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Executive Summary 
 

The City of Toronto is updating the Sherwood Creek-Burke Brook Fish Passage Restoration 
Environmental Assessment study that was completed in 2006. Since then, a number of large 
storms have caused significant erosion in the stream and put the City's water and sewer 
infrastructure at risk of damage. As part of this study update the City invited the community to 
provide their feedback on the preferred solution to reduce erosion at four sites where there is 
risk of damage.  

This report details the consultation activities and feedback received from April 11 to April 25, 
2022 on the preferred Alternative Solution #2 to protect the City's water and sewer infrastructure 
located in Burke Brook. The City is recommending Alternative Solution #2, to restore stream 
segments, for Sites #4 to #8, which are at risk of damage related to erosion. Eight individuals 
provided feedback through the consultation process. Most of the comments that were received 
indicated support for Alternative Solution #2 with a preference for vegetated boulders, instead of 
armourstone. One respondent indicated support for Alternative #4, to move the water and sewer 
infrastructure away from the stream.  

 

Figure 1 Drawings of the preferred solution, Alternative Solution #2, to restore a stream segment 
within the "footprint" of the stream with either boulders and vegetation (left) or armourstone 
(right). 
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Overview 
 
Project Summary 
 
The City of Toronto is updating the Sherwood Creek Burke Brook Fish Passage Restoration 
Environmental Assessment study that was completed in 2006. Since then, a number of large 
storms have caused significant erosion in the stream, increasing the risk of damage to the City's 
water and sewer infrastructure.  
 
This study assessed the potential hazards due to erosion at twelve study sites and has 
identified solutions to protect the City's water and sewer infrastructure at Sites #4 to #8 which 
are at-risk of potential damage. As part of this study update the City invited the community to 
review four Alternative Solutions and provide their feedback on the preferred Alternative 
Solution #2 to reduce erosion at Sites #4 to #8. This report summarizes consultation activities 
that were carried out to inform the community, present the Alternative Solutions and seek 
feedback on the preferred Alternative Solution #2 from April 11 to April 25, 2022. This 
community consultation followed the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment requirements 
for a study update of a completed Schedule B project. 
 

 

Figure 2 Study Area Map showing the location of City infrastructure in relation to the 12 study 
sites. 

~    Burke Brook 
X   Storm sewer outfalls 

−   Sanitary sewer  
  Sanitary sewer crossings 

 

Notification and Consultation Activities 
 
Notification 
A variety of methods were used to notify stakeholders and members of the public during the 
week of April 11, 2022, inviting them to participate in the consultation: 

• Project website www.toronto.ca/burkebrook 
• Printed Notice of Public Consultation sent via Canada Post direct mail to 4500 

addresses in the study area 
• Email to 46 stakeholders, including resident associations, community groups, 

organizations, institutions and elected officials 

http://www.toronto.ca/burkebrook
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• Notification to Indigenous communities 
• Notification to agencies and utilities 

  
Recorded Presentation  
A recorded presentation was posted to the webpage on April 11, 2022, to provide an overview 
of the study, the Alternative Solutions and the preferred Alternative Solution. The recording 
received about 40 views.  
 
Hard copy materials were made available upon request. 
 
Phone and Email Comments 
Stakeholder representatives and members of the public were invited to share comments and 
ask questions via phone, email, or written letter. A total of eight comment submissions were 
received between April 11 and April 25, 2022. All comments were documented and reviewed for 
consideration and response by the project team. 
  
 
Online Survey  
An online survey was open from April 11 to April 25, which received five completed responses. 
Participation was anonymous. 
 
The survey provided background information on the project and asked the two questions listed 
below. The questions provided opportunity for open ended comments.  
 

1. Do you have any comments or concerns with the recommendation to restore stream 
segments (Alternative #2) for sites #4 to #8? 

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the study?   
 
A print-friendly version of the survey ('Feedback Form') was available upon request.  
 
Feedback Summary 
Overall, most of the respondents indicated support for the preferred Alternative Solution #2 to 
restore a stream segment. Furthermore most respondents indicated a strong preference for 
vegetated boulders over the armourstone for aesthetic reasons, and because they felt that 
vegetated boulders are potentially a long-term, less costly solution. One respondent indicated 
support for Alternative #4, to move the water and sewer infrastructure to a new location.  
 
Phone and Email Comments 
Comments received via phone/email from members of the public are summarized below: 

• Two respondents indicated support for the preferred Alternative Solution #2 for aesthetic 
and long-term benefits. 

• One respondent indicated support for Alternative Solution #4 to move the sewer away 
from the stream as man-made structures are not aesthetically suitable with the natural 
landscape of Burke Brook. 

 
Online Survey 
Responses received to each question in the online survey are described in this section. 
 
Question 1) Do you have any comments or concerns with the recommendation to restore 
stream segments (Alternative #2) for Sites #4 to #8? 
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• All five survey respondents indicated support for Alternative #2  

o Prefer vegetated boulders, not armourstone 
 
 
Question 2) Do you have any additional comments or questions about the study?  
 

• One respondent requested that the City address Site #11 (moderate risk) as soon as it 
shows any deterioration 

• Out of scope questions: 
o Why trees were removed near Site #4 and near the road to the dog park1 
o How the increasing number of pedestrians and bicyclists on the south side of the 

ravine (near Site #1) also will effect erosion and want the study to address this 
issue as well.2 

 
Indigenous Comments 
No comments were received on the Alternatives or the preferred Alternative Solution #2 for 
Sites #4 to #8.  

 

Agency and Utilities Comments 
Comments were received from the following agencies: 

• Enbridge – provided plans of nearby assets 
• Hydro One – no existing assets in the area 
• Teraspan – no existing assets in the area 
• Telecon – no assets with 2 metres of proposed work 
• Zayo – no assets in the area 
• Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) – request to review draft final report, 

review request for fees from the City of Toronto, and additional requests for the detail 
design and permit stage after this Study is completed. 

• Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries (MHSTCI) – correspondence 
was received regarding the screening of potential heritage resources 

 

Next Steps 
The feedback received will be included to inform the Study Update's final report, which will 
include the preferred Alternative Solution #2 for Sites #4 to #8. The final report will be made 
available for a 30-day public comment period to complete the Study Update in the 
Environmental Assessment process. The community will be notified when the final report is 
posted and how to provide further comments.  

                                                             
1 Note: The Parks, Forestry and Recreation division removed invasive tree species over the 
Winter. A tree replanting plan was developed to plant 415 new trees and 710 new shrubs in the 
Spring. The tree removals and replanting is separate from this study.  
2 Note: Erosion related to pedestrian and bicycle users near the entrance of the park is separate 
from this study.  


	Executive Summary
	Overview
	Project Summary

	Notification and Consultation Activities
	Notification
	Recorded Presentation
	Phone and Email Comments
	Online Survey

	Feedback Summary
	Phone and Email Comments
	Online Survey
	Indigenous Comments
	Agency and Utilities Comments

	Next Steps

