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Process and Timelines

» Conservation Ontario Class EA Study (April 2013 — December 2014)
» Complete Class EA study to deal with the erosion and sediment control
landform structure — May 2014
* Report to City of Toronto Council to seek approval to proceed with detailed

design of landform pending completion of EA process — June 2014
* File Environmental Study Report for 30-day public review period —
December 2014

* Detailed Design (2018)

* Undertake detailed design of a landform south of the Ashbridges Bay
Wastewater Treatment Plant that would utilize materials available from local
infrastructure projects where possible to:

* Create the footprint for the treatment facility and treatment wetland (based
on approved concepts in their respective EAs)

* Provide for erosion and sediment control

» Approvals and Construction (2019)

We are here # Ste p 3 » Secure permits and start implementation
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Class EA Objective (2014)

To identify a preferred solution
that will mitigate the risk to
navigation due to sediment
erosion and deposition at the
harbour entrance of Ashbridges
Bay and Coatsworth Cut while
considering the various approved
facilities , planning initiatives and
current uses in the study area.
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Result of the Environmental
Assessment

The preferred alternative provided:

 least impacts to water quality in
the recreational areas with a
potential positive impact on
E.coli levels in the recreational
boating areas;

» Dbest integration of current
Ashbridges Bay Wastewater
Treatment Plant operations (sea
wall gates) and flexibility with
future approved City of Toronto
infrastructure; and

» decades of safe navigation
without on-going maintenance
(dredging).
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GENERAL NOTES

1. Al dimensions in milimeters uniese
indicated otherwise.

2. Al elevations in meters, GSC.
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Aquatic Habitat — Existing Conditions
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Ashbridge's Marsh looking northeast, circa 1909
City of Toronto Archives, Series 376, File 4, ltem 63
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Historically, Ashbridges Bay was a Iaage
elta

marshland complex, originating as a
formation at the mouth of the Don River.

Before filling of the Bay began in the
early 20t century, the fish community
was linked to the Don River watershed.

Today it is an open coast habitat,
characterized by extensive wind and
wave action and cold water - generally,
fish production in open coast habitats is
limited due to wave action, lack of
structural habitat and rapidly fluctuating
temperatures.

Sheltered embayments exist at the
Ashbridges Bay Yacht Club basin and
Coatsworth Cut - In contrast to the open
coast environment, sheltered embayment
habitat is characterized by a lack of
intense wave action, a substantial
amount of riparian and aquatic
vegetation, shallow water depths and
warm to cool water temperatures.
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Ashbridges Bay Landform Project - Habitat Enhancement Plan May 2018
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Ashbridges Bay Landform Project - Habitat Enhancement Plan Details
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/. Port Credit (below)
~ Burloak Waterfront Park, Burlington
(both at left)
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Ashbridges Bay Landform — Draft Construction
Phasing Plan
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Phase 3 (Cell 3)

.| July 2021 — March 2022: Cell
{ Construction

| Phase 2 (Cell 2)
July 2020 — March 2021: Cell
Construction

Phase 1 (Cell 1)

July 2019 — March 2020: Cell
Construction

March

Il Filling | Filling March 2022 — December 2022: Cell

e == Filling

Area (m?) Fill (m?)
| ] P1 27,181 88,758]
L | P2 24,977 99,173
I:I P3 17,028 64,665 NOTE:
Total 252,596 1. FILL CALCULATION WAS MADE ON ASSUMPTION OF ALL CONTAINMENT CELLS AND
> ACCESS BERMS TO BE GRATED AT FLAT TOP OF 77.0 ELEVATION. Breakwaters
C cell 2. ENGINEERING FILLS FOR DIKE FEATURES ARE ONLY FOR INSIDE CORE MATERIALS,
Cell Area (m?) Earth ill {m?) NOT INCLUDING ARMOURSTONE WALL. J u Iy 20 1 9 - Decem ber 201 9 . EaSt
Cell 1 29,117 107,116 .
Shoal - .
Y = — : July 2020 — December 2022: Central
call3 61,282 283,338 Phase Area (m?) = i i Total Fill (m?)
- = 0.6-0.9m Rock | 0.3-0.6m Rock
_ P1S1 3,443 2,147 4,066} 6,214
| e | P1S2 2,494 1,408 2,705) 4,113
Phase Area (m?) Fill {m?3)
| | P4 2373 5117 P2-53 2,472 1,406 2,796 4,201
[ ] 3 20,035) a]:ng :* | P2-54 1,536 733 1,753 2,487
Totall 86,256/ Total 5,694 11,3;| 17,015
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A: 101 Exchange Avenue, Vaughan, ON L4K 5R6
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