around stationary 

TTC vehicles servings customers at the existing TTC far side bus stop at Port Union Road at 

Clappison Boulevard and Adenmore Road. 

Should you have any questions or comments regarding our review, please call Allan Burrows, 

Supervisor, Traffic Operations, at 416-396-7147. 

Marko A. Oinonen, B.A. Sc, P. Eng. 

Manager, Traffic Operations 

Transportation Services, Scarborough District 

JAB:pz 

Cc:  Stephen Schijns, Transportration Infrastructure Management 

D11- 4399771 - Port Union Rd and Clappison Blvd.docx 

http:www.toronto.ca
mailto:burrows@toronto.ca


Stephen Schijns, P.Eng.
Manager, Infrastructure Planning 

Stephen M. Buckley
General Manager
Transportation Services Division 

Transportation Services Division
City Hall, 22nd Floor East 
100 Queen Street West 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 2N2 

Reply to: David Kuperman, MCIP, RPP 
Tel: 416-338-0667
Fax: 416-392-4808
dkuperm@toronto.ca 
www.toronto.ca 

November 20, 2013 

Shamez Kassam 
Emergency Medical Services 
4330 Dufferin Street 
Toronto, ON  M3H 5R9 

Dear Mr. Kassam:

Subject:  Port Union Road Environmental Assessment Addendum 

We are pleased to inform you that the City of Toronto has initiated a Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment (EA) Addendum to identify a preferred design for Port Union Road in order to achieve the 
functional objectives identified in the EA completed in 2003.

This study addresses the section of Port Union Road between Lawrence Avenue East and Island Road, where 
the EA recommended the addition of a northbound lane, the provision of bike lanes, and the introduction of a 
median and turn lanes. The EA Addendum will ensure that the functioning of the widened roadway addresses 
traffic congestion at key intersections, while also improving its appeal to all users and minimizing impacts on 
property and neighbourhood traffic. 

More information can be found on the project website at toronto.ca/portunionroad.

The study is intended to conclude in early 2014.

Please find attached the Notice of Public Event on December 11. You are welcome to attend the Open House, or 
to request a one-on-one meeting or briefing session. 

In order to develop a solution that best reflects all its users' needs, we would appreciate it if you could provide 
your agency's perspective, requirements, and/or relevant information, if any. Your prompt reply by December 2,
2013 would be appreciated so that we can meet the project schedule. 

If you have any questions or comments on the study, please contact David Kuperman at (416) 338-0667 or 
dkuperm@toronto.ca.

Yours truly, 

Stephen Schijns, P.Eng. 
Manager, Infrastructure Planning 

mailto:dkuperm@toronto.ca


Ministry of Tourism, Culture & Sport Ministère du Tourisme et de la Culture 

Culture Services Unit Unité des services culturels 
Programs and Services Branch Direction des programmes et des 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 services 
Toronto ON M7A 0A7 401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700 

Toronto ON M7A 0A7 
Tel. 416 314-7159 Tél. : 416 314-7159 
Fax: 416 212-1802 Téléc. : 416 212-1802 

December 2, 2013 

Mr. David Kuperman (by email only) 
City of Toronto 
Transportation Services Division 
City Hall 22nd floor East 
100 Queen Street West 
Toronto, On M5H 2N2 

Dear Mr. Kuperman 

Project: Port Union Road Environmental Assessment Addendum 
Location: City of Toronto 
MTCS File: 00524

On December 2nd, 2013 the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) received a Notice of 
Commencement for the project mentioned above. As part of the Class Environmental 
Assessment process, the MTCS has an interest in the conservation of cultural heritage 
resources including: 

 archaeological resources, 
 built heritage resources, and 
 cultural heritage landscapes. 

MTCS would, therefore, be interested in remaining on the circulation list and being informed of 
the project as it proceeds through the EA process. We would ask that you update your contact 
list to remove the name of Paula Kulpa and send future notices to Rosi Zirger Heritage Planner 
at the address above. 

Archaeological Resources 

MTCS’s mapping indicates at least one watercourse that crosses the project corridor. As such 
the subject property of this EA project is considered to have archaeological potential based on 
provincial archaeological criteria that is within 300 meters of a water source. 

If any of the proposed work, including temporary roads/detours or work areas, should impact 
lands beyond the existing right of way, an archaeological assessment by an archaeologist 
licensed under the Ontario Heritage Act may be necessary for this project. 

For your information and reference, attached is MTCS’s Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological 
Potential, which identifies characteristics of the property that indicate whether archaeological 
resources might be present and/or impacted. If any of the criteria are met, then an 
archaeological assessment by a licensed archaeologist will be necessary for the project. The 
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licensed archaeologist will forward all completed archaeological assessment reports to the 
Ministry for review by an Archaeological Review Officer. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment, and please contact me for any questions or 
clarification. 

Sincerely, 

Rosi Zirger 
Heritage Planner 
416-314-7159 
rosi.zirger@ontario.ca 
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Port Union Road Addendum  Public Correspondence 
Date Ph/Em Name/Contact Question/Comment Forward Response Notes 

to:
1 11-29-2013 Ph Out of Scope – Concern with expansion on Lynderwood (culdasac extension) 

Wants contact in City re. appeal he made to MOE re. project 
Dec 4: 

We spoke on Monday about your concerns related 
to the extension of the Linderwood Drive. Again, 
while this work is in the Port Union Road area, it is 
not related to the Port Union Road Study. I''ve tried 
to find out who is the appropriate person in the city 
for you to follow up with. 

I first called Councillor Moeser's office to find out 
who in the city is working on this project. Callum 
MacMilan provided me with Samaresh Das' contact 
information from Engineering and Construction 
Services. After speaking with Samaresh this 
morning, he will provide you with a contact from 
Planning who you can follow up with. 

I hope this helps. 

Dec 29: 
Left Message 

Response from Samaresh trying to find contact: 
Hi Maogosha: 
I believe we have a meeting with John couple of 

months ago regarding to this issue and advised him 
to contact planning. However, Paul Galvin will be 
the contact person in planning. I will be only helpful 
if there are any concerns related to servicing 
(water, storm, sanitary) of the site. 
Best regards, 
Samaresh 



Port Union Road Addendum  Public Correspondence 
Date Ph/Em Name/Contact Question/Comment Forward Response Notes 

to:
2 11-28-2013 EM I just received the notice for the environmental assessment for Port Union Rd. 

I have not sure if the city is aware but there are Blanding's Turtles in the Port Union and 
Lawson Rd. area. I have attached some pictures that I took of one adjacent to Port Union 
Rd. between Lawson Rd. and Kilsyth Dr. 

The Blanding's Turtle is an endangered species and their habitat should be respected. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

DK Dec 29: 

Thank you for taking the time to provide information 
about the Blanding's Turtles and for providing the 
accompanying photographs. I've copied the Project 
Manager, David Kuperman, to bring this matter to 
his attention. 

Either David or myself may be contacting you for 
more information. In the meantime, would you like 
to be added to the mailing list for this study? 

Kind Regards, 

Dec 2: Dec 2 (DK): 

I have seen a Blanding's Turtle on the boulevard between Kilsyth Drive and 
Port Union Road. This would have been within about 20' of Port Union Rd. 
This area is adjacent to the Adam's Creek green belt between Lawson and 
Kilsyth. I suspect that this is where the turtles spend most of their time. 

The original plan had two traffic lanes in each 
direction, plus a continuous two-way centre left turn 
lane or landscaped median, and bike lanes. We'll 
be showing a few options at the upcoming public 
meeting, and they'll also be available on the project 
website. One notable change is that we have 
eliminated much of the centre turn lane, eliminating 
direct impacts to properties and narrowing the 
roadway slightly compared to the EA plan. Much of 
the widening would also be to the east, but you'll be 
able to see everything in detail next week. 

Would you know by chance where the main turtle 
habitat is, and how long it has been active? The 
Environmental Study Report (which will also be 
posted to the project website) identified the 
presence of several species in the area, but no 
habitats immediately adjacent to Port Union Road. 



Port Union Road Addendum  Public Correspondence 
Date Ph/Em Name/Contact Question/Comment Forward Response Notes 

to:
3 11-28-2013 EM Hello and Good Morning Mogosha, DK Nov 29: 

My name is  

Nice to know that the Port Union is finally going to be a 4 Lane Road. Wish it was done 
before the TD Bank came in and occupied part of the plaza. 

The major issue we are having is congestion that comes from elsewhere to park at the GO 
Station at Rouge Hill Station. As the fare from Union to Rouge Hill GO station goes 
substantially up for Pickering Passengers they drive to Rouge Hill Parking Lot to save $$$. 
Thus they take the train from RH Station. Guess this cannot be avoided as this within GO’s 
jurisdiction on charges for train fares. If the fares were the same for Rouge Hill and 
Pickering a huge lot of cars would have parked at Pickering instead. 

Besides many a new housing developments have sprung up and in the Summer time the 
Beach front draws crowd from other places. I guess Port Union has become a huge 
attraction and draw due to all of the benefits. 

Expanding this Road will be a key benefit to people living within this neighborhood. It’s 
quite a pain taking the Port Union Road when a GO Train arrived in the evening peal 
hours. The morning is similar but far less then the evening. Speed Limits have be 
maintained as many a people go around Island and other streets to get to the RH Station. 
All the best on this envedor. 

Thank you for your email and for taking the time to 
submit your comments regarding congestion 
associated with the GO Station and new 
developments. I've copied the Project Manager, 
David Kuperman, inorder to share your comments 
which will also be part of the public record for this 
project. 

One question: Can I add you to the mailing list for 
this study? 

Kind Regards, 
Maogosha 

4 11-28-2013 EM Hello Maogosha, 

I am unable to attend the EA Public Event on December 11th, please email me the 
addendum plans so I can provide you with any concerns. One question around the 
assessment that was completed, did you track what percentage of the congested traffic 
was caused by folks with an arrival destination/departure from the Rouge Hill GO station 
and heading home to Durham region? As a resident of West Rouge for almost 25 years, 
currently residing on Fanfare Avenue for over the past decade, I can tell you that the 
number of cars speeding around our side and main roads to rush to catch the morning GO 
train, and rush home from the evening GO train has escalated over the past decade to 
levels that are posing a serious danger on our streets. Did the assessment look into 
having GO transit offer any incentives for Durham residents to catch the train in their own 
neighborhood, such as making the fares the same to Rouge HIll and Pickering stations? 
This would likely solve all traffic concerns on Port Union road very quickly. Additional 

suggestions would be to restrict cars on side streets to local traffic and not through traffic, 
ask GO to charge for parking at the Rouge Hill station. The issues are being created by 
Durham residents, why would Toronto residents have to pay for and suffer through the 
planned changes? 

Nov 29: 

Please ignore my previous email response. I'm not 
sure what happened but my reply wasn't included. 

Thank you for taking the time to submit your 
comments. I have copied the Project Manager, 
David Kuperman to responsd directly to your 
questions regarding: 

• percentage of traffic related to the GO 
station 

• what percentage of that traffic are 
Durham GO commuters 

• our there any incentives offered to 
Durham GO commuters use Durham 
stations 

Send panels and 
comment form 
when finalized. 



Port Union Road Addendum  Public Correspondence 
Date Ph/Em Name/Contact Question/Comment Forward Response Notes 

to:
In terms of the plans which will be shown at the 
Dec 11th public meeting, these are not finalized yet 
but once they are, I will send you a copy with a 
comment form. 
In the meantime, can I add you to the study's 
mailing list? 

Kind Regards, 
Maogosha 

Thanks for clarifying. Currently it costs over $600.00 more annually to take the GO train 
from Pickering than it does to take it from Rouge Hill, obviously this is a significant 
difference. It seems the main goal of the commuters is saving money, so I don't see what 
would motivate them to pay for a bus as well as a train when they can drive a short 
distance and park for free. So to answer your question I don't see that there would be a 
significant uptake in combined fares, I see the heavy hitter being making the fares from 
Rouge Hill and Pickering exactly the same, or even better, offering a slighly cheaper fare 
from Pickering to see drastic changes in Port Union traffic patterns. 

In addition, I have heard feedback that exiting the Pickering GO lot in the evenings can be 
time consuming, perhaps Metrolinx can look into some improvements to this situation in 
addition to matching the Pickering and Rouge fares. 

If Metrolinx offers a 6 month trial to test the results, even if they only reduce the fares on 
Pickering to Union express trains for example, I think you will eliminate the need for any 
changes to Port Union. 

Nov 29 (DK): 

Thanks for your interest in the study and your 
comments. Much of the analysis of the study area 
was done during the original environmental 
assessment approximately 10 years ago, although 
we have of course considered new traffic counts 
and public transit timetables and ridership for the 
Addendum. 

Unfortunately, it is very difficult to track the 
percentage of traffic destined for the Rouge Hill GO 
station, or originating from Durham Region. Your 
concerns are certainly not uncommon, though. 
Fare policy is something that is set by Metrolinx 
and the various municipal transit agencies. We at 
the City have no direct control over GO Transit 

Thanks for listening to my suggestions! fares; however, Metrolinx has been involved on the 
project team, and I can certainly raise the issue 
with them. In addition, there have been some 
improvements in transit service in the area (DRT 
Pulse) to encourage people to use alternatives to 
access the area from Durham Region, and there is 
a shuttle service that connects to the Rouge Hill 
GO station (Route 109). 



Port Union Road Addendum  Public Correspondence 
Date Ph/Em Name/Contact Question/Comment Forward Response Notes 

to:

The original Environmental Study Report will be 
posted to the project website soon, so I would 
recommend checking it late next week. It includes 
some information on departure modes and zones 
from the GO station. There were also some 
requests for additional GO stations in Durham 
Region, although my understanding is that 
Metrolinx has no current plans to add stations there 
as part of its service expansion. 

Nov 29: 

Thanks for clarifying. Currently it costs over $600.00 more annually to take the GO train 
from Pickering than it does to take it from Rouge Hill, obviously this is a significant 
difference. It seems the main goal of the commuters is saving money, so I don't see what 
would motivate them to pay for a bus as well as a train when they can drive a short 
distance and park for free. So to answer your question I don't see that there would be a 
significant uptake in combined fares, I see the heavy hitter being making the fares from 
Rouge Hill and Pickering exactly the same, or even better, offering a slighly cheaper fare 
from Pickering to see drastic changes in Port Union traffic patterns. 

In addition, I have heard feedback that exiting the Pickering GO lot in the evenings can be 
time consuming, perhaps Metrolinx can look into some improvements to this situation in 
addition to matching the Pickering and Rouge fares. 

If Metrolinx offers a 6 month trial to test the results, even if they only 
reduce the fares on Pickering to Union express trains for example, I think 
you will eliminate the need for any changes to Port Union. 

Nov 29 (DK): 
Sorry - I meant to be clear that the traffic data that 
we have used for the Addendum is current (from 
this year, including counts and observations we 
made in the field in the spring), and that it supports 
the findings and recommendations of the EA (as
you point out, possibly more so with the increased 
GO train service, which we have taken into 
account). In discussion with Metrolinx, I can inquire 
about whether special fare arrangements would be 
considered. Do you suggest fare integration with 
other agencies, or a reduced DRT fare for those 
using the GO station? 

I encourage you to visit the website once we have 
all of the reports and the display panels posted, 
explaining the original EA findings and the changes 
we have made. There will also be an opportunity to 
comment following the public meeting. 

Thanks for listening to my suggestions! 
Have a good weekend! 



Port Union Road Addendum  Public Correspondence 
Date Ph/Em Name/Contact Question/Comment Forward Response Notes 

to:
Dec 5: Dec 5 (DK): 

Please let me know if you can send me the link to the website so I can view the reports. 
I also just wanted to mention that widening Port Union is only going to attract even more 
commuters from Durham to drive over and take the train from Rouge Hill. We have seen 
an increase after "improvements" were made to the intersection of Port Union and 
Kingston Road increasing the left hand turn lanes from one to two, adding the advanced 
green and extending the left hand turn lanes. It seems that the trend is for the city to keep 
spending money on "improvements" to help out the folks from Durham. I think its finally 
time to fix the root cause of the issue, rather than put on another band aid. Please ask 
Metrolinx to make the fares to Pickering and Rouge Hill the same, they could even 
introduce options, such as express train service from Pickering to Union for the same price 
for an introductory period and then assess the results. I believe this is the right solution, 
and makes sense to try it out, rather than making expensive changes that will have a 
lasting negative impact. 

The original Environmental Study Report, which 
discusses the many alternative options considered, 
has now been posted to the new project website. If 
you visit www.toronto.ca/portunionroad and scroll 
to the bottom, you will see links to various parts of 
the report (scanned PDF). 

Your suggestions will be shared with the Metrolinx 
representative on our advisory committee, and I 
would suggest letting GO Transit customer service 
know directly as well, since they are currently 
working on a fare integration strategy. 

While widening a road has the potential to attract 
traffic, please keep in mind that case is quite 
different from many others - only northbound traffic 
capacity would be increased (to match the 
southbound). Thus, there would be no new 
capacity for additional southbound traffic. Also, 
another concern raised has been neighbourhood 
traffic infiltration, or traffic using East Avenue and 
local streets to avoid the congestion on Port Union 
Road - something that is meant to be addressed 
with the proposed changes. Also, the EA approved 
design and the proposed changes both include 
sidewalk completion and bike lanes, elements that 
would complete the area pedestrian and cyclist 
network to encourage alternatives to automobile 
travel. As you can see this 'widening' has many 
components and a few different objectives. 

We are aiming to get the meeting materials posted 
by the middle of next week, so you will have an
opportunity then to view the updated options and 
provide additional comments. 

Best regards, 

http://www.toronto.ca/portunionroad
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Dec 5: 

Thanks for your response. Unfortunately widening Port Union will still attract more 
Durham GO commuters, and they will continue to race through the side streets in order to 
catch their train. there are no traffic lights on East Ave, and it includes easier access 
(without a left hand turn) into the north parking lot. I live at the corner of Fanfare and 
Rouge Highlands, and you can believe me when I say, the commuters will find the 
quickest way there. A large portion go south on Port Union to Fanfare, East on Fanfare, 
and turn south onto Rouge Highlands and East on Tudor Glen as a shortcut to East 
Avenue, I see the cars speeding past every morning and every night, and widening Port 
Union will not stop them, they are speeding through the shortest route possible, and they 
will not stop no matter how many lanes you make Port Union. The main reason is they 
don't want to wait in line to turn left from Port Union to Lawrence, and they don't want to 
have to wait to turn left again into the north parking lot. It's all about the rush to catch the
train, which goes back to my point, if they weren't having to rush from Durham over to 
Scarborough, then we wouldn't have this problem in the first place. I sincerely hope the 
project team sees the logic in a 3 or 6 month trial of making the Pickering and Rouge Hill 
fares the same, and then taking a look at the impact that has. 
Do you have a contact at Metrolinx? Unfortunately, I don't think me calling their customer 
service department is going to get me too far. 

Dec 6 (DK): 

Unfortunately our advisory committee member is 
from a different section of Metrolinx/GO, so you 
should go through GO Transit customer service. I 
have raised the issue though within the discussion 
of alternatives to see if it can be pursued further 
beyond the examination of the 'upgraded transit' 
option in the EA. 

Dec 6: 

Thanks very much David, I sincerely hope the representatives are realists and see that the 
widening may at first glance sound like a solution, but in reality when you really think about 
the root cause, you realize widening is not a remedy. In fact, I would say that all it will do 
is aid folks to race up Port Union at even faster speeds. I can honestly tell you that I tell 
my kids not to play outside when it's rush hour because of the cars racing around the
corner of Fanfare and Rouge Highlands. At some point Metrolinx must take responsibility 
for creating this issue. Perhaps in their "upgrade transit" solution they can brainstorm 
additional ideas, such as working with their own security officers and police to patrol and 
ensure through traffic use Port Union rather than side streets, or consistently be present 
for a specific period of time to issue tickets for all commuter infractions such as the failing 
to stop at stop signs, speeding, talking on cell phones and driving etc. If folks are getting 
tickets consistently for a month, maybe they will change their habits. 
I'm hopeful that the reps at the table can think outside the box and come up with more 

creative idea's than just widening to discourage the dangerous driving behaviour that is 
happening today all due to higher train fees to Durham. 
I heard the news yesterday that GO fees will be raised 5% in February 2014, therefore the 
number of Durham commuters migrating to the Rouge Hill station is likely to increase as 
well. Thanks again, I truly appreciate you hearing my concerns. 

5 11-30-2013 EM Morning, Dec 2: 
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I live at 110 Winter Gardens Trail (just off Pt. Union Trail). I rec'd notice that an 
assessment is being performed on Pt. Union. I visited the website for details. 
http://www1.toronto.ca/wps/portal/contentonly?vgnextoid=a8e88d0195ce1410VgnVCM100 
00071d60f89RCRD&vgnextfmt=default 

Yes, ... I guardedly suggest I agree. 

My 'input': 
- Pt. Union is currently managed terribly by the city (e.g., grass cutting should occur more 
than twice a summer, etc.) 
- the bike lanes... YES, I currently ride my bike on Pt. Union, and am scared silly every 
time (of note as I've been a city bike rider for over 25 years, and Pt. Union still scares 
me.... well, the speeding traffic scares me actually) 
- centre median that looks nice would be nice (HOWEVER, if it's not maintained, like 
Westney, north of the 401, then forget it, it'll be a concrete dumpsite) 

Bottom Line: make it usable for all, appropriate, and maintain it !!! 

Of course, please reach out to me if there are any questions or concerns 

Thank you for taking the time to submit your 
comments regarding area maintenance and 
support for bike lanes. I've copied the Project 
Manager, David Kuperman, in order to have your 
feedback shared with the project team. Your 
comments will also be part of the public record for 
this study. 

I hope you'll be able to attend next week's open 
house. If not, the display panels and comment form 
from that event will be posted on the project web 
page prior to the event: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad

I will add you to the project mailing list to ensure 
you are kept informed and again, thank you for 
your input. 

6 112-1-2013 EM Maogosha Dec 2: 

I appreciate the prior consultation has identified the desire to increase bike and pedestrian 
access to the Waterfront trail. I am also pleased to hear trees are also a consideration. I 
am not clear if the plan actually sees this as almost a “parkway” to the lake. Not unlike the 
parkway along the river at Niagara Falls. The view down Port Union can be a grand one. 
Cresting Port Union south all the way to the lake I admire the view every time I enter the 
community. I hope the view and aesthetic will be maximized and the waterfront theme 
enhanced in the work that is done. Few locations in the city have this grand a view down to 
the lake. Port Union in its earlier development does not appear to ever have taken 
advantage of the wide corridor and the Historical sense of the location. South near the lake 
below Lawrence a much more considered approach was taken. I hope this will be 
extended up to the 401 for those who will enter down Port Union to the marvelous vista 
and the wonderful Waterfront the city and MTRCA have created. This needs to be an 
exercise for those coming into our community and not merely an exercise for those 
escaping the GO station and our neighbourhood. 

My other concern as a local resident is the brief time that peak periods occur after the 
arrival of some GO trains. I hope that road changes will be minimized for that purpose. In 
98% of its time this road is a local road and to alter significantly the character of the road 
100% of the time for the very short peak periods for non- residents’ use, concerns me. Not 
wanting to ignore those wishing to escape our community and the Go station, I hope 
distinct and substantial consideration will also be given for those who live here all day 

Thank you for taking the time to share your 
observations and concerns. I'm in the area often 
and I agree that view down Port Union Road to the 
Lake is grand. You also make an important point in 
acknowledging the exercise to design a roadway 
and view that takes into consideration the 
community as a destination. 

I've copied the Project Manager, David Kuperman, 
to ensure that your comments will be shared with 
the project team in addition to being part of the 
public record for this study. 

I hope you will be able to attend next week's public 
open house. Please note that the information 
panels and comment form for this event will be 
available online shortly and in advance of the 
meeting at: www.toronto.ca/portunionroad. Also, I 
will add you to the study mailing list to ensure you 
are kept informed. 

http://www1.toronto.ca/wps/portal/contentonly?vgnextoid=a8e88d0195ce1410VgnVCM10000071d60f89RCRD&vgnextfmt=default
http://www1.toronto.ca/wps/portal/contentonly?vgnextoid=a8e88d0195ce1410VgnVCM10000071d60f89RCRD&vgnextfmt=default
http://www.toronto.ca/portunionroad
http://www.toronto.ca/portunionroad
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every day. 

Your ongoing efforts are appreciated. I know having talked to my neighbours that 
Centennial and West Rouge neighbours would greatly appreciate this opportunity. 

Again, thank you for your time and feedback. 
Kind Regards, 

7 12-3-2013 Hi ! I have lived in West Rouge for over 25 years and we definitely do not need, nor want, 
any widening of Port Union Road. 

The only reason for widening the road would be to assist the folks from Pickering, Ajax, etc 
who drive to the Rouge Hill GO station. This is definitely not in the interests of the folks 
who reside in this neighbourhood. 

How the city of Toronto finds the money to even propose assisting folks from outside the 
GTA, I don’t know. We do not have a subway to this area – but you are proposing 
spending money on the folks from Pickering ? 

Regards 

DK. 
Thank you for taking the time to submit your 
opposition to the widening of Port Union Road. In 
addition to being part of the public record for this 
study, your comments have been shared with the 
Project Manager, David Kuperman. 

I would like to point out that the Port Union Road 
Study was completed and approved in 2004 with 
strong community support, and considered many 
alternatives including improved transit service and 
other roadway expansions. In addition to the 
widening of the road, the project will also include 
bike lanes, landscaping, and additional turn lanes. 
The objectives of the project include both 
addressing traffic congestion and improving 
conditions for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists. 
Port Union Road serves trips not only to the Rouge 
Hill GO station, but also to Highway 401 and many 
local destinations including the Waterfront park and 
Trail. 

The project website includes materials from the 
original EA study as well as updated information 
that may be of interest to you: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad 
You are of course also welcome to attend the 
public open house that will be held on December 
11, to view the display panels and discuss your 
concerns with City staff. 

Kind Regards, 

http://www.toronto.ca/portunionroad
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Dec 4: 
Thanks for your response. I have lived in West Rouge for over 25 years – what and where 
was the “community support” ? Some folks may support a part or parts of what is 
proposed, but who in the community wants more traffic ? One effect of this “improvement” 
will be to bring more traffic to the area – did the official study dispute that ? 

There is no doubt that sometimes in rush hour there are lines of traffic on Port Union 
Road. Widening of the road etc. may assist that in the short term. However, in England 
and the USA experience has demonstrated that when a road is “improved” a larger 
number of vehicles start using that road and congestion returns. Why is the city working 
to attract more vehicle traffic to this neighbourhood ? 

Later that day: 
Hi ! On looking at the official report you mentioned, it refers to the problem as traffic 
congestion during “weekday peak periods”. Such rush hour congestion will never be 
eradicated – travel time might be shortened for a period of time, but that is all, and in the 
meantime the quality of life in the neighbourhood is eroded. 

Dec 4 (DK): 

The community support we are referring to is in the 
comments and responses to survey questions from 
the Environmental Assessment (consultation in 
2002; completion and endorsement by Council in 
2004). When asked what would be the best 
solution for traffic problems on Port Union Road, 
more respondents selected widening than any 
other answer. 

You raise a valid point about induced demand and 
attracting traffic to the area. Please keep in mind 
that this widening is quite different from most road 
widenings - only northbound traffic capacity would 
be increased (to match the southbound). Thus, 
there would be no new capacity for additional 
southbound traffic. Another concern raised has 
been neighbourhood traffic infiltration, or traffic 
using East Avenue and local streets to avoid the 
congestion on Port Union Road - something that is 
meant to be addressed with the proposed changes. 
Also, the EA approved design and the proposed 
changes both include sidewalk completion and bike 
lanes, elements that would complete the area 
pedestrian and cyclist network to encourage 
alternatives to automobile travel. 

As mentioned, the Environmental Study Report is 
now on the project website, and display panels for 
the EA Addendum public information meeting will 
be up by the middle of next week. I would 
encourage you to view them, as they provide 
important information about the original EA 
consultation and background on what is being 
recommended. 

8 12-12-2013 PH Unable to attend meeting and requesting information. Dec 13: 

Thank you for your phone message earlier today. 
All information from Wednesday's meeting is 
available on the project web page at: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad 

http://www.toronto.ca/portunionroad


Port Union Road Addendum  Public Correspondence 
Date Ph/Em Name/Contact Question/Comment Forward Response Notes 

to:
In addition to the web page, I've also attached the 
display panels, comment form and frequently asked 
questions. Please let me know if you require any 
additional information or if you have any questions. 

9 12-12-2013 EM Good Morning. I am sorry I was not able to make the consultation session on December 
11, 2013. 

I can sympathise with the residents of the Port Union area who must use Port Union 
Road at rush hour during business days. I for one stay away from it at those times since it 
becomes clogged by the addition of vehicles coming from or going to the Durham region 
and park at the Port Union GO station parking lot during business days. This also includes 
a bus service from Durham region to and from the GO station. 

While I can appreciate the need to help the residents of this area, it galls me to think that 
Toronto residents only, will be paying to solve this twice-a-day traffic congestion (if the 
proposed changes go forward) when the cause is additional vehicular traffic taking this 
route to/from the Port Union GO station and Durham region, plus those who use Lawrence 
Avenue turning north to go to Durham region from their places of work in Toronto. 

I request that the City of Toronto seek funding assistance, on an equitable basis, 
from Durham Region to offset the cost of this work. Thank you 

DK Dec 13: 
Thank you for taking the time to submit your 
concerns regarding area traffic congestion and 
request for funding from Durham Region. I've 
copied the Project Manager, David Kuperman, so 
that he can respond to your request. 

Please also note that all information materials from 
Wednesday's meeting are available on the project 
web page at: www.toronto.ca/portunionroad 

Kind Regards, 
Maogosha 

Dec 13: 
Hello Maogosha. Thank you for the information, I have already visited that site. My regret 
in part was not being there to hear the Qs and As. Will there be a synopsis of that and 
where/when will I find it? 

Dec 13: 
The event format was an open house so there was 
no presentation or Q&A. People spoke one on one 
with staff and we had a large map rolled out on one 
table which was the busiest area for discussion 
throughout the evening. Eighty people signed in 
so the meeting was quite well attended. 

Regarding a synopsis, once the comment period is 
complete (deadline for comments is Dec 27th), we 
will review all feedback and prepare a summary of 
what we heard. I plan to have the summary 
finalized and posted before the end of January -
that said, I will try for as early in the month as I can. 
I've added you to the mailing list and I will let 
people know when the summary is posted. 

http://www.toronto.ca/portunionroad
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10 12-13-2013 Hi Steve. I was happy to see you at the Port Union Open House and I 

do somewhat apologize to raining on yours and David's parade. 
However, I do feel that I have valid considerations with some weight 
and meaning rather than simply the usual NIMBYism we all love at most 
public meetings when I'm usually on the other side. 

I want to help the City in the development of alternatives that do 
truly address the unique traffic operations and influencing factors 
that are at play on Port Union Road. In particular, addressing the 
constraints at the top end of Port Union Road and address some of the 
operations at Lawson/Fanfare and Ravine Park at the Plaza is the 
approach I would take. I would be happy to meet with City staff to 
discuss my concepts and concerns once I have submitted my comments. 
Admittedly, things are a little busy at my real job, and so I'm taking 
a little longer than I would like finishing my comments. But I intend 
to put my revised letter and the comment sheet in the mail next week. 
I just didn't want you to forget me :) 

Received letter dated Jan 3, 2014. 

Forwarded by SS. 

Jan 24: 
Dear David. 
Thank you for your personalized response.  It is appreciated.  I wish  
to make a some follow-up more remarks: 
1) I agree that the 4-lane configuration is the least intrusive and is 
the best of the options, if we must go down this path. 
2) I would like the designs to allow for safe egress from the private  
driveways on Port Union Road.  This can be accomplished with a  
shoulder.  Otherwise, residents such as myself will be backing out 
onto a live lane of traffic which will be unsafe for all. 
3) I didn't see your letter specifically address Ravine Park Plaza and  
the congestion around there as well as consideration for a RI-RO 
restriction from SB Port Union. 
4) I contend the statement that Rouge Hill GO Station (you called it 
Port Union station) will be looking to expand.  No structured parking  
is planned (or desired) for this location and the ability to increase  
surface parking is extremely limited. 
5) I did ask for a copy of the traffic counts and I would like to know 
if this can be released publicly. 

Jan 22 (DK): 
Good Morning 

Please find attached a response to your letter of 
December 18, 2013, which included questions and 
concerns about the current Environmental 
Assessment Addendum on Port Union Road. The 
current study follows the Environmental 
Assessment completed in 2004 and Phase I 
improvements in 2005. 

Letter on file 

I would appreciate another timely reply to to the above specific points. 
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Jan 27 (DK): 

We offer the following in response to your follow-up
remarks containing questions and further 
suggestions: 

There are no plans to add a shoulder, as it is not a 
standard requirement of four-lane roads (despite 
the presence of an existing shoulder on sections of 
the current roadway, which some residents have 
access to, while some do not). In order to provide a 
break in north-south traffic, timed rather than traffic-
actuated signals could be considered. 

For the Ravine Park Plaza, your comment is noted. 
We are proposing removing the raised median 
islands at the Fanfare-Lawson intersection; 
however, a splitter island in the plaza driveway 
accompanied by appropriate signage could be 
used to create right-in right-out access on Port 
Union Road (keeping the current access from 
Fanfare Avenue as well). 

We do not expect additional parking to be 
constructed for Rouge Hill GO station; however, the 
parking lot recently constructed at the foot of Port 
Union Road currently has additional capacity, 
which is expected to be used as GO train service is 
expanded. 

The most recent traffic counts for Port Union Road 
are attached for your reference (they range from 
2008 to 2013, with calculated growth factors 
applied to the older counts for consistency). We 
see similar patterns to those documented in the 
ESR, as well as increasing volumes on East 
Avenue. Staff conducted additional 2013 counts at 
Adams Park and Dear Gate, as well as on East 
Avenue to evaluate the need for turn lanes and 
changes in neighbourhood traffic infiltration. 
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11 12-17-2013 PH Forwarded voice message to David: 

Hi David, 

I received a voice message from inquiring about: 
- impacts on east side vs west side of Port Union 
- has the alignment for the north bound lane changed 
- impacts to trees 

 was unable to attend last week's meeting. Do you mind calling him back so that you 
can better respond to the first two issues: 

Thanks, 

DK Dec 17 (DK): 
OK - I just spoke with  on the phone. He was 
just looking for some background and details about 
the plans. I let him know that the options show the 
existing curb location from Clappison to Lawson, 
that we are still waiting for the arborist report, and 
that we will be sifting through comments as they 
come in over the next month or so before deciding 
how to move forward. He plans to send in some 
more CCRA comments in early January. Note that 
the CCRA community boundary is Port Union Road 
(on the west side). 

I don't believe we have the plans (all three options) 
that were laid out on a table at the meeting. Can we 
have those added to the website? Thanks. 

Thanks for getting back so quickly Maogosha. 
I will send out your web links this week, but our online community is small compared to 
outreach by hard copy newsletter. 
If you could extend your deadline to mid-January (even Jan. 10 would be helpful), we try to 
have our volunteers deliver by the 2nd week of the month. This would allow a bit more time 
for those that really want to comment. I can add to the article that feedback is acceptable 
by email also. 
Let me know what you think, and I will extend the deadline for our readership if you give 
me that green light. 

Your very welcome. I've copied the Project 
Manager, David Kuperman, to confirm that we can 
extend the commenting period to Jan 10th. 

One of us will let you know by the end of today. I'm 
away Thursday and Friday of this week but 
certainly we can touch base on Monday if needed. 

Maogosha 

Hi David 
Yes, I did speak with  and he clarified many points that will be in the article. 
I will let him know that the deadline has been extended. Thanks very much – we are 
hoping that this will help with your project direction. 

January 10th is fine for comments from your 
community, and I would certainly encourage send 
out and getting feedback in electronically. 

Have you coordinated with ? I spoke 
with him by phone yesterday, and hopefully 
clarified some questions to help frame the 
discussion and comments, but let us know if any 
other clarification would be helpful. 

All the best, 
David
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12 01-7-2014 EM Good morning Jan 8: 

I have just reviewed the three proposals for the widening of Port Union Road and believe 
that Alternative #3 is the best option. 

Although GO Transit is improving its parking facilities in Durham, the cost structure of GO 
fares will continue to make it cheaper for Durham-area residents to drive to Rouge Hill 
station. As such, the delays on Port Union Road during peak hours will continue and it is 
important to have two lanes in each direction, as well as left turning lanes. 

I would hope that all vegetation and trees that are planted would be native species. I also 
hope that the vegetation in the medians would be low-growing native shrubs that will 
provide habitat for wildlife and will not require regular mowing. Given the continuous 
cutbacks on mowing, no grass species should be planted! Perennials would also be 
suitable for the space. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposal. 

Thank you for taking the time to submit your 
comments. Your feedback will be shared with the 
project team and be part of the public record for 
this study. I will also be preparing a summary of all 
comments received which will be posted on the 
project website at the end of this month. I'll be sure 
to add you to the mailing list and let you know when 
this summary/report is available in addition to any 
other project updates for Port Union Road. 

11 12-18-2013 EM Hello, 
I write from CCRA News, the Centennial Community newsletter that is delivered to homes 
in our neighbourhood. 
Because we will not be printing before your deadline for public comments regarding the 
Port Union widening, and some of our residents were not able to attend the meeting, I 
would like a comment from the City regarding future opportunities for the public to review 
the recommended option. 
To make it easier to capture public feedback, would you consider having an online 
comment submission form? We would be happy to publicize this option also on our 
website and facebook pages, as well as to our e-news subscribers. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

DK Dec 18: 

Thank you for your email. We plan to use online 
surveys more in the future based on the nature of 
the project, the community being consulted and the 
time and resources available. While we don't have 
an online comment form for this project, people can 
download the pdf form or send in their comments in 
the body of an email. All submissions received by 
phone, email, or fax will be recorded and contribute 
to the overall project feedback summary. 

In terms of future opportunities for review of the 
proposed options for Port Union Road, the deadline 
for comments is December 27th but if people need 
extra time - we can be flexible and extend the 
commenting period to early January. When will the 
CCRA newsletter be delivered to households? 

Also, please note that notification about the project 
and public event was delivered to all households in 
the area bounded by Hwy 401, Rouge Hills Drive to 
the east, Lake Ontario and Highland Creek Park to 
the west. 
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Please feel free to call me to discuss further. 

Kind Regards, 
Maogosha 

13 01-7-2014 EM Dear Maogosha, 

This evening I was reading the community news letter for the Centennial area and was 
excited to see the proposed bike lanes options for widening Port Union Road. 

Prior to the last municipal election, after a trip to Germany where I had rented a bike to get 
around the urban centres I visited, I purchased a bike thinking I could do the same in Ward 
44. But after crossing Kingston Road at the intersection of Sheppard Ave. East (where 
there is a bike lane) to Port Union Road (where there isn’t), peddling like fury through the 
chaos of the on ramps to the 401 and feeling crowded by the speeding angry traffic on 
narrow lanes travelling south on Port Union Road, made for an harrowing experience. It 
was so bad I felt I would never take that route again and I wondered why a neighbourhood 
full of schools, community centres, libraries, shopping and fantastic parks would not 
include bike riding in its community plan. 

During the last municipal election I had expressed to the candidates for Ward 44 that to 
make the area more conducive to residential living, bike lanes should be added to Port 
Union Road and Lawrence Ave. East (east to infinite west) and Military Trail. 

I am so happy to see this may happen on Port Union Road. The preferred solution on "Part 
4 - preferred solution continued” has my full support. 

Thank you! 

Jan 8: 

Thank you for taking the time to submit your 
support for bicycle facilities on Port Union Road 
and for sharing your experience cycling in the area. 
In terms of your support for "Part 4 - preferred 
solution continued", have you had a chance to look 
at the revised options which were shared at the 
Dec 11, 2013 public meeting? There were 3 
options - options 2 and 3 include bike lanes. Your 
reference to "Part 4" makes me think that you are 
referring to the original 2004 Environmental 
Assessment Study and I just want to be clear if you 
have a preference for one or more of the revised 
and updated options. This information is available 
on the project web page if you haven't already 
visited the site. 

Please note that all comments are being shared 
with the project team and I am preparing a public 
consultation summary which will be available on 
the project web page later this month at: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad 

In the mean time, I will add you to the project 
mailing list and ensure you receive all updates. 

Thank you again for your contribution and interest 
in this study. 

Jan 8: 

Thanks for getting back to me Maogosha and pointing me in the right direction. 
I support both Option 2 and 3. 

14 01-6-2014 EM I am in favour of Option 1 as outlined in the local CCRA newsletter. Jan 8: 
Thank you for taking the time to submit your 
preferred option. I've recorded your comment and it 
will be shared with the project team. I hope to have 
a summary of all comments received posted on the 
project web page later this month: 
www.toronto.ca/portunionroad 

http://www.toronto.ca/portunionroad
http://www.toronto.ca/portunionroad
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15 01-7-2014 EM Hello again. We last exchanged emails when I suggested we seek financial help from 
Durham Region for the "Port Union Road widening" project. 

I have now had a chance to further review the proposals and have comments below. 

I drive up and down Port Union Road at least twice a week and I am concerned that all 
current options propose a narrowing of the south bound lanes. When driving southbound, 
the two current lanes at about 100 metres south of Island Road traffic lights, become what 
can be best described in driving terms as a chicane, where vehicles in both south 
bound lanes come very close to one another. Without risking my life to measure, I
am convinced that at this point the lanes are NOT 4 meters wide as is shown on the 
drawings. If they are then their width must not be reduced since it would only increase the 
risk of side swipe collisions. 

DK, 
Councillor 

Thank you for your comments and concern 
regarding the lane widths. After sharing your 
comments with the Project Manager, David 
Kuperman, I was provided with the following 
information: 

The drawings of the options (in the December 
display panels) are typical cross-sections, so the 
widths of the lanes, boulevard, etc. may vary by 
section (such as where turn lanes begin and end, 
or around significant curves). In some cases, there 
is an existing shoulder striped separately from the 
through lane, but included in the pavement width. 
Block-by-block details were shown at the public 

Thank you 
meeting, and we will be posting them to the 
website. 

When developing design options, we follow City 
and provincial guidelines, and operate within an 
accepted range (for example, we must meeting
certain standards to accommodate TTC buses and 
turning trucks). The options are also developed 
with the existing speed limit in mind. In the northern 
section of Port Union Road, we are also proposing 
a continuous two-way centre left-turn lane intended 
to reduce conflict between through and turning 
traffic. 
Please let me know if you require additional 
information. 
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Hi Maogosha. There is nothing else I need at the present. 

My concerns with the current proposals to shrink the width of the current southbound 
lanes at the Chicane some 100 metres south of Island Road on Port Union Road stand. I
remain unconvinced that both the current southbound lanes are 4 metres wide, at that 
point. I see no indication that the Chicane will be removed during construction, so with the 
above in mind, I will watch closely as the proposal is further developed and should 
any proposed reduction from the current southbound lane widths go forward, I will 
vigorously oppose such action. 

In view of the fact that almost* all three options in the current proposal show a reduction to 
the current width of the two southbound lanes, I have decided to bring my concerns to the 
attention of others who will be impacted, and to those in decision taking roles in the City of 
Toronto. 

Thank you for your reply. 

*Note. Option 1 proposes to leave one southbound lane at 4 metres. 

 

Jan 13 (MP): 

I've noted and recorded that you remain concerned 
about those southbound lane widths. 

16 1-8-2014 Ph/Em Hello, 
Thank you for your prompt response. I am glad that my opinion 
regarding bike line in our neighbour is not isolated. I hope that 
option BIKE LINE BETWEEN SIDEWALK AND BOULEVARD, not indicated in 
drawing,would be the safest for children and adults recreational 
bicycling. 

Sincerely, 

Jan 8: 
Left phone message for  acknowledgeing 
receipt of her phone message supporting 
separated bike lanes. 

17 1-8-2010 letter Letter on file DK, 
Councillor 
Moeser 

Jan 10: 
Hello, 

I am confirming receipt of your letter dated January 
8, 2013 regarding input by Grace Church on the 
Port Union Road EA Addendum Study. 

We very much appreciate the time you and the 
Board of Managers have taken to review this 
project and provide your feedback and preference 
for option 1. 
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to:
Given that the church driveway is on Port Union, 
both the Project Manager, David Kuperman, would 
like to extend a meeting invitation with you and 
perhaps other board members to further discuss 
your concerns and how best to address these. If 
you think a site meeting at the church would be 
helpful, please let me know of your availability for a 
meeting this month, and David and I will come out. 

Otherwise, I will keep you posted on any 
developments and I plan to post a summary of all 
comment received on the project web page later
this month at www.portunionroad.ca 

Kind Regards, 
Maogosha 

18 1-27-2014 EM Dear Ms. Pyjor, 

I have lived in West Rouge for over 19 years. Regrettably, while I had been unable to 
attend the December 11 meeting regarding the proposed widening of Port Union Road, I 
was able to locate the meeting notes on the city web site. 

I was pleased with the implementation several years ago of the improvements at the 
Kingston Road/Port Union Road intersection. 

The asymmetrical road design on Port Union Road (single lane northbound), however, has 
remained a concern to me especially since the heavy residential infill development near 
the lake over the past 15 years. 

I am pleased to see that this project is once again being examined by the city for possible 
implementation. One change to the Original Preferred Design is of concern to me. That is 
the elimination of the centre turn lane south of Josaly Drive. Currently, motorists heading 
southbound on Port Union who wish to enter Ravine Park Plaza or turn into Ravine Park 
Crescent must block the inside southbound lane south of the intersection until traffic flow 
northbound permits a turn. This can cause a bottleneck and an impediment to the optimal 
flow of traffic. I note that none of the new recommended options addresses this need. 
Can you advise me why the decision to eliminate two-way centre left-turn lanes south of 
Josaly was taken? Can this requirement not be addressed during this current review as 
the time to implement such a feature in this area would be concurrent with the other 
improvements. 

If you would prefer, I would be pleased to contact you by phone to discuss this matter. 

DK Jan 29: 
Hello  

Thank you for taking the time to submit both your 
support for the project and concerns regarding 
access to Ravine Park Plaza and Ravine Park 
Crescent. After speaking with the Project Manager, 
David Kuperman, I have the following information 
for you: 

Re. Can you advise me why the decision to 
eliminate two-way centre left-turn lanes south 
of Josaly was taken? Can this requirement not 
be addressed during this current review as the 
time to implement such a feature in this area 
would be concurrent with the other 
improvements. 

As part of updating the 2004 Environmental Study 
Report, traffic volumes were re-evaluated. 
Additionally, changes to the design have 
been made to reduce impacts on property and the 
environment. Where left-turn volumes were 
substantially below the typical threshold used to 
justify an exclusive lane, left-turn lanes were 
eliminated. In our revised design, we have only 

http://www.portunionroad.ca/


Port Union Road Addendum  Public Correspondence 
Date Ph/Em Name/Contact Question/Comment Forward Response Notes 

to:

I look forward to your response. 

Regards, 

provided turn lanes where they are necessary and 
justified. South of Josaly Drive, the continuous two-
way centre left-turn lane has been eliminated 
because it was not found to provide any 
transportation benefit beyond what is gained from a 
second northbound lane. In the section north of 
Josaly Drive, a continuous two-way centre left-turn 
lane is being proposed due to significant 
congestion as well as turning traffic from side 
streets onto Port Union Road. 

For the section near Ravine Park Plaza, this is one 
of the most constrained locations in the corridor. 
Recognizing that access to the plaza may 
encourage conflicting traffic movements, we are 
considering making the Port Union Road driveway 
to the plaza open to right-in/right-out access only. If 
this change is made, there would also of course 
continue to be access from Fanfare Avenue on the 
north side of the plaza. 
Please let us know if you require additional 
information or clarification on any of the details 
above. 

Feb 26: 

Thanks very much for your reply to my inquiry about the proposed Port Union Road 
project. The additional information you provided from David Kuperman was very helpful in 
that it allowed me to gain a greater appreciation for the rationale behind the changes to the 
earlier version of the project plan. 

Best regards, 

19 1-28-2014 Jan 28 (DK): 

Good Morning, 

I am attaching the detailed plans for 
Options 1 and 2 on Port Union Road. We 
are having a delay adding the same 
details to Option 3 (which has the 
extended landscaped median up to Winter 
Gardens Trail and left turn lanes at WGT 
and Conference Boulevard, shifting the 
east curb by an additional 3 metres or so 
if we do not shift the west curb from 
Clappison to Lawson), but I will send that 
one to you as well once available. 

20 2-6-2014 EM Thank you for the update. DK, 
Councillor 

Feb 6: 
Your very welcome Mr. Ward. 
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I have an additional comment concerning the proposed landscape median. It will be totally 
out of place next to the backyard fences which line both sides of Port Union Road. On the 
West side (from Clappison Boulevard to Tilley Drive) there is a multitude of fence 
configurations which are in various states of repair. On the East side of Port Union Road 
the concrete partition has started to crumble and in several cases the steel reinforcing rods 
are not encased in concrete. In addition there have been several repairs to the barrier 
which do not blend in with the adjacent portion of the barrier. 

I've recorded you additional comments regarding a
landscaped median being out of place. I've also 
copied the Project Manager, David Kuperman, to 
ensure that the project team is aware of the 
condition of fences on both east and west sides of 
Port Union Road. 

21 2-24-2014 EM Good Afternoon, 

I understand from information provided on the project website that the City has collected 
updated traffic information within the study area defined for this Class EA. Can you advise 
if weekday counts were collected at the intersection of Port Union Road and Island Road 
and if I can obtain copies of this information. 

Thank you in advance for your assistance with this request. 

Regards, 

DK Feb 27 (DK): 
We did conduct new traffic counts at many 
intersections, including at Island Road (I have 
attached them for your reference). There has been 
some variability over the years, but the traffic 
patterns remain similar to those in 2002. 

One aspect that is not apparent from the Port 
Union Road counts is increased traffic on parallel 
streets, such as East Avenue - indicative of 
increased traffic infiltration onto collector and local 
neighbourhood roads. Also, a significant portion of 
traffic is destined to or from the Rouge Hill GO 
station. With increased GO train service (now every 
30 minutes on the Lakeshore line, and set to 
increase to every 15 minutes in the future), the flow 
of traffic is now more continuous, rather than 
isolated to 15 minutes each hour or so.

Also, while the importance of the distinction may 
not be clear, what we are conducting now is an 
Environmental Assessment Addendum (rather than 
a new EA), so we have looked at fairly minor 
changes to the EA recommended design, 
acknowledging the changed conditions mentioned 
above, and with a main objective being to reduce 
property impacts and to narrow the pavement width 
as feasible while still achieving the objectives of the 
preferred solution identified in the EA. 
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Feb 27: 

Good Afternoon David, 

Thank you very much for your response. 

Feb 27: 

You are most welcome. We are working through 
some additional analysis of impacts right now, and 
will be posting updates to the project website when 
it is complete. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Date: November 28, 2013 

To: file 

From: David Kuperman, Project Manager, Infrastructure Planning 
Maogosha Pyjor, Senior Coordinator, Public Consultation 

Subject: Port Union Road EA Addendum Stakeholder Meeting with West Rouge Community 

Association and Centennial Community and Recreation Association 

In advance of the December 11, 2013 public open house on the Port Union Road EA Addendum, we 
met with representatives of two community associations: the West Rouge Community Association 
(WRCA) and Centennial Community and Recreation Association (CCRA). The objectives of the 
meeting were to provide background information on the 2004 Environmental Assessment, two phases 
of implementation, reasons for the current design changes being proposed, and to obtain feedback to 
determine what changes may need to be considered either before or after the public meeting, in order 
to complete the EA Addendum. 

Councillor Moeser was also present at the meeting, and stated that he had heard many widening 
requests from the community since the EA was completed. Both groups were generally supportive of 
the project moving ahead, although two notable concerns were raised. While no one was opposed to 
the principle of a dedicated cycling facility in the area (as shown in Options 2 and 3), there was some 
concern from CCRA that the bike lanes being proposed may not provide adequate separation from 
fast-moving vehicular traffic or support for cyclists. In addition, most of the meeting attendees were 
concerned that the proposed works would result in the removal of mature trees. Notably, there was 
support for the existing cross-section on Sheppard Avenue East to the north, where bike lanes are 
painted with no buffer, and boulevard trees were not impacted. WRCA supported bike lanes in 
general, stating that cycling to parks and the waterfront is likely to increase in the future. 

The Councillor noted that there are two existing driveways to the shopping plaza near Lawrence 
Avenue off Port Union Road, and trucks may need to be redirected for their deliveries if one of these 
driveways is closed for the widening and median construction. 

An updated arborist report is currently being completed. The findings will be considered in the 
evaluation of the revised options and will be included in the project report. In addition, design changes 
to the proposed bike lanes will be evaluated and discussed with the Cycling Infrastructure and 
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Programs Unit, to see whether physical separation or a boulevard bike path would be feasible, and 
whether one of these facility types could have a lower impact on existing trees. 
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