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APPENDIX B1

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in
Waterloo Park — Class EA Addendum

Stakeholder Mail-Out List

Agency

Contact Name, Position

Contact Information

FEDERAL AGENCIES

Environment and Climate
Change Canada

Rob Dobos, Manager

Environmental Assessment Section
Environmental Protection Operations
Division — Ontario Region
Environment and Climate Change
Canada

905-336-4953
Rob.dobos@canada.ca

P.O. Box 5050, 867 Lakeshore Rd.
Burlington, ON L7R 4A6

Health Canada

Kitty Ma
Regional Environmental Assessment
Coordinator — Ontario Region

416-954-2206

Kitty ma@hc-gc.ca
180 Queen St. W
Toronto, ON M5V 3L7

Fisheries and Oceans
Canada

Fisheries Protection Program

1-855-852-8320
FisheriesProtection@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
867 Lakeshore Road

Burlington, ON

L7S 1A1

Indigenous and Northern
Affairs Canada

Environmental Assessment
Coordination, Environment Unit

EACoordination ON@aandc-aadnc.gc.ca

25 St. Clair Avenue East, 8th Floor
Toronto ON
MA4T 1M2

Indigenous and Northern
Affairs Canada

Trevor Thibault, Director

Financial Issues and Cost Sharing
Negotiations — East Branch
Indigenous and Northern
Development Canada

PIC 3 Notice RTS “No longer at this
address”

819-953-0013
10 Wellington St., 8t Floor
Gatineau QU K1A OH4

PROVINCIAL AGENCIES & MINISTRIES

Ministry of the
Environment and Climate
Change: Guelph District
Office

Amy Shaw, Manager

Guelph District Office — West Central
Region

Ministry of the Environment and
Climate Change

519-826-4258
amy.shaw@ontario.ca
Ontario Government Building
1 Stone Rd. W

Guelph, ON N1G 4Y2

Ministry of Natural
Resources and Forestry

David Marriott, District Planner
Guelph District Office

Ministry of Natural Resources and
Forestry

519-826-4926
david.marriott@ontario.ca
Ontario Government Building
1 Stone Rd. W

Guelph, ON N1G 4Y2

Ministry of Tourism,
Culture and Sport

Laura Hatcher, Team Lead
Heritage Land Use Planning (A)
Heritage Program Unit
Programs and Services Branch
Ministry of Tourism and Culture

416-314-3108
laura.e.hatcher@ontario.ca
401 Bay St., Suite 1700
Toronto, ON M7A 0A7
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Agency

Contact Name, Position

Contact Information

Ministry of Tourism,
Culture, and Sport:
Regional Office

Chris Stack, Manager

West Region

Ministries of Citizenship and
Immigration, Tourism, Culture, and
Sport

519-650-3421
chris.stack@ontario.ca
4275 King St. 2" Floor
Kitchener, ON N2P 2E9

Ministry of Tourism,
Culture and Sport: Sport,
Recreation and
Community Programs
Division

Carol Oitment, Senior Policy Advisor
Sport, Recreation and Community
Program Division

Ministry of Tourism, Culture and
Sport

416-314-7205
carol.oitment@ontario.ca

777 Bay St., College Park 18t Floor
Toronto, ON M7A 1S5

Ministry of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Affairs

Carol Neumann, Rural Planner
Environment and Land Use Policy
Food Safety and Environmental Policy
Branch

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and
Rural Affairs

519-846-3393
carol.neumann@ontario.ca
6484 Wellington Rd. 7 Unit 10
Elora, ON NOB 1S0

Ministry of Municipal
Affairs and Housing

Scott Oliver, Manager
Community Planning and
Development

Western Municipal Services Office
Ministry of Municipal Affairs and
Housing

519-873-4033
scott.oliver@ontario.ca
659 Exeter Rd., 2" Floor
London, ON N6E 1L3

Ministry of
Transportation

Michael Nadeau, Manager
West Region
Ministry of Transportation

519-873-4033
michael.nadeau@ontario.ca
659 Exeter Rd., 2" Floor
London, ON N6E 1L3

Ministry of Aboriginal
Affairs

Consultation Unit

160 Bloor Street East, 4th Floor
Toronto, ON M7A 2E6
maa.ea.review@ontario.ca

Infrastructure Ontario

Lisa Myslicki, Environmental
Specialist

416-212-3768
lisa.myslicki@infrastructureontario.ca
1 Dundas Street West, Suite 2000
Toronto, ON M5G 2L5

ELECTED OFFICIALS

Federal

Bardish Chagger, MP
Constituency Office

519-746-1573
Bardish.Chagger@parl.gc.ca
100 Regina St S, Unit 360
Waterloo, ON

N2J 4P9

Provincial

Catherine Fife, MPP
Constituency Office

519-725-3477

cfife-co@ndp.on.ca

Suite 220, 100 Regina Street South
Waterloo, ON

N2J 4P9

REGIONAL & MUNICIPAL

Region of Waterloo

Dr. Liana Nolan
Commissioner/Medical Officer of
Health

Public Health Unit

Region of Waterloo

519-883-2000
publichealth@regionofwaterloo.ca
99 Regina St. S

P.O. Box 1633

Waterloo, ON N2J 4V3

Region of Waterloo

Ken Seiling, Regional Chair

519-575-4585
kseiling@regionofwaterloo.ca

150 Frederick St., P.O. Box 9051, Station C

Kitchener, ON
N2G 4J3
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Agency

Contact Name, Position

Contact Information

Region of Waterloo

Dave Jaworksy, Councillor
Jane Mitchell, Councillor
Sean Strickland, Councillor

1st Floor, 150 Frederick Street
Kitchener, ON

N2G 4J3
Djaworsky@regionofwaterloo.ca
imitchell@regionofwaterloo.ca

Sstrickland@regionofwaterloo.ca

Region of Waterloo

Chris Gosselin, Manager
Environmental Planning

519-575-4501
cgosselin@regionofwaterloo.ca

150 Frederick St., P.O. Box 9051, Station C
Kitchener, ON

N2G 4J3

Region of Waterloo

Bryan Larkin, Chief of Police

519-653-7700
P.0. Box 3070, 200 Maple Grove Road
Cambridge, ON

N3H 5M1
Grand River Beth Brown, Supervisor 519-621-2763 ext. 2307
Conservation Authority Resource Planning — Central 400 Clyde Rd.
Grand River Conservation Authority PO Box 729

Cambridge, ON N1R 5W6

Sandra Cooke, Senior Water Quality
Supervisor/Water Quality
Grand River Conservation Authority

519-621-2763 ext. 2224
scooke@grandriver.ca
400 Clyde Rd.

PO Box 729

Cambridge, ON N1R 5W6

City of Waterloo Dave Jaworsky, Mayor 519-747-8700
100 Regina St. S., PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON
N2J 4A8
City of Waterloo Olga Smith, City Clerk 519-747-8703
100 Regina St. S., PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON
N2J 4A8
City of Waterloo Bob Mavin, Councillor - Ward 1 519-747-8784
Brian Bourke, Councillor — Ward 2 100 Regina St. S., PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Angela Vieth, Councillor — Ward 3 Waterloo, ON
Diane Freeman, Councillor — Ward 4 N2J 4A8
Mark Whaley, Councillor — Ward 5 bob.mavin@waterloo.ca
Jeff Henry, Councillor — Ward 6 brian.bourke@waterloo.ca
Melissa Durrell, Councillor - Ward 7 angela.vieth@waterloo.ca
diane.freeman@waterloo.ca
mark.whaley@waterloo.ca
jeff.henry@waterloo.ca
Melissa.durrell@waterloo.ca
City of Waterloo Jessica Kellerman, Project Manager, 519-886-1550 x78243
Water Resources 100 Regina St. S., PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON
N2J 4A8
Jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca
City of Waterloo Robyn McMullen, Environmental 519-747-8531
Policy Planner 100 Regina St. S., PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON
N2J 4A8
Robyn.mcmullen@waterloo.ca
City of Waterloo Michelle Lee, Heritage Planner 519-747-6068

100 Regina St. S., PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON

N2J 4A8

Michelle.lee@waterloo.ca
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Agency Contact Name, Position Contact Information
City of Waterloo Ron Ormson, Director Engineering 519-747-8708
100 Regina St. S., PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON
N2J 4A8
Ron.ormson@waterloo.ca
City of Waterloo Dan Ditaranto, Manager Design and 519-886-1550 x78254
Construction 100 Regina St. S., PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON
N2J 4A8
Dan.ditaranto@waterloo.ca
City of Waterloo Jeff Silcox-Childs, Director of 519-886-2310 x30237
Environment and Parks Jeff.Silcox-Childs@waterloo.ca
City of Waterloo Therese Linseman, Manager Sports 519-725-0511 x25023
and Outdoor Programming Therese.Linseman@waterloo.ca
City of Waterloo Roy Garbotz, Manager Wastewater 519-886-2310 x30238
and Stormwater Operations Roy.Garbotz@waterloo.ca
ABORIGINAL ENGAGEMENT

Six Nations of the Grand
River

G. Ava Hill, Chief
Joanne Thomas, Consultation
Supervisor

519-445-2201
InfoPubs@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca
avahill@sixnations.ca

P.O. Box 5000

1695 Chiefswood Rd
Oshweken, ON NOA 1MO

Mississaugas of the New
Credit First Nation

Fawn Sault, Consultation Manager
Stacey LaForme, Chief

Fawn.Sault@newcreditfirstnation.com
Nicole.Laforme-Hess@newcreditfirstnation.com
Department of Consultation & Accommodation
6 First Line Rd., Unit 1

R.R. #6

Hagersville, ON NOA 1HO

Haudenosaunee
Development Institute

Tracy General, Secretary

16 Sunrise Court, P.O Box 714, Suite 407
Ohsweken, ON
NOA 1MO

Mohawks of the Bay
Qunite

R.Donald Maracle

613-396-3424 ext. 106
rdonm@mbag-tmt.org

24 Meadow Drive

Tyendinaga Mohawk Territory, ON

KOK 1X0
Oneida Nation of the Randall Phillips 226-926-8973
Thames 2210 Elm Ave
Southwold, ON
NOL 2GO

Metis Nation of Ontario

consultations@metisnation.org
311-75 Sherbourne Street
Toronto, ON

MG5A 2P9

UTILITIES

Rogers Communications

Ted Hancocks, Director Wireline
Access

519-893-4400

85 Grand Crest Place, PO Box 488
Kitchener, ON

N2G 4A8

Bell Canada Gayle Widmeyer, Manager Access 575 Riverbend. Drive, Floor 2
Network Kitchener, ON
N2K 3S3
Telus Robert Quick, Fibre Optic Network 62 Locust Street

Planner
PIC 3 Notice RTS “No such address”

Kitchener, ON
N2H 1W9

Allstream, OSP Network
Implementation

David Pitchforth, Supervisor

50 Worcester Road
Etobicoke, ON
M9W 5X2
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Agency Contact Name, Position Contact Information
Fibrenetics 605 Boxwood Drive
Cambridge, ON
N3E 1A5
Union Gas Ltd. Rick Bigelow, Utility Services Manager P.O. Box 340, 603 Kumpf Drive
Kevin Schimus, Project Manager Waterloo, ON
Walter Semeniuk, Technician N2J 4A4

Manager — Waterloo and Brantford

Waterloo North Hydro
Inc.

Herbert Haller, VP Engineering and
Stations

526 Country Squire Road
Waterloo, ON
N2J 4G8

Hydro One Networks Inc.

Walter Kloostra, Manager
Transmission Lines Sustainment
Investment Planning

416-345-5114
w.d.kloostra@HydroOne.com

483 Bay Street, North Tower, 15th Floor
Toronto, ON

M5G 2P5

LOCAL

University of Waterloo

Waterloo Public Interest Research
Group

519-888-4882
info@wpirg.org

140 Westmount Rd. N
Room #4209
Waterloo, ON N2L 3G6

Waterloo Region District
School Board

Shawn Callon, Principal Planner

519-570-0003 ext. 4308
51 Ardelt Avenue
Kitchener, ON

N2C 2R5

Waterloo Catholic
District School Board

Shesh Maharaj, CFO

519- 578-3660 ext .2288
Shesh.Maharaj@wcdsb.ca

35 Weber St. W., Unit A, PO Box 91116
Kitchener, ON

N2G 4G2

Student Transportation
Services of Waterloo
Region

519-650-4934

130 - 4275 King St. East
Kitchener ON

N2P 2E9

Kitchener-Waterloo Field
Naturalists

Valerie Hill

519-578-8113

(email address not provided, as stated; however,
communication is sent via:
http://www.oen.ca/dir/detail.php?id=162))

317 Highland Rd. East

Kitchener, ON N2M 3W6

Friends of the Grand
River

Larry McGratton, President

519-843-3102

(email address not provided; however, communication
can be sent via:
http://www.friendsofthegrandriver.com/contact-us/)
PO Box 271

Fergus, ON N1M 3E2

Waterloo Park Advisory
Committee

Paul McKone

The City of Waterloo
P.O. Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Active Transportation
Committee

The City of Waterloo
P.O. Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Friends of Waterloo Park

The City of Waterloo
P.O. Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Waterloo Environmental
Advisory
Committee/Sustainability
Committee

The City of Waterloo
P.O. Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
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Agency

Contact Name, Position

Contact Information

Grand River Transit

519-585-7555
250 Strasburg Rd
Kitchener, ON
N2E 3M6

Greater KW Chamber of
Commerce

lan McLean, President and CEO

519-749-6038

(email address not provided; however, communication
is sent via: http://greaterkwchamber.com/staff-

contact-form/?staff id=685)
80 Queen St. N
Kitchener, ON N2H 2H1

General Public
Added to the mailing list
after PIC 1

Edith Krauss

- PIC 3 notice emailed March 13, 2018

kraussedith39@gmail.com

Gordon Greavette

gordon.greavette@rogers.com
41-139 Father David Bauer Dr.
Waterloo, ON N2L 6L1

W. Kraus wekrauss@hotmail.com
509-139 Father David Bauer Dr.
Waterloo, ON N2L 6L1

Doris Hilker 519-893-8696

Denis Hilker dhilker@sympatico.ca

Steven Schmidt

PIC 3 Notice RTS “Address
Incomplete” (email Notice sent
3/13/2018)

502-139 Father David Bauer Dr.
Waterloo, ON N2L 6L1

sschmidt635@rogers.com
20 Barrel Yards Blvd.
Waterloo, ON N2L 0C3

Shari Schmidt (share mail out,
separate email)

PIC 3 Notice RTS “Address
Incomplete” (email Notice sent
3/13/2018)

sharis@rogers.com
20 Barrel Yards Blvd.
Waterloo, ON N2L 0C3

Marguerite Greavette

41-139 Father David Bauer Dr.
Waterloo, ON N2L 6L1

Jon Walgate

President, Waterloo Region Nature

walgate@gmail.com
215 Lourdes St.
Waterloo, ON N2L 1IN8

Peter Coo

- PIC 3 notice emailed March 13, 2018

pcoo@sympatico.ca
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Agency Contact Name, Position

Contact Information

Added to the mailing list Ryan Dunham
after PIC 2

rdl 1994@msn.com
140 Westmount Rd. North
Waterloo, ON N2L 1G6

Peter Wetherup

pjwetherup@gmail.com
475 Hunterswood Court
Waterloo, ON N2K 3E7

Joan McKinnon

Bill Martin

jmmckinnon@symatico.ca
201 Mohawk Ave.
Waterloo, ON N2L 2T4

billmartin44@gmail.com
605-9 Lodge St.
Waterloo, ON N2J 4S8

Jan d’Ailly

jan@kana.ca
32 Academy Cres.

Waterloo, ON N2L 5H7

Lloyd Schneider
PIC 3 Notice RTS “Moved”

Edie Lowe

lloydschneider72 @gmail.com

609-16 Barrels Yards Blvd.
Waterloo, ON N2L 0C3

2004-20 Barrel Yards Blvd.
Waterloo, ON N2L 0C3

Andrew Palmer

- PIC 3 notice emails March 12, 2018

apalmer189@gmail.com

Added after PIC 3

Gibl2good@gmail.com

wtspman@gmail.com

** withhold name from published report

Notes:

isbjorn@sympatico.ca

PIC3 Notice was mailed on March 5, 2018; emails sent March 12 and 13, 2018
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THE CITY OF m
Waterloo

Class Environmental Assessment
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park

NOTICE OF STUDY COMMENCEMENT

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver
Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Waterloo Park has been described as the ‘Jewel of the City’, and
Silver Lake is a unique element that has provided recreational amenity and picturesque aesthetic for the
Park since 1890, making it a central feature of the City of Waterloo. As the community around the Park
has grown, so have the services to Waterloo Park and the impacts on its features. The study to
rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek will follow the requirements under the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment (EA) process.

Currently, surface water discharge creates poor water quality and sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and
contributes to the instability of Laurel Creek. Stream restoration is required to improve water conveyance
in the Park, while maintaining attention to the flooding limits, natural aesthetics of the Park, cultural
landscape elements, and the short and long-term implementation concepts. The study will identify and
evaluate alternatives for enhancing and protecting the ecological function and natural features within the
Park, ensuring that Silver Lake and Laurel Creek continue to be key attractions in the City of Waterloo.

Figure 1. Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation Study Area



Public Information Centre

In order to provide further information on
the Class EA process, background
information on the assignment, and to
receive input from interested persons, the
City will be holding a Public Information
Centre (PIC) as follows:

Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017

Time: 5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Location: Waterloo Memorial Recreation
Complex, Hauser Haus
101 Father David Bauer Drive
Waterloo, ON

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process. All those with an interest in
the project are encouraged to attend the PIC to provide input into the study. If you wish to be placed on
the mailing list to receive notices and information, or, if you wish to provide comments at any time
during the Class EA process, you can do so by contacting:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec Engineering Services, Design & Construction
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Waterloo City Centre

Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 100 Regina St. S

Phone: (519) 585-7446 Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Email: steve.brown@stantec.com Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become
part of the public record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and
the Environmental Assessment Act, any personal information such as name, address, and telephone
number included in a submission will become part of the public record unless the comments specifically
requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

The information presented at the Public Information Center will be available on the City’s Website at
http://www.waterloo.ca/silverlake.
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MEETING SUMMARY CMM'

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo
Park - Environmental Assessment Addendum Project
Public Information Centre No. 1

PREPARED FOR: Steve Brown, Stantec
PREPARED BY: CH2M
DATE: July 10, 2017

PROJECT NUMBER: 694266

ATTACHMENTS: A — Newspaper Advertisement
B — Display Panels
C — Information Brief (handout)
D — Sign-In Sheet & Comment Sheets
E — PIC #1 Summary Table

Introduction

On Thursday, June 22, 2017 the Project team hosted Public Information Centre (PIC) Number 1 for the
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park — Environmental Assessment Addendum
Project (the Project). The purpose of the PIC was to outline the goals and objectives of the Project and to
solicit feedback from the public on the study. The PIC was held from 5:30 pm to 7:30 pm at Waterloo
Memorial Recreation Complex, Hauser House, located at 101 Father David Bauer Drive in Waterloo,
Ontario. A Notice of Commencement and Notice of PIC was advertised in the Waterloo Record on

June 15, 2017. A formal notice was delivered to the Project’s distribution list which includes City staff,
local interest groups and utilities, First Nations communities, and interested Waterloo residents.

Four members from the Project team attended the PIC: Jessica Kellerman from the City of Waterloo;
Steve Brown from Stantec; and Tom Mahood and Emma Henderson from CH2M. The PIC was “open-
house” style, with ten (10) large panels displaying background information, goals and objectives of the
study, key issues and challenges, the study process and specific Project activities. Attendees were
encouraged to sign-in, view the panels, ask questions, and complete the comment sheet provided at the
sign-in table. An information brief summarizing the content of the display panels was also available for
attendees to take home.

PIC Results

Thirty-six (36) members of the public attended the PIC. The attendees’ interests in the Project varied
with attendees including local residents, members of the general public, and representatives of local
interest groups. Local residents from a nearby retirement residence were the predominant attendees at
this meeting.

Comment Sheet Results

Attachment E provides a detailed summary of the comments received. Based on comments received,
the top three conditions that have limited the attendees’ enjoyment of Waterloo Park are:
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SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE NO. 1

1. Sediment build up in the lake;
2. Poor water quality; and
3. Park connectivity.

The complete breakdown is noted as follows:

Poor Water
Quality: 13

Recreational Sediment
Use & Safety: Build Up in the
4 Lake: 15

Stream
Conditions
Upstream: 6

Safety Near
the Water: 5

Park
Connectivity:
12

When asked what the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo
Park, the respondents noted that Recreational Use and Safety was the primary consideration, followed
closely by Protecting the Environment. A summary table based on the comments received is provided
below.

# of Total:
times

selected

# of
times

Primary Topic of
Concern:

Secondary Topic of
Concern:

selected

Historical Significance: 2 Historical Significance: 2 4
Protecting the 7 Protecting the 9 16
Environment: Environment:

Recreational Use & 12 Recreational Use & 5 17
Safety: Safety:

It should be noted that noise and loud music was noted to be of concern for the local retirement
community in addition to overall park usage amenities (for example, accessible and maintained trails,

lighting, seating, etc.).

694266

CH2M HILL CANADA LIMITED « COMPANY PROPRIETARY



SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE NO. 1
A comment sheet was received via email from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) noting
the requirement to determine the impact on cultural heritage resources. The document highlighted the
importance of engaging relevant resources (e.g. indigenous communities, historical societies, etc.) and
provided links to screening guidance tools for archaeological and heritage landscape resources. Further
liaison between the Project team and MTCS will occur, if and when required, based on the results of the
Environmental Assessment (EA) screening and evaluation process.

Summary

The level of interest, attendance, and questions that were received at the PIC were typical for a Project
of this nature during early stages of progress. It is anticipated that future PICs for the Project, which will
outline specific mitigation alternatives and evaluation criteria, will see higher levels of interest in the
community.

We trust that this summary meets with your approval. If any questions arise regarding this
correspondence, please contact the undersigned at 519.579.3500, extension 73241.

Regards,

CH2M

DRAFT DRAFT

Tom Mahood Emma Henderson
Project Manager Environmental Planner

694266 CH2M HILL CANADA LIMITED « COMPANY PROPRIETARY 3
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The grant comes from
the G. Magnotta Foundation
fo Vector- rneDiseases,

ch Rossana Magnotta
created in 2012 in her late
husband’s memory. He was
an active outdoorsman
before getting Lyme dis-
eage, and eventually needed
awhee .

“After seven long years,
he passed away,” tta
said. “It became cleartome
thatthewo ditln"tknow
enough about Lyme dis-
ease.”

ecouple *tjust
ting the disease, she
said, but also the health
professionals owere
unwilling toacknow e
e illness.

“Fortoolong,theheal -
care system believed the
problem was all in his
head,” Magnottasaid. Or
they toldthe symp-
toms were caused by arare

iseasethatco *tbe
pinned down.

A Lyme disease test done
inCanadacameba nega-
tive, butaIater one outside

 country was positive.

“It all made sense,” Mag-
notta said, yet doctorshere
refused to accept the re-
sults.

Witimately, hephusband
went for care outside Cana-
da, which costlyandtoo

te after suffering with the
disease for years.

“A battle that he and so
many others should not
havelost,” Magnotta said.

Lymediseaseisca
by the bacteria Borrelia,
which is transmitted
through the bite of infected
ticks.

People whoare infected
initially experience flu-like
symptoms.

Untreated, the disease
can affect the skin and in-
ternal organs as wellas the
musculoskeletal system
and impair sight and hear-
ing

Symptoms often mimic
oth suchas
mutitiple sclerosis, Alz-
heimer’s and Parkinson’s
disease.

Even when the disease is
diagnosed eatrly, patients

ften suffer symptoms afte
treatment.

Lymedisease isnow

found in all Canadizn prov-
inces, and Newman said
aimost certainly the preva-
lence of new cases in the
country is underestimated.

Wills is hopeful the lab
will bring new Insights to
thediseaseto tter man-
age it and make a real differ-
ence for patients.

“Ican waittosee t
we accomplish togeth-
en”

weldner@therecord,com,
witter @WeldnerRecord

TEeIr0 5810 10 MAYOor Loug dugurme pun o
hein  ucedatTuesday’s council meeting.

“ThereasonI'min  ucingthisistostop
this.”

Council deferred a decisicn to approve the
motion socity staffcangetm re information
about how many other cities require fees for
complaints. Right now, the process is free and
accessible through the city’s website.

The appointed commissioner investigates
complaints of politicians violating council’s
code of conduct. The code was approved last year
and was a first for Cambridge. An integrity
commissioner was hired shortly after.

Monteiro suggested a system reafee
would be refunded if the complaintresiltsina

investigation. Ifthecomp  tturnsout
to apettyone ~ money wouldbekeptand
fonated to the'Cambridge Self-Help Food Bank.

Noteveryone on council this wasa fair
idea.

“People who don't have a lot of money might
bedeterredfro filingalegitimate complaint,”
Coun. Jan Liggett said.

Craig suggested deferring the motion so city
staff can investigate fees. He a
meeting with the integrity commissioner to find
out if there is a way to “filter” complaints that
arenot made in good faith.

“T'm uncomfortable about tthisisall
gboutand erethisisgoing,” hesaid,

Monteiro rejected theidea of a deferral.

“We have to make a decision. Other places
havethis,” e “Yes, somebody complained
about me and itis frivolous.”

City staff confirmed there are two ongoing
investigations into council members,

“The integrity commissioner gets to decide
what’s frivelous,” Liggett responded.

A deferral on the motion narrowly passed
witha54 vote and areportise toreturn
to council next month,

Injust over a year, the city has spent $9,000 o0n
integrity commissioner compiaints. The mayor
was the subject of two complainis that costa
total of $7,500. He was cleared ofboth.

Informal reports that did not become formal
investigations cost the city $1,500.

There was no charge for a harassment com-
plaint against Coun. Mike Devine last year be-
cause the report tock longer than expected, city
staffsaid.

He was found to have violated council’s code
of conduct when he called a resident a “sexy
gramma” at a public event and was given a pub-

o
JAIL

» continued from B1

needs it now. So there's some jrony there, I
suppose, that the substance that put him into
trouble is also the substance that can help him
in the future.”

The sentencing hearing continues on July
31. In addition to jail, the prosecution is seeking
restitution to the insurance company anda
DNA order

Last year, a Cambridge man was jailed eight
months after his unsophisticated druglab
sparked an explosion and fire that destroyed a
four-unita entbuil . Danie}l Mar-
jadsingh, 28, pleaded guilty to arson and pro-
ducing cannabis gil. He used butane and a hot
plate. In 2016, a Kitchener man who spent 10
weeks in hospital after accidentally blowingup
his bedroom while making cannabis oil was
sent to jail fof four months. Gurtis Winthrop,
49, was severely burned by an explosion when
heused butane to try to make cannabis oil

gpaul@therecord.com, Twitter @GPauiRecond
1
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NOTIGES

CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN
WATERLOO PARK: NOTICE OF STUDY CO NT

The City of Waterioo Is conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake
and Laure] Creek in Waterioo Park. Waterioo Park has been described as the Jewe! of the city and Siiver
Lake is a unigue element that has provided recreational amenily and picturesque aesthatic for the Park
since 1890, making it a central featura of the City of Waterloo. As the community around the park has
grown, so have the services to Waterioo Park and the impacts on its features, The study to rehabilitate
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek will follow the requirements undsr the Municipal Class Environmantal
Assessment (EA) process.

Currently surface water discharge creates poor water quality and sediment conditions in Siver Lake and
contributes to the instablity of Laurel Cresk. Stream restoration is required to improve water conveyance
in  park, while maintaining attention to the fiooding limits, naturel aesthetics of the park, cultural
fandscape elements, and the shor and long-term Implementation concepts. The study will identify and
ovaluate aiematives for enhancing and protecting the ecological function and natural features within the
park, ensuring that Siiver Lake and Laurel Creek continue to be key attractions In the City of Waterleo.

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE

In order fo provide further information on the Class EA process, background information on the
assignment, and to recelve input from interested persons, the City will be holding a Public information
Centre as follows:

Bate: Thursday, June 22, 2017
Time: 5:30 to 7:30 PM

Location: Waterioo Memorial Recreation Gomplex, Hauser Haus
101 Father David Bauer Drive, Waterioo

Public and agency consultation s a key component of the Class EA process. All those with an

in the project are encouraged to attend the public informatien centre to provide input into the study. if
you wish to be placed on the malllng list to receive notices and of, if you wish to provide
comments at any fime during the Class EA process, you can do so by contacting:

Steve Brown, MBA, PEng. Jessica Kellerman, PEng.
Project Manager Projact Manager, Water Resources
Stantec Engineering Services, Design & Construction
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Clty of Waterioo
Waterioo, ON N2L 0A4 100 Regina SL. S
Phone: (519) 585-7445 Waterioo, ON N2J 48
Email: steve.hrown@stantsc.com Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Emall; jessica.kellerman@waterioo.ca
{
e
. N\
v\
A
& VN \A

Piease note that comments will be maintained  reference throughout the project and will become part
of the public record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the
Environmenta Assessment Act, any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number
inctucied in a submission will become part of the public record untess the comments specifically reguests
that such personal details not be included in the public record,

The information presented at the public information center will be available at waterloo.ca/siiveriake.
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City of Waterloo

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
in Waterloo Park - Environmental
Assessment Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #1
June 22,2017 -5:30 pm to 7/:30 pm

Welcome!

0 Please sign in, and feel free to browse the information panels.

Your feedback is important to us. Please take an Information Bulletin, and fill out a
Comment Sheet and place it in the box provided, or send it to the address on the form
prior to: June 30, 2017

0 City of Waterloo staff, and consultants from Stantec and CH2M are available to answer

your guestions.
City of Waterloo Stantec
Jessica Kellerman Steve Brown
Project Manager, Water Resources Project Manager
CH2M
Tom Mahood

Environmental Assessment Lead

ng@loo / ML
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Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabil

Study Purpose

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Waterloo Park has been described as the

Jewel of the City’, and Silver Lake is a unique element that has provided recreational amenity
and picturesque aesthetic for the Park since 1890, making it a central feature of the City of
Waterloo. As the community around the Park has grown, so have the services of Waterloo Park
and the impacts on its features.

Problem Statement

Currently, surface water discharge creates poor water quality and
sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and contributes to the instability
of Laurel Creek. Stream restoration is required to improve water
conveyance in the Park, while maintaining attention to the flooding
limits, natural aesthetics of the Park, cultural landscape elements,

and the short and long-term implementation concepts. The study
will identify and evaluate alternatives for enhancing and protecting
the ecological function and natural features within the Park, ensuring
that Silver Lake and Laurel Creek continue to be key attractions in the
City of Waterloo.

Project Objectives

The Project objective is to determine the
preferred Rehabilitation Option for Silver Lake
and Laurel Creek within the study area located
in Waterloo Park, and to carry out the associated
Class EA Addendum:

1. The focus of Silver Lake is to investigate and outline a
strategy for addressing siltation issues.

2. The focus of Laurel Creek is to establish the existing conditions of the stream channel and outline
potential corrective measures.

Witorloo N~~~
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Key Issues and Challenges

The current state of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek present several key challenges and opportunities:

» Waterloo Park has a long and rich heritage, and is developing based on the Park Master
Plan outlining elements that the EA must consider including key view sheds, interpretive
opportunities, and historic elements.

o Natural heritage features including wetland and woodland communities, wildlife species at
risk, and natural vegetation will be protected throughout construction and supported as a
result of the study (e.g., habitat creation).

o Silver Lake is an online pond that continues to accumulate sediment from the upstream
drainage area despite dredging activities in 1997, and requires the removal of approximately
30,000 m? of sediment to restore lake storage capacity and improve water quality.

o Theinstability of Laurel Creek remains an issue in some locations,
and upstream development has and will continue to modify the
flow characteristics of the watercourse.,

o Stream restoration must work to improve water conveyance
in the park while paying attention to flooding limits, natural
aesthetics, and cultural landscape elements.

© The original EA outlined several recommendations that are
currently past the threshold for implementation (as defined in
the MEA Class EA process) including the intended creation of
a wetland at the west end of Silver Lake to address polishing
runoff from the animal display.

The study needs to ensure there is safe and reliable access for
operations and maintenance activities.

THE GITY OF oo s
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History and Background

@ Historic uses of Silver Lake include swimming, picnicking, boating and leisure. Waterloo Park
was once primarily devoted to pedestrians and cyclists.

© In1995, the City and the Grand River Conservation Authority carried out the Class EA "A
Rehabilitation Plan for Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park”. This addressed the
cultural heritage of Laurel Creek and Silver Lake, and included technical approaches to
improve water quality through measures such as sediment management, improved lake
circulation, and naturalization of many riparian areas.

© Remedial work in 1997 included the construction of two low
flow pipes that were installed to convey sediment downstream
of Silver Lake; however, these low flow outlets have not been
performing adequately and as a result excessive sediment
deposition in the Lake has filled in the deep pools.

® Todate, several recommendations outlined in that plan have
not been implemented. Specifically, the poor water quality
and sediment conditions in Silver Lake and the instability
of Laurel Creek upstream of Silver Lake continue to be an
issue 20 years after the implementation of many of the
recommended measures.

o Currently, Waterloo Park is a mixed-use park that
accommodates several users and will continue to develop based on the Park Master Plan
(2009). The park is now a transportation hub with the LRT introducing a major mode of
transport linking Waterloo Park to the larger community. The broadening of our community
has introduced new park uses (for example, the Skate Park).

© The Central Promenade and Central Street
Entrance are currently being designed. The
Central Promenade will include a second
pedestrian bridge across the mouth of Silver
Lake. There are also plans for the expansion of
the Festival Area which may see the relocation
of sports fields to other areas within the park.
Connection of the East and West sections
of the park over the LRT lines and future
connections are ongoing.

THE GITY OF oo s

alerloo

4




=]
ilver]liake Dupom
street
Father David Bauer Drivg -

Study Area

The project will document past and current conditions, evaluate a range of alternatives, and
finally, select the preferred approach and/or establish priorities for the various Park elements
within the Study Area.
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Class Environmental Assessment Addendum for

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park
City of Waterloo, Ontario

process and meet at project milestones to give direction for specific tasks to ensure the
requirements of the Class EA Process are met.

THE dTY OF

The Project Team includes experts from Stantec and CH2M, the City of Waterloo Project
Manager, City Staff from key departments, regulatory agencies, and the Ward Councilors.

The Project Team will carry out the technical aspects of the project, oversee the Class EA

@ Stantec ch2m
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Class Environmental Assessment Process

The study will follow the Municipal Class EA process (as amended in 2007, 2011, and 2015) to
meet, at a minimum, Phases 1and 2 of the process:

Problem Definition

Lo |
Q
g em or Opportunity
L tion
o.
entory Natural & Social Environment
* Geomorphic assessment
¢ Agquatic Habitat field reconnaissance
¢ Three season botanical survey
e Species at Risk habitat assessment
e Turtle Basking surveys
e Migratory bird surveys
(%]
=
(@]
Q
o—
o
o Develop & Assess Alternatives
(an]
@ e Prepare alternative design concepts for the
3 Preferred Solution(s)
O N N
) o —_—
- (7] -—
O ©
n £
a.

ecommend Preferred Alternatives

e Cost Estimates

e Implementation Plan

e Long-term Monitoring/Maintenance/Contingency
Strategies

¢ Recommendation for Further Study, if applicable

e Preliminary Design or Preferred Alternatives

Environmental Screening Report

Prepare Draft Report
Final Report

Notice of Completion
30-Day Public Review

-
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Project Activities

The EA Addendum will serve to combine the analysis to date, identify any gaps and apply
current and anticipated conditions as necessary, and develop and evaluate alternatives utilizing
the information gathered. To achieve this, the Project will consist of the following activities.

1. Background Review

2. Supplemental Site Inventory/Investigation

3. Hydrogeology Investigation

4. Hydraulics and Hydrology Investigation

5. Definition of Opportunities and Constraints

6. Impact Assessment

7. Identification of Alternatives

8. Selection of Preferred Alternatives and Detailed Analysis of
Preferred Alternatives

9. Final EA Report

10. Agency Liaison and EA Documentation

1. Environmental Impact Study Report

The following supplemental site investigations will inventory
the existing natural environment conditions prior to the
identification and assessment of alternative improvements for Silver Lake and Laurel Creek.

© Geomorphic assessment

Aquatic habitat field reconnaissance

Three season botanical survey and vegetation classification
Habitat assessment for wildlife Species at Risk

Turtle basking surveys

Migratory bird surveys

Heritage feature assessment

Surface water investigation

THE GITY OF oo s
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Environmental Impact Study

The rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek are two large components of the updated
2009 Waterloo Park Master Plan. The EA will lead specifically to the preferred alternative for
enhancing and protecting the ecological function for these natural features within the park. This
will then lead to the identification and classification of other integrated and complementary
natural areas in other areas of the park to develop an overall management strategy for park
natural heritage aspects in an urban setting.

Following completion of the EA, an Environmental Impact Study report will be completed to
assess the preferred alternative(s). This report will address potential impacts related to design
features and activities, and will include:

© Adescription and assessment of the existing natural environment features and functions
within the Park Master Plan Area that will or might reasonably be expected to be impacted,
including confirmation of natural heritage features, habitats and boundaries.

® Anidentification and assessment of the magnitude and significance of potential short-term
and long-term impacts, both direct and indirect, to the natural environment.

©® The recommendations of appropriate mitigation measures to avoid and minimize potential
negative impacts, as well as restoration, enhancement or compensation measures (as
appropriate) including the identification of ecological enhancement, restoration and long-
term stewardship opportunities.

© Preparation of a during-development and post-development monitoring program.

4
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What makes Waterloo Park important

to you?

Recreational Use

Wildlife Habitat

Aesthetics Other?

Park Connectivity
and Trails

Water Quality Heritage Features




Thank you for your interest in the

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek
Rehabilitation Project!

Next Steps:

® Complete site inventories
o l|dentify alternatives
® December 2017 PIC #2

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process, and we value
your input.

Please fill out the comment sheet provided.

For further information, please contact:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec Engineering Services, Design &
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Construction

Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: 519-585-7446 100 Regina Street S.

Email: steve.brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: 519-886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@water|loo.ca

THE dTY OF
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SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK

— ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1 —JUNE 22, 2017

Project Objectives

The Project objective is to determine tfe preferred
Rehabilitation Option for Silver L ake and Laure! Creek
within the study area located in Waterloo Park, and to
carry out the associated Class EA Addendum:

Study Area

1. Thefocus of Silver Lake is to investigate and outline
a strategy for addressing siltation issues.

2. Thefocus of Laurel Creek is to establish the existing
conditions of the stream channel and outline
potential corrective measures.

The EA Addendum will serve to combine the analysis to
date, identify any gaps and apply current and anticipated
conditions as necessary, and develop and evaluate
alternatives utilizing the information gathered.

e  Background Review

e  Supplemental Site Inventory/Investigation
e Hydrogeology

e  Hydraulics and Hydrology Investigation

e Definition of Opportunities and Constraints
e |mpact Assessment

e |dentification of Alternatives

e  Selection of Preferred
Alternatives and Detailed
Analysis of Preferred
Alternatives

e Final EA Report

e Agency Liaisonand EA
Documentation

e Environmental Impact Study
Report

L
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SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATER

— ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1 —JUNE 22, 2017

SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLC
—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1 —JUNE 22, 2017

Site Investigations

The following supplemental site investigations will
inventory the existing natural environment conditions
prior to the identification and assessment of alternative
improvements for Silver Lake and Laurel Creek.

e Verify baseline information is still valid and confirm
certain conditions still exist

e  Aquatic habitat field reconnaissance to confirm
already documented baseline inventories and habitat
conditions

e  Three season botanical survey and vegetation
classification in accordance with the Ecological Land
Classification system

e Habitat assessment for wildlife Species at Risk

e  Turtle basking surveys to confirm turtle use within
and around Silver Lake

e  Migratory bird surveys to determine the use, species
composition and significance of Silver Lake as a
migratory bird staging area for migrating waterfow!
and shorebirds

SLO606171207KWO

Next Steps

Complete site inventories

Identify alternatives
December 2017 PIC #2

Public and agency consultation is a
key component of the Class EA
process, and we value your input.

For additional information,
please contact:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng.
Project Manager

Stantec

100-300 Hagey Boulevard
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4
Phone: (519) 585-7446

Email: steve.brown@stantec.com

Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager, Water Resources
Engineering Services, Design & Construction
City of Waterloo

Waterloo City Centre

100 Regina St. S

Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek
Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park
- Environmental Assessment
Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #1 - June 22, 2017

Information Brief

Introduction

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify
and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and
Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Waterloo Park has been
described as the 'Jewel of the City', and Silver Lake is a
unique element that has provided recreational amenity
and picturesque aesthetic for the Park since 1890,
making it a central feature of the City of Waterloo. As the
community around the Park has grown, so have the
services to Waterloo Park and the impacts onits
features. The study to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel
Creek will follow the requirements under the Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment (EA) process.

Problem Statement

Currently, surface water discharge creates poor water
quality and sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and
contributes to the instability of Laurel Creek. Stream
restoration is required to improve water conveyance in
the Park, while maintaining attention to the flooding
limits, natural aesthetics of the Park, cultural landscape
elements, and the short and long-term implementation
concepts. The study will identify and evaluate
alternatives for enhancing and protecting the ecological
function and natural features within the Park, ensuring
that Silver Lake and Laurel Creek continue to be key
attractions in the City of Waterloo.
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Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park s

- Environmental Assessment Addendum Project
| T 3
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Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Paricis

- Envircnmental Assessment Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #1 - June 22, 2017

Attendance Register
Please print clearly
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribut on at this stage of the study w Il assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehab litation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park"?

,D No (2 Yes Please commen

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

E No [ Yes Please comment,

3. Do you have a particular Issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

D No 0 ves Please comment,

4 Have any of the following conditions imited your enjoyment of Waterloo Par (check all that apply)?
Qhpoor water Quality O Park Connectivity (e g , use of trai s or Boardwalk)
W sediment build upin the Lake (L Stream Conditions Upstreamofth  ake
DSafety near the water () Recreational Use and Safety

E,fOther(pleasespecify baterr caollects in some ok the +valls

Ufl'f?g 76!/.:’7) -farmfnf 73()@’(85 low 0783?2 51)292{2‘/[”

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environrment, the park’s historical significance, recreational use, etc.)

Pleasecomment_c.ll 3 oze Inmm pror terort

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment stud'es

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?
O o Yes Pleasecomment__ /0wl ol |, v fer <o ;/ 72 ’10() yo ed

SL0606171207KW0O



8. How would you describe the nature of your interest n study?
(L Member of the General Public
ﬂ Resident/L.andowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
L Member of an Interest Group. Please specify

a Agency Representative Please specify

9. Doyou have any additional comments or informat on that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O No Yes Please comment, .
Have wiove benches «‘ﬁar Sr/'hng neay the laKe

10. Please provide your name and contact information (optional}

Are you on the project mailing list?
0 ves El No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study. Please place a v" in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. 0 please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, PEng, Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L QA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stanteccom Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

Waterloo Stantec  Chi2mw

SL0606171207KW0O



THE CITY OF

alerloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribut on at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1 Doyouhaveany ormments, questions, or concerns with the def ned purpose of this project, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmenta Assessment to explore a ternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™

No |:| Yes Please commen

2 Datacollectiona tivities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

No () ves Please comment,

3 Doyouhave a parti ular issue or concern related to this study that you w sh to see addressed?

o Yes Please commen e i P
~/ pert sasC % “mlé—/ﬂ Sdect of
Zrlao — ﬂ‘angﬂ ﬂb‘?;;m/"f"s - - anktle .

4. Have any of the following conditions imited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check allt at apply)?
Poor Water Quality Park Connectivity (e g . use of trai s or Boardwalk)
Sediment build up in the Lake (3 Stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake

DSafety near the water L Recreational Use and Safety

Qother (please specify

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterioo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s hustorical significance, recreational use, etc.)

Please comment : V‘Z_ﬂ lake - ' gf% s/~

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outhned for Class Environmental
Assessment studies.

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

D No Yes Please comment %! /
cp sk iM/fa-a ntor

SLO0606271207KWO



. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?

J Member of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
L Member of an Interest Group. Please specify

O Agency Representative. Please specify

9. Do you have any additional comments or informat on that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

0 No Yes Please comment,
m Y P -
- o’ P ' 's
wovun ¢ ) =2 or
(X% M ' W‘MM .
1 .Please provide your name and contact information (optional)
o) # 8 !
ol Th - @ pz - CE
Are you on the project mailing list?
0 ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this
study. Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. L Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, PEng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessicakellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

aterloo stantec cli2m-

SL0606171207KW0



THE CITY OF

Waterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contr but on at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which is “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park"?

O no 0 ves Please commen

2. Data collection activities are underway In the study area  Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

 No Yes Please comment Cer e e r v rea.-

3. Doyou have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

Ll No Yes Please comment, 7] ‘ . S o
near Fe.Dwip Bovee TR0 . LowD

4. Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterioo Park (check all that apply)? <p eake r’)
Poor Water Quality 0 Park Connectivity {e.g., use of trails or Boardwalk}
Sediment build up in the Lake Q) Stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake

DSafety near the water (1 Recreational Use and Safety

Wlother (please specify

5. Whatdoyou feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
{e.g. protecting the environment, the park's historical significance, recreational use, etc )

Please comment diro wme T-

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies.

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

D No D Yes Please comment,

SLOB06171207KWO



8 How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed .
Member of an Interest Group Pleasespecfy  0CA & estdenl”

Q Agency Representative Please spec fy

9. Do you have any additional comments or information that you fee would be helpful to the project team?

L) No Yes Please comment,

" . 1denTe
S ecr.
el ) )

10 Please provide your name and contact information (opt onal)

Are you on the project maifing list?
0 ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included n the C ass EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study Please place a v in the box below If you wish to have your comments included anonymously (U Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineenng Services, Design & Construct on
Waterloo, ON N2L QA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J4A8

Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email Jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that commenits will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal deta Is not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec Ch2m-

SLOG0G171207KWO
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THE CITY OF

aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and t e development of alternative solutions for this study.

1 Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which is “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore aIternatlves to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Cree

Waterloo Park™? (r Do m 2 Doy s % "n_%g_,&_,.u;
O No Yes Please commen ol 3-ch - ol wuede. aneed s
I i)b W\U-b“\ r

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area. Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpo e of this study?

0 no Yes Please comment, * Mnﬂ.ﬂﬁw—aﬁl}b
2 pesde. e pUT LIRT

3. Doyou have a part cular issue or concer related to this study that you wish to see addrsssped?

- -

O no Yes Please comment,
Poux A=Pdiman. St o
4. Have any of the following conditions hmited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park {  eck all that apply)?
Qroor water Qualty Park Connectivity (e g, use of tra Is or Boardwalk)
SedimentbuldupintheLake  (J Stream Conditions Upstream of the ake
DSafety near the water L Recreational Use and Safety

Qother (please specify

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g protecting the environment, the park s histonical s gnificance, recreational use, etc ) -

Please comment am_, M 5NN ]
6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabitation project will be fol ow ng the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies

v

o
XY

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed dec sion-making process that will be followed?

O no Yes Please comment, ollany - =X
- D 2o srermestnte Taom M 4 pomnl T n B
;EWV\-I-D-Q_K MALLARANL A I~ “"‘A '\)-"—‘Cl-—' 3'_"&'3-&-\-&

5L0606171207KWO



8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?

3 Member of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
[ Member of an Interest Group. Please specify

O Agency Representative. Please specify:

9. Do you have any additional comments or informat on that you fee would be helpful to the project team?

a N.cij:k Yes Please comment,  * E L\ Q:)‘ W ; ﬂ D

-

(-3 W N N
; ATD—BAJSM_

\ -
Cﬂ-eru.fw-e M ) F_Ns%n\na ,!_\.u?\»m
10. Please provide your name and contact information (optlonal) rﬂx_eu.u.nﬁ- C

Gevdon.  ERUBTTE
Are you on the project mailing list? Mmm —on T Doy
0 ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list. M

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this
study. Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. 0 Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, PEng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Bouievard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: {(519) 585-7446 100 Regina 5t. 5
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
gordon.gr  vette Qrogens. com Phone (519886 1550578243
Email:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec  Cclh2m-

SL0B06171207KWO



THE CITY OF

aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribut on at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

1 Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™

O no Yes Please commen 27 o] J rece.
Iy vocts Fo af Kas Ll 4P " dyri o Wprv\(ccﬁfc/w f,w

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area. Are you aware of any particular locations and/for features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

Ono O vYes Please comment, r Fia eln /%/ / s S i
/ﬂ"”j& ﬂ*’{/“—f- Trd Lo trre m ess  ground Fhe foke 10 e
3. Doyou have a part'cular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed? 1"fer: '47_/
O no Yes Pleasecomment e 1 oS h Yshde - v F ¢ b

clvs appgoints vg

4. Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?

Poor Water Quality Park Connectivity (e.g., use of trails or Boardwalk)
Sediment build up in the Lake Stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake
DSafety near the water [ Recreational Use and Safety
Uother (please specify

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical significance, recreational use, etc.)

Please comment puronn ~1 1 F 1ot TH ork ¢ ever
o Yecome the "Ueuw o5 the City ' - PLERSE —ce 5ameq"['nn? nay .

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outhined for Class Environmental

Assessment studies.
7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be fol owed?
d No Yes Please comment, €  Cocess "'“‘1.':,“ wl  tion ’ w\‘” ‘l’oc)
slow -

SL0606171207KWO



8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed ~ L-+3ver Ul \“qc
) Member of an Interest Group Please specify

Q Agency Representative Please specify

9. Do you have any additional comments or informat on that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

D No Yes Please comment
\Ak/ anrr hcr s We iU S\ < C \i s niecl 1'7/
Evigloye
ool V6@ Watee ab T8 cleal st »n - i
Y as 1ten | A me O o~ O r I

A1 least, someore convcded ohivectly Y6 the Pork sheu ld Saz thad Fhe

i h
10. Please provide your name and contact nformat on (optional) 9<7¢~ ol area of the "lake"1s kepd
tn pristene conchtlon unhl the work 1t

Areyouonthe oject maling list? = }’e ars ¥ ??
0 ves No, please add my name and contact nformatontot emaling list. '

Your completed Comment Sheet will be inc uded inthe  ass EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study. Please place a v in the box below If you wish to have your comments in luded anonymously 0 Please withhold my

name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica n.R.Eng
Project Manager roject Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 ReginaSt S
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email

Ccan‘l’oo') -~ Dorts H\“HQY‘ - d l’n[k&r <Y sy mpaf'\c_u . O
Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedorm of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.
or oz - 139 Falher Dand Bauer Urne
\,Uajre cloo
N2L L

Waterloo Stantec  Ch2w-

Thank you for your participation in this study!

SL0606171207KW0



THE CITY OF W
aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribut on at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1 Doyou have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this praject, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™

No 0 ves Please commen

2 Data collection activ ties are underway in the study area. Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of th s study?

Ono 0 ves Please comment, wal
S Lake

3 Do you have a particular 1ssue or concern related to th s st dy that you wish to see addressed?

No L vYes Please comment,

4. Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?
LdPoor Water Quality Park Connectivity (e.g ., use of trails or Boardwalk)
Sediment build upin the Lake Stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake

DSafety near the water [ Recreational Use and Safety
Other (please specify Vveadedh o Ao ehans o Ane. &
duc Yo LR e "o

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical significance, recreat onal use, etc.)

Pleasecomment  \esnTAC B G-NET ok ad Yawn o
SR ekt s o, Posdiye drasu ond, @3 A L3000 B O oy,
6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies.

7. Doyou have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed dec sion making process that will be followed?

0 no Yes Please comment ¥ e, "\ . \
S wrale, G D ~c Q2cad , TTre ke S Gl“':nds\.‘\ o et
Concern, - :éb AGMN = \bncs\“\\z 4o addvreNtha 1S3 0ey \Q\'\\Q\'\

‘oure oA 5\3&“ A eaenta NS Sevew) NCA LAY

5L0606171207KWO



8. How would you describe the nature of your interest i study?
L Member of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
L Member of an Interest Group. Please specify

Q Agency Representative, Please specify

9. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no Yes Please cormment
e, Wie . ) e X
L) L Vo e \% Awivde -\-
ATV a sveny

10. Please provide your name and contact information (optional)

Are you on the project mailing list?

QD ves No. please add my name and contact information to the mailing list
Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Clas  EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this
study. Please place a v in the box below If you wish to have your comments included anonymously. O Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St.S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Frotection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

Walerloo stantec Clh2wm-

SL0606171207KWO



THE CITY OF

aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the def ned purpose of this project, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore a ternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park"?

No D Yes Please commen

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features w thin
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

O no Yes Please comment, ~ p o Wl& ar ’ )V, N
wtddble Wobitaf —1e. berds
3. Doyou have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you w sh to see addressed?
O No _  Yes Please comment; ver E r ' w (
tt ei exfremely [wipntantin the lody s hesl e
4. Have any of the following conditiorts limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that app y)?

Wroor water Quality O park Connectivity (e g.. use of trails or Boardwalk)
L sediment buid upnthelake  (J Stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake
DSafety near the water L Recreational Use and Safety

Qother (please specify

5. What do you feel are the most important cniteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical significance, recreat onal use, etc )

Please comment Cd

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

No O ves Please comment,

5L0606171207KWO



8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?

Member of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
L Member of an Interest Group. Please specify

Q Agency Representative. Please specify

9. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no Yes Please commen .
a cer ( .  lhakitat v
aune &f v hoor ™ va loer
Le ks k ¢ .

P ease provide your name and contact information (optional)

Are you on the project mailing hst?

0 ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing hst

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this
study Please place a v" in the box below If you wish to have your comments ncluded anonymously.  Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the publ
record Under the Muricipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included n the publ ¢ record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

Wdlerloo stantec Ch2m-

SL0606171207KW0
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THE CITY OF w
alerloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which is “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™

No 0 ves Please commen

2. Data collection actwvities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
thest yarea that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

No [ ves Please comment,

3 Do you have a particular 1ssue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

No 0 ves Please comment,

4 Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Water oo Park (check all that apply)?
Poor Water Qualty Park Connect vity (e g, use of tra ls or Boardwalk)
Sedimentbuld up n the Lake L Stream Conditons Upstream of the ake

DSafety near the water (3 Recreat onal Use and Safety
Other (please specfy &€ £ ¢ 4 1 Fr ﬂé far&,

5. What do you fee are the most mportant criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e g protecting the env ronment, the park’s h stor cal signif an e, recreational use, etc)

Pleasecomment [ 72V walk’/  «ht roals + 1 6 n . ALY 6 wVL
Mainfaznce. .

6 TheSilver Lake and Laure Creek Rehabil tat on project wil be fol owing the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be fo lowed?

No (3 ves Please comment,

S5L0606171207KWO



8 How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public
L Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
Q) Member of an Interest Group Please spec fy

Q Agency Representative. Please specify

9 Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

Ll No Yes Please comment,

4 e o arf

10 Please provide your name and contact information (optiona)
S ki  T1A-497-/ 6 Ssckad/T OISO 11 ers.com
Are you on the project mailing list?
0 ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. O Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Serv ces, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St S
Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec 2w
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THE CITY OF

aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study tearm with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which is “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehablitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
W terloo Park™

No 0 ves Please commen

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locat ons and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

No (M| Yes Please comment

3. Do you have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

O no Yes Please comment, Fre % A; l’l T)

4. Have any of the following conditions imited your enjoyment of Water oo Park (check all that apply)?
Qpoor water Quality Park Connectivity (e g, use of trails or Boardwalk)
U sediment build up in the Lake [ stream Conditions Upstreamoft e Lake

DSafety near the water U Recreationa Use and Safety

Lother (please specify “i of ﬁm . J'L é( [vies F ay

5. What do you feel are the most important critena to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical s nificance, recreat onal use, etc.)

Please comment lr nme ] 4 1 rg 'f ) ”‘ - W‘t ﬁufw
has plenty oF veuredTime  spdce

. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be fol owing the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies.

Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

No (| Yes Please comment,

5L0606171207KWO



8. How would you describe the nature of your interest n study?

LJ Member of the General Public
0 Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

Member of an Interest Group P ease spec fy W +“‘ d 'an
Q Agency Representative P ease specify

9. Do you have any add tiona comments or information that you feel wou d be helpful to the project team?

O no Yes Pleasecom ent,

s M e — boe h osctie Troe
3

10. Please provide our name and contact information (optional)

Areyouonthe  ject maling Ist?
O ves No, please add my name and conta t nfo mat on to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet wi | be included n the Class EA report wh ch will be made public at the completion of this

study. Please place a v in the box below If you w sh to have your comments included anonyrmously. L Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the regstration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterjno ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included n the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec Cl12m-

5L0606171207KWO

S,



THE CTTYOF

Walerloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contr but on at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background nformation and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined p rpose of this project, which is “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silv r Lake and Laurel Creek in

Waterloo Park"? Des M( W 74 M(o{ ULM uw( J“ aedfne a 20

| No Yes P ease commen

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area Areyou aware fany particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you be ieve may be s gn ficant for the purpo e of this study?

O no Yes Please comment J L 28

3. Do you have a particular 1ssue or concern re ated to this study that you wish to see addressed?

O no 0 Yes Please comment, -

et ew douwn dar  RHL - 2%

4. Have any of the following conditions imited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park ( heck all thatap | ?

Poor Water Quality [ Park Connect vity (e.g use of trails or Boardwalk) g 85 .
has

w laaF zo ens
[:|Safety near the water [ Recreational Use and Safety

.. ~ L

ediment build up in the Lake [ Stream Conditions Upstream of the ake /W

Other {please specify

led- wol=? Qeq - K ds a ¢ ért.
5. What do%you feel are the mos important criter a to consider whe choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical signif cance, recreational use, etc.)
. x »

4 5

Please comment ¥y 72

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be follow ng the process outfined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies.

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

D No D Yes Please comment,

Consde o- pleasans™ siean apdle Tuuna Lake
By e il & anen, s cAnoiE a«fg

5L0606171207KWO



. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public
Res dent/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
) Member of an Interest Group Please specify

Q Agency Representative Please specify

S. Doy uhave any addit onal comments or nformation that you fee would be helpful to the project team?

L) No Yes Please comment, g’

10. Please provide your name and contact informat on {optona)

Are you on the project mailing list?
Qves Qo please add my name and contact information to the mar  glist.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be ncluded in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously L Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng, Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L QA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Fnvironmental Assessiment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

ailerloo stantec Cli2m-

SLO606171207KWO



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contnibution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for th s study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the def ned purpose of this project, which is “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek n
Waterloo Park"?

Lno [ ves Please commen
2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

O no L ves Please comment,

3. Do you have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

O no L Yes Please comment,

4 Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?

Poor Water Quality Park Connectivity (e g, use of trails or Boardwalk)
Sediment bulld up in the Lake Strearn Conditions Upstream of the Lake

Safety near the water Recreational Use and Safety

Other (please specify

5 Whatdo you feel are the most important critena to consider when choos ng the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g protecting the environment, the park’s historical significance, recreat onal use, etc.)

Please comment

6 The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment stud es

7. Do you have any quest ons, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

O no (L ves Please comment,

R e

5L0606171207KW0



8 How would you describe the nature of your interest n study?
L Member of the General Public
L Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
L Memberofan nterest Group Please specify

Q Agency Representative. Please specify

9. Do you have any addit onal comments or information that you feel wou d be helpful to the project team?

O No [ Yes Please comiment,

- Aeacl
10 Please provide your name and contact informat on (opt onal)

Are you on the project mailing hst?
Qves o please add my name and contact informat on to the ma ling list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be Included in the C ass EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study Please place a v" in the box below if you wish to have your comments inc uded anonymously. Q1 Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec Crty of Waterloo

100 300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone (519)585 7446 100RegnaSt S

Emall steve brown@stantec com Waterloo ON N2J 4A8

Phone (519} 886 1550 x78243
Email jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that comments wi | be ma'ntained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muriicipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
y personal information such as name, address, and telephone number ncluded in a submission will become part of the
ﬂ blic record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the publicre  rd.

Ny tesial HREA NEAR KESIDE IR OR SEKIORE HonT

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec  ch2m:

SLO606171207KW0



THE CITY OF

aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1 Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™? .

» - - /
No Yes Please commen m ard
A it oIealef Aatie -
2 Data collection activities are underway in the study area. Are you aware of any particular locations an /or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

U no MES Please comment ’ g W

3 Doyou have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?
0 No m:as Please comment, _ct. Ny ’/ ﬂ/ W

4. Have any of the fallowing conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check aII that app

moor Water Quality Q park Connectivity (e g., use of trails or Boardwalk)

Qfediment build up in the Lake Eﬁeam Conditions Upstream of the Lake - arioe
DSafety near the water Recreatignal Use and Safety M”m’& % ﬂwje’/
L other (please specify b adedl oF -

5. What do you feel are the most |mportant I ena fa’tg?%ﬁ’e/r \%en c:o'oswg MMJH

(e.g protecting the environment, the park’s historical snng icance, recreational use, etc.)

Please comment N
T oo ¥ fabee

6. TheSi erLa ean aur Cr e e a 1 ationproject will be following the proces  utlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies.

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-mak ng process that | be foll wed?

O no es Please comment

E——

SLOS0E171207KWO
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8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
2 Member of the General Public
[ Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
[ Member of an Interest Group. Please specify

o Agency Representative. Please specify.

9. Do you have any additional comments or nformation that you fee would be helpful to the project team?

O no 0 ves Please comment,

10. Please provide your name and contact information (optional)

Are you on the project mailing fist?
Qves Qo please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study. Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously L Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterlog, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina 5t. 5

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipa/ Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

aterloo stantec cliI2m:

SL0606171207KWO



Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park

Environmental Assessment Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #1 - June 22, 2017

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which is "to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment toe}plme alternﬁves to address the rehablitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
THis

Waterloo Park"? A A 15 A ptjé%cz T
D No B/Yes Please commen =

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area. Are you aware of any particular focations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

o Q/Yes Please comment___ M A - QT
0 KidcHedpp oA Hod 79 Dpo 7HLS
3. Doyou have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?
Qo OYes Please comment p a < oMmrTHY n G VJ gAv

THIS 15 LonNG Olwelp
4. Have any of the following conditions Ig@vour enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?

mgor Water Quality Park Connectivity (e.g.. use of trails or Boardwalk)
Dédiment build up in the Lake Gl{tream Conditions Upstream of the Lake

@gafety near the water ecreational Use and Safety

Wother (please specify N N o T C Uﬂs&@r\/fL\/ /JEJ?—/T’H \/
Aeouno THE Lpre!

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical significance, recreational use, etc.)

Please cormment Crepn THE. Lawe — el-eap) THE
AfPrepcy, — MRIGE 1T LorK LivE Spovd BE.

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class En\nronmental
Assessment studies.

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

Ono & Yes Please comment H 0n/ L, ot |5 77-{/5 o (N O

TO TAkg 2




8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
[ Member of the General Public
M Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
m/Member of an Interest Group. Please specify: L VIHeR j (L EAGE.

a Agency Representative. Please specify:

WHN Do wie Heve odeY oN e Kefnsedr o

9. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

M Ty o F wATER

O No m/Yes Please comment,

+Hise  ALen woldrn Toey mMe
Alay [Ram locpTine ;n 7 & Cioes
CENTEE CORE

10. Please provide your name and contact information. (optional)
Drasiae Ay reh 519- 92 86,4 6
Are you on the prgject mailing list?
ves [ No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this
study. Please place a v* n the box below If you wish to have your comments included anonymously. Q Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng, Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Fnvironmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

Walerloo  Stantec  cham

S5LOB06171207KWO



THE CITY OF

aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this bref comment sheet Your contribut on at this stage of the study w Il assist the
study team with the collection of background informat on and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternat ves to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek n
Waterloo Park?

No D Yes Please commen

2. Data collection actwvities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

No [ ves Please comment,

3. Doyou have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

U no Yes Please comment, w 2

4. Have any of the following conditions imited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?

QPoor water Quality 02 park Connectivity (e g., use of trails or Boardwalk)
ediment build up in the Lake L1 stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake
DSafety near the water L Recreational Use and Safety
Other (please specify Wik

5. What do you feel are the most important critenia to consider when choosing the best option for Water oo Park?
(e g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical significance, recreational use, etc.)

Please comment

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project wil be following the process outhined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies.

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed deaision-making process that will be followed?

No L ves Please comment,

SL0B06171207KWO



8 How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
[ Member of the General Public
() Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
Member of an Interest Group Please specify 10D t

Q Agency Representative P ease specfy

9. Do you have any additional comments or informat on that you fee would be helpful to the project team?

O no Yes Please comment

2 W N v T ~28
ﬁb ‘|(l’" N dtl’\ -Ic o

10 Please provide your name and contact information (optional)
Wal @ mal.com
Are ouon the project mailing 1st?
ves o, please add my name and conta t informat on to the mailing list

Your completed Comment Sheet wil be inc uded in the Class EA report, wh ch will be made public at the completion of this

study. Please place a v" in the box below If you wish to have your comments inc uded anonymously [ Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to

Steve Brown, MBA, PEng Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone (519) 585 7446 100 Regina St. S
Email - Waterloo, ON N2J4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Murncipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessmment Act:
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments spec fica ly requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

Walerloo ~ Stantec  ch2am

SL06068171207KWO



Sitver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Parl

- Environmental Assessment Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #1 - June 22, 2017

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which is "to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabllitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™?

EE No O ves Please comment,

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area. Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

Qne QD Yes Please comment SILVEL L AKE 1S AN Eﬁ-—fogﬁmzﬁiﬂzi

3. Do you have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?
Qno & vesPleasecomment_ €€ 2 ABove

4. Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?

@ Poor water Quality 0 Park Connectivity (e.g., use of trails or Boardwalk)
@ sediment build upin the Lake 0 Stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake
DSafety near the water L Recreational Use and Safety

Qlother {please specify

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical significance, recreational use, etc )

Piease comment /2N v (RenN MeAT PloTECTION

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies.

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

O no L Yes Please comment,




8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?

w Member of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
U Member of an Interest Group. Please specify:

Q Agency Representative. Please specify:

9. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no 0 ves Please comment

10. Please provide your name and contact information. (optional}
PAUL Bogcy
Are you on the project mailing list?
Qves Tno, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this
study. Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. Q) Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, PEng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St.S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec Ch2m:

SL0G06171207KWO0



THE CiTY OF

Walerloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background nformation and the development of alternative soiutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which s "to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Siver Lake and Laurel Creek In
Waterloo Park™?

No N | Yes Please commen

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

No 0 Yes Please comment

3. Do you have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

No | Yes Please comment

4 Haveanyofthe following conditions iimited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?
oor Water Quality Park Connectivity (e g use of trails or Boardwalk)
SedmentbuldupintheLake Stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake
DSafety near the water Q Recreational Use and Safety

Other (please specify

3. What do you fee are the maost 'mportant critena to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment the park's historical significance recreational use, etc.)

Please corment e o bed ‘" oou

beauty and s afety and cleantiness
6 TheSiver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitat on project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies

7. Doyou have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

No | Yes Please comment

HUC‘.{E d~Lga¢:po\h'\"h\M\\T\ ‘H\..J(* }-Lx_r\b Wos
g_r-e_sa,vu\-a)ﬁﬂ‘-\- ...
counct (Navs 27 Wy ?
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8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?

L Member of the General Public
Resident/L.andowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
0 Member of an Interest Group Please specify

(| Agency Representative Please specify

9. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no 0 Yes Please comment,

10 Please provide your name and contact information (opt onal)

Are uonthe project mailing list?
ves [ No, please add my name and contact nformation to the maiing list

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

tudy. Please p ace a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously 1 Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave thi completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mailit by July 3, 2017 to

Steve Brown MBA, P.Eng Jessica Kellerman, P Eng
Proj ct Manag r Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineenng Services, Design & Constru tion
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St S
Email Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muricipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a subm ss on will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the publi record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

Walerloo stantec Ch2mW-

SLO606171207KW0O
P P e



THE CITY OF W

Waterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which is "to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™?

O No Q Yes Please commen

2. Data collection actvities are underway in the study area, Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

D No D Yes Please comment

3. Doyou have a particular 1ssue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

D No [:l Yes Please comment,

4 Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?

E Poor Water Quality 0 Park Connectivity (e.g. use of trails or Boardwalk)

agedlment buldupinthe Lake L Stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake

,dSafety near the water mecreational Use and Safety

/ﬂ Other (please specify h .]0‘7'@ WRK IS TodmT - E OF DR oy

e GEESE MO FNJo y%;‘*m Jo
5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical significance, recreational use, etc )

Please comment @€~ T1ON PROTECT 10G TIE ENVIRE M ENT,

& The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?
Qno O ves please commentﬁ uR obPinie  ThE (e N EEDS LOT OF

MENTR RANE WORK, Pl SomeE MorRE
SONCES BT, BEC pliG= THERE pLE OLDER
PEOPLE WO LifE D SIT DOWN ONEC 1N

f WeLE,

SLOB06171207KW0



8. How would you descr be the nature of your interest in study?
ﬂ Member of the General Public
U Resident/Landowner w th i the Laurel Creek Watershed
O3 member of an Interest Group Please specfy:

’E Agency Representative Please specify

9 Do you have any additional comments or nformat’on that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no [ ves Please comment,

Pe se provide your name and contact information. (optional)

Are you on the project mailing list?
Oves o, please add my name and contact information to the mailing st

Your completed Comment Sheet will be ncluded in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of th's

study. Please p ace a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously 0 Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication n the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet In the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Constructon
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone (519)585-7446 100 ReginaSt.S
Emnail. Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments wll be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal nformation such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec Cclh2m:

6 6171207KWQ
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THE CITY OF

aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study w Il assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™

No [ Yes Please commen

. Dat collection activities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
h study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

No D Yes Please comment,

3. Doyouhavea rticular 1ssue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

D No Yes Please comment

4. Have any of the following conditions im te - your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?

Poor Water Qua ity P kConnectmty (e g use of trals or Boardwalk)
Sediment bu Id up in the Lake Stream Conditions Upstream of t e ake

Q Safety near the water 0 Recreat onal Use and Safety

Qlother (please specify

5. What do you feel are the most important critena to consider when choos ng the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s hustor cal signif a e, re reat onal use, etc.)

Please comment A b *

6. The Silver Lake and Laure Creek Rehabilitation project wi | be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed de  sion-making process that will be followed?

No D Yes Please comment,

5L0606171207KWO



Ho  ouldyou describe the nature of your interest in study?

Member of the General Public
| Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
L Member of an Interest Group Please specify

D Agency Representative Please specify

9. Doyou have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no Yes Please comment,
e -3 / Cﬁs

10. Please provide your name and contact information (opttonal)
hant
Are ou on the project mailing list?
Yes [ No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study. Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously 0 Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P Eng
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 ReginaSt S
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number inc uded in a submiss on will become part of the
public record untess the comments specifically requests that such personal deta Is not be inc uded in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

aerloo stantec Ch2m-

SLO606171207KWO



THE CITY OF

aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this bnef comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Doyou have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park"?

O no Yes Please commen 6‘?9'01 !°

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area Are you aware of any particular locat ons and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

O No Yes Please comment, ros  Sec od @ drcas oA ﬂl. nee
arC  heavly use bymigraal b7 <
3 Doyou have a particular 1ssue or concern related to th s study that you wish to see addressed?

No 0 ves Please comment,

4. Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?
Qpoor Water Quality QD Park Connectivity {e.g., use of trails or Boardwalk}
L sediment build up in the Lake L stream Conditions Upstream of the Lake
DSafety near the water L Recreational Use and Safety
Wother (please specify

. What do you feel are the most ‘mportant critera to consider when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s h'storica significance, recreational use, etc.)

Please comment en s ,,f‘ W' /. -?, ' v&/'r/ ! & e

. The Silver Lake and Laure Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
ssessment studies.

Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

No L] ves Please comment,

5L0606171207KWO



8 How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public
[ Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
[ Member of an Interest Group Please specify

O Agency Representative Please specify

9. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O No Yes Please comment,

r €

ood

10 Please provide your name and contact information (optiona )

Are you on the project malling list?
Oves Qo please add my name and contact information to the ma ing list.

Your completed Comment Sheet wi | be included n the Class EA report, which will be made pubhic at the completion of this
study Please place a v in the box below If you wish to have your comments inc uded anonymously 0] Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to

Steve Brown, MBA, P Eng Jessi a Kelerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard ngineer'ng Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L. QA4 Water oo City Centre

Phone (519) 585 7446 100 RegnasSt.S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Water oo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for refere ce throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Murncipal Freedorm of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

aterloo stantec Cli2m-

SLO606171207KWO



THE CITY OF W
aterloo

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which 1s “to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehab litation of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park™?

L No Yes Please commentZu !t P UF DAM To AL DUI WATER 76 LSVERB WEED F
AND MUP

2. Data collection activities are underway n the study area Are you aware of any particular locat ons andfor features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

Qno O vesPleasecomment AKE NEEDS DREDPGING

3. Do you have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you w sh to see addressed?

O no (3 ves Please comment,

4. Have any of the following conditions imited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?
L roor water Quality ) Park Connect vity (e g, use of tra s or Boardwalk)
W sediment build up in the Lake 0 Stream Cond tons Upstream of the LLake
EISafety near the water L Recreat onal Use and Safety
Qother (please specify LE ~ Coo o AE

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best obtton for Waterloo Park?
{e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s histoncal signif cance, recreat onal use, etc.)

Please comment

6. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project wi | be fo lowing the process outhned for Class Environmental
Assessment studies

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

O no 01 ves Please comment, o206 L

LRT TRALCK S CUT PARK 1N AL E
No I RYTo6ETARACRO LS.

SLO0606171207KW0Q



8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
[ Member of the General Publc. ¢ uTHER VIEEAGE
B Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
L) Member of an Interest Group Please specify

Q Agency Representative Please specify

9. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

D No D Yes Please comment

ISWRAM IN SILVER LAKE AS A /LD
10 Please provide your name and contact information (optional)
WAYNE HENR t& & 22l & 7 #$o00 8

Are you on the project ma hng hist?
Oves o, please add my name and contact nformation to the mailing hist

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made publ ¢ at the completion of this
study. Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments ncluded anonymously 2 Please withhold my
name and contact information from publication in the C ass EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to

Steve Brown, MBA, P Eng Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Serv ces, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regna St S
Ernail steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Emal

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Murnicipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number ncluded in a submission will becorme part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec Ch2m-

5L0606171207KWO



Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park

- Environmental Assessment Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #1 - June 22, 2017

Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

1. Do you have any comments, questions, or concerns with the defined purpose of this project, which is "to conduct a
Class Environmental Assessment to explore alternatives to address the rehabilitation of Silver Lake and Laure! Creek in
Waterloo Park"?

O no O ves Please comment,

2. Data collection activities are underway in the study area. Are you aware of any particular locations and/or features within
the study area that you believe may be significant for the purpose of this study?

U no L ves Please comment,

3. Do you have a particular issue or concern related to this study that you wish to see addressed?

o [ ves Please comment,

4. Have any of the following conditions limited your enjoyment of Waterloo Park (check all that apply)?

moor Water Quality B/I;ark Connectivity (e.g., use of trails or Boardwalk)
ediment build up in the Lake @étream Conditions Upstream of the Lake
@/Safety near the water mecreational Use and Safety

DOther(pieasespeafy é&d/}' anll i pope @l ?%.’Zre/ /vmé‘w/ ¢ [rtreng
a ghn¥ ﬁmﬂ%@d%%g._- — e e mwayM/a%

5. What do you feel are the most important criteria to cons:der when choosing the best option for Waterloo Park?
(e.g. protecting the environment, the park’s historical sngnlf icance, recreational use, etc)

Pleasecornrnent M/ m Jw—c, VP gL M%[J/;Wpﬂ" M(/‘m’/t‘/?ﬁmf

6. 'm |ve a emrzmog péoﬁecﬁ%@%%ﬁ%ﬁ’%ﬂ%ﬂclass Enwronmené? f w

Assessment studies.

7. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the proposed decision-making process that will be followed?

Q No Q Ye;gf?se com‘gg}t}a_m N FM" Wm‘Z—r
«ff daﬂb(.—//m“/a/f W ?“: e T i
@rea Y - it P
e ¥ — T




8. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
L Member of the General Public
O Resident/Landowner with'n the Laurel Creek Watershed

Member of an Interest Group Please specify ” /L?"”?’l’-‘"" \Z% %/ o %«
ezl

Q Agency Representative Please specify

S. Do you have any add tional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

U No L ves Please comment,

LN

P ease prov de your name and contact information (optional}

Are you on the project ma hing list?
Qves no, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list

Your completed Comment Sheet wil be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the completion of this

study. Please place a v" in the box below If you wish to have your comments inc uded anonymously. L Please withhold my
name and contact informat on from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the reg stration table for this Informat'on Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by July 3, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Water co
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Servi es, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L QA4 Waterloo City entre
Phone: (519) 585 7446 100 Regina St S
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments w |l be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Murncipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Ervironmental Assessment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number in luded in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such persona deta Is not be included n the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

Waterloo Stantec  ch2w

SLOGOG171207KWO



Ministry of Tourism, Ministére du Tourisme, ’\):

Culture and Sport de la Culture et du Sport )
»
Heritage Program Unit Unité des programmes patrimoine et
Programs and Services Branch Direction des programmes et des services p . nta rIO
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700
Toronto ON M7A 0A7 Toronto ON M7A 0A7
Tel: 416 314 7145 Tél: 416 314 7145
Fax: 416 212 1802 Téléc: 416 212 1802

July 4, 2017 (EMAIL ONLY)

Steve Brown, P.Eng.
Stantec
100-300 Hagey Boulevard

Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4
E: steve.brown@stantec.com

RE: MTCSfile#: 0006870
Proponent:  City of Waterloo

Subject: Notice of Addendum, Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
Location: City of Waterloo, Region of Waterloo, Ontario

Dear Steve Brown:

Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with the Notice of Addendum
for your project. MTCS’s interest in this Environmental Assessment (EA) project relates to its mandate of
conserving Ontario’s cultural heritage, which includes:

e Archaeological resources, including land-based and marine;
o Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and,
e Cultural heritage landscapes.

Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s potential impact on cultural
heritage resources. While some cultural heritage resources may have already been formally identified,
others may be identified through screening and evaluation. Indigenous communities may have knowledge
that can contribute to the identification of cultural heritage resources, and we suggest that any
engagement with Indigenous communities includes a discussion about known or potential cultural
heritage resources that are of value to these communities. Municipal Heritage Committees, historical
societies and other local heritage organizations may also have knowledge that contributes to the
identification of cultural heritage resources.

Archaeological Resources

Your EA project may impact archaeological resources and you should screen the project with the MTCS
Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential and Criteria for Evaluating Marine Archaeological
Potential to determine if an archaeological assessment is needed. MTCS archaeological sites data are
available at archaeology@ontario.ca. If your EA project area exhibits archaeological potential, then an
archaeological assessment (AA) should be undertaken by an archaeologist licenced under the OHA, who
is responsible for submitting the report directly to MTCS for review.

Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes

The MTCS Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage
Landscapes should be completed to help determine whether your EA project may impact cultural heritage
resources. The Clerk/s for the City of Waterloo and Region of Waterloo can provide information on
property registered or designated under the Ontario Heritage Act. Municipal Heritage Planners can also
provide information that will assist you in completing the checklist.



http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0478E~3/$File/0478E.pdf
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0503E~1/$File/0503E.pdf
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0503E~1/$File/0503E.pdf
mailto:archaeology@ontario.ca
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf

If potential or known heritage resources exist, MTCS recommends that a Heritage Impact Assessment
(HIA), prepared by a qualified consultant, should be completed to assess potential project impacts. Our
Ministry’s Info Sheet #5: Heritage Impact Assessments and Conservation Plans outlines the scope of
HIAs. Please send the HIA to MTCS for review, and make it available to local organizations or individuals
who have expressed interest in review.

Environmental Assessment Reporting

All technical heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and incorporated into EA
projects. Please advise MTCS whether any technical heritage studies will be completed for your EA
project, and provide them to MTCS before issuing a Notice of Completion. If your screening has identified
no known or potential cultural heritage resources, or no impacts to these resources, please include the
completed checklists and supporting documentation in the EA report or file.

Thank-you for consulting MTCS on this project: please continue to do so through the EA process, and
contact me for any questions or clarification.

Sincerely,

Joseph Muller, RPP/MCIP
Heritage Planner
Joseph.Muller@Ontario.ca

Copied to: Jessica Kellerman, Project manager, City of Waterloo

It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or
file is accurate. MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the any checklists,
reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTCS be liable for any harm,
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or supporting documents are
discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.

Please notify MTCS if archaeological resources are impacted by EA project work. All activities impacting archaeological resources
must cease immediately, and a licensed archaeologist is required to carry out an archaeological assessment in accordance with the
Ontario Heritage Act and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists.

If human remains are encountered, all activities must cease immediately and the local police as well as the Cemeteries Regulation
Unit of the Ministry of Government and Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated
with archaeological resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensure that the site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which
would be a contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act.


http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/publications/Heritage_Tool_Kit_Heritage_PPS_infoSheet.pdf

Attachment E — PIC #1 Summary Table



Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park, Envir

y Table of C

Document Date: July 10, 2017

A Project - C Tracking Form

d from Public Information Centre #1 - June 22, 107

Ref:‘r:_nce Submitted By Description of Issues Response
Conditions that have limited their enjoyment of Waterloo |Other Comments: What is felt to be the most Nature of your interest in study? |Primary Topic of Concern Secondary Topic of Concern
important criteria when choosing
the best option for Waterloo
Park?
page 7 |W. Kraus - water collects in some of the trails during rain events, forming puddles. Low areas should be filled in Member of the General Recreational Use and Safety Thank you for noting this concern. Maintenance issues have
- the Park should have more benches to allow for sitting near the lake Public been considered in the identification of preferred solutions.
Benches may be considered in the detailed design phase of
o the Project.
Quality
tecting the Environment
Recreational ;fi:j’{‘;"i‘"
Use & Safety i k's Historical Significance
Member of Interest Group:
S Safety Near reational Use & Safety
Conditions
the Water
Upstream
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
page 9 |Edith Kraus - the trails are not levelled which allows water to collect. The uneven terrain makes it unsafe to walk in some areas due to the Member of the General Recreational Use and Safety Protecting the Environment Thank you for noting this concern. Maintenance issues have
danger of spraining a leg or ankle Public been considered in the identification of preferred solutions.
- The lake area should have more park benches and nice shrubbery or flowers would be an improvement Benches may be considered in the detailed design phase of
P"q"l::l‘:f;e' -the display of a name (e.g. Canada Trail Area) is good but the surrounding area is very messy the Project.
tecting the Environment
Recreational Bm"l‘f"i‘n e e
Use & Safety oo La'l,(e k's Historical Significance
Member of Interest Group:
S Safety Near reational Use & Safety
Conditions
the Water
Upstream
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
page 11 |unknown - get rid of geese in the park and area Member of the General Recreational Use and Safety Protecting the Environment Thank you for noting this concern.The Study purpose is to
- do not want musical events (e.g. bands, loud speakers) near Fr. David Bauer Drive. Local residents will be affected by band music Public identify a preferred solution for rehabilitating Silver Lake and
during the summer; please keep events out of this area. Laurel Crekw ithin the Study Area. The preferred solution will
""q";;’l‘:f;e’ balance a number of criteria to reach a conclusion.
‘tectingthe Environment
Recreational Bm"l‘f"i‘n e e
Use & Safety oo La'l,(e Park's Historical Significance
Member of Interest Group:
Stream Safety Near Recreational Use & Safety
Conditions
the Water
Upstream
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
page 13 |Gordon - the timeline to complete the project is too long at 3 to 4 years; Remedial work needs to be completed much quicker Member of the General Recreational Use and Safety Protecting the Environment Thank you for noting these concerns. The project timeline is
Greavette - connectivity between the two sides of the park is now split by the LRT rail tracks Public appropriate for a Schedule B project under the MEA
- connectivity and sediment build up of Silver Lake should be addressed guidelines in order to ensure a propre assessment.
P"Q";;',‘:f;“ - we need to follow the decision making process but speed it up so that the remediation is completed in a more timely manner of Connectivity isseus are to be considered in the identification
1to 2 years versus 3 to 4 years . . of the preferred solution.
N . . . - . Protecting the Environment
S - with the construction of the LRT, Waterloo Park has effectively been cut in half. For proper use, connectivity between the 2 sides
Recreational . . i i i, i H
ety Bn:;:d l:,;.n shou‘ld be enhanf:ed4 At IeastAone more f:rossmg point, probably half way between Seagram t{) Father David Bauer Drive is Park's Historical Significance
- required (e.g. build a pedestrian foot bridge over the tracks or at least a controlled level crossing) Member of Interest Group:
S Safety Near .:reational Use & Safety
Conditions
the Water
Upstream
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
page 15 |Doris Hilker - the project is long overdue. Silver Lake is a disgrace and it needs to at least be "cleaned up" during the project duration Member of the General Protecting the Environment Recreational Use and Safety Thank you for noting these concerns. Cleaning up Silver Lake
- We are dissapointed that this is such a long range project. Tidy up the mess around the lake in the interim Public is one of the main reasons for the Project. The project
- the length of the "study project" is so disappointing timeline is appropriate for a Schedule B project under the
P"q"l:;'l‘:f;e’ - the environment is the top priority. If the Park is ever to become the "jewel of the City" than please do something now MEA guidelines in order to ensure a propre assessment.
- the process (i.e. consultation) will be too slow tecting the Environment
S - we are here because we live beside the Park (Luther Village). Very disappointed to see only one City of Waterloo employee to e
Recreational - . i i " " ;
roeeHTRy Bn:;:d l:,;.n deal with questions. Only one ‘consultant team member seemed open to answer questions. ) o B } Park's Historical Significance
- -At least someone connected directly to the Park should see that the general area of the "lake" is kept in pristine condition until Member of Interest Group:
ST . the work is complete - Recreational Use & Safety
onditions the Water - 3 years to complete the project?
Upstream
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
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page 17 |Marguerite - the sedimentary build up in Silver Lake may be significant for the purpose of this study Member of the General Protecting the Environment Recreational Use and Safety Thank you for noting these concerns. The project timeline is
Greavette

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- limited access points to both sections of the park, due to LRT construction, is limiting enjoyment of Waterloo Park

- environment protection is important but also having a site that is a positive draw and asset to the Waterloo comunity

- from the study to implementation of recommendations is potentially a 3 year period. The site is already in a state of concern.
This is taking a long time to address the issues which have already been in evidence for several years

- assessment for additional pedestrian/bike access over the LRT should be considered

- Psychologically and physically, there is a divide in the park that limits its use and accessibility

.tectingthe Environment

Park's Historical Significance

Recreational Use & Safety

Public

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

appropriate for a Schedule B project under the MEA
guidelines in order to ensure a proper assessment. Park
connectivity isseus are to be considered in the identification of
the preferred solution.

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- there are wooded areas that are important wildlife habitat i.e. birds

-1 am concerned that wildlife habitat be preserved

- Silver Lake was Abraham Erb's mill pond, so it is extremely important in the City's heritage

-1 am also concerned that the heritage value of Silver Lake (the mill pond) be recognized

Protecting the Environment

Member of the General
Public

.k's Historical Significance
Member of Interest Group:

Recreational Use

Historical Significance

Agency Representative:

Protecting the Environment

Thank you for noting these concerns. Stantec is actively
conducting field work, including species at risk habitat and
species observations that will be considered in the
identification of the preferred solution. The heritage value in
the Park will be considered in the identification of the
preferred solution.

page 21 |Steven -the lack of a leash free dog park has limited my enjoyment of Waterloo Park; a leash free dog park should be added Recreational Use and Safety Protecting the Environment Thank you for noting these concerns. At this time, an off
Schmidt - improve: water quality, trails and lighting, maintenance leash dog park is not being considered in the assessment.
The assessment will consider water quality, trails and
""q";;’l‘:f;e’ connectivity, and maintenance requirements in order to
' . Resident/Landowner within identify the preferred solution.
Protecting the Environment | the | aurel Creek Watershed
Recreational Bm"l‘f"i‘n e . o
Use & Safety oo La'l,(e Park's Historical Significance
Member of Interest Group:
S Safety Near .l:reational Use & Safety
%’;‘s‘:'r‘e':r': the Water
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
page 23 |Peter Coo - concerned with fresh water habitat (e.g. low oxygen and high temperatures) Member of the General Protecting the Environment Thank you for noting these concerns. Stantec is actively
-the LRT isolates the two halves of the park Public conducting field work to help support the identification of the
- environment protection is first priority as Waterloo has plenty of recreational space preferred solution. Connectivity isseus are to be considered in
P"Q"L::::“ - study Columbia Lake - that project had both positive and negative results - — the identification of the preferred solution. Environmental
. . Resident/Landowner within protection is a key consideration in the identification of the
tectingthe Environment | the | urel Creek Watershed preferred solution.
Recreational ;e.ﬂ;'[‘f".' o L
Use & Safety “’,"e La‘i’@'" Park's Historical Significance
Stream Safety Near Recreational Use & Safety
%’;‘s‘:'r‘e':r': the Water
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity

page 25 |unknown - desperately needed and probably will need to be redone in 20 years Protecting the Environment

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- "lake" and stream; forested areas - they need to be kept healthy

- there has been improvement here in the last 20 years

- we should be better maintaining our jewel

-trees - plant more, care for them, don't cut them down when they are healthy as you did with the gingkos

- no animals (e.g. domestic: pigs, sheep, goats) this year...why not? Would be so great for moms and kids in strollers
- Consider a pleasant stream rather thank a lake, filling the silted area with attractive plants
- there is constant need for more staff/resources (i.e. money) to maintain the park

tecting the Environment

k's Historical Significance

Recreational Use & Safety

Member of the General
Public

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

Historical Significance

Thank you noting these concerns. The Study is designed to
identify the preferred solution to rehabilitating Silver Lake and
Laurel Creek within the Study Area which will consider the a
variety of alternative solutions.



dmacdonald
Highlight
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page 27 |unknown

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

-when | was young we swam in Silver Lake. It is a jewel in the centre of our City and we must preserve it
- when driving on Westmount Road by the Shell service station there was lots of garbage around

- the park bush by the University has lots of dead and fallen trees

- please no festival area near residential or seniors home

Protecting the Environment

.k's Historical Significance

Recreational Use & Safety

Member of the General
Public

Historical Significance

Resident/Landowner within
the Laurel Creek Watershed

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

Recreational Use and Safety

Thank you for noting these concerns, and for offering
historical information regarding your use of the Park.

page 29 |unknown

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- that all this is to take 4 years - impossible that it should take that long

- streams within the bush area and walking trails should be considered significant for the study

- a rapid dredging and clean up of Silver Lake; this should not take any longer than 2 years (e.g. Victoria Park Lake in Kitchener)
- festivals and music areas should be located at the further end of the Park, away from Father Bauer Dr. retirement areas and
away from the Barrel Yards; this makes for loud music in the summer time

- definitely the environment and recreational use are most important

- environment studies do not take long to make, this has been done before

-yes, I'm concerned with the time you say it will take. Do not use $800,000 for trails; use it for Waterloo Park and make a
beautiful area for all to enjoy

- there were no city counsellors here at the meeting to talk to

‘tectingthe Environment

Park's Historical Significance

.reational Use & Safety

Member of the General
Public

Recreational Use and Safety

Resident/Landowner within
the Laurel Creek Watershed

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

Protecting the Environment

Thank you for noting these concerns. The project timeline is
appropriate for a Schedule B project under the MEA
guidelines in order to ensure a proper assessment. Park
connectivity isseus are to be considered in the identification of
the preferred solution. Members of the Project team were
available at the PIC to talk to. Environmental surveys should
be conducted, as appropriate (for example, migratory bird
searchs every year).

page 31 |Dennis

- this park is a disgrace to the City of Waterloo

Member of the General

Recreational Use and Safety

Protecting the Environment

Thank you for noting these concerns. The Project team has

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- protecting the environment and open pedestrian access for local residents are the most impoprtant criteria
- would be happy to communicate project information to our membership (~250 people) to solicit feedback and input

‘tectingthe Environment

Park's Historical Significance

reational Use & Safety

®

Resident/Landowner within
the Laurel Creek Watershed

Agency Representative:

Hilker - maybe we should ask the City of Kitchener on how to do this? Public been selceted based on the success of Victoria Park Lake,
- do something now as this is long overdue including the same key team members to rehabilitate Silver
Pu;;;ll‘:la‘:er it's not currently healthy around the lake Lake. The project timeline is appropriate for a Schedule B
- clean the lake and clean the approach; make it look like it should be . . project under the MEA guidelines in order to ensure a proper
o - Protecting the Environment assessment
S - how long is this going to take? ) -
Recreational . . i it
T Bn:;:d Fi in - why do we have only one representative from the City of Waterloo? Park's Historical Significance
- - this area would turn me away from locating in the City centre core Member of Interest Group:
S Safety Near .creational Use & Safety
Conditions
the Water
Upstream
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
page 33 |Jon - avoid threatening the native species Member of the General Public |Protecting the Environment Recreational Use and Safety Thank you for noting these concerns. Environmental
Walgate - off-leash dogs running free are harming wildlife (e.g. breeding birds, etc.)

protection and public safety will be factored into the
identification of the preferred solution.

page 35 |Paul Bosch

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- Silver Lake is an eyesore/mess

.tectingthe Environment

Park's Historical Significance

Recreational Use & Safety

Member of the General Public

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

Protecting the Environment

Recreational Use and Safety

Your concern supports the purpose of the Study: to idntify the
preferred solution for rehabilitating Silver Lake and Laurel
Creek within Waterloo Park.
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page 37

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- goose poop is a concern

- the pure pleasure of being in our park is most important; enhance the beauty and safety and cleanliness
- huge disappointment that there was no presentation at the meeting

- no City councillors at the meeting...why?

Protecting the Environment

Park's Historical Significance

.zreational Use & Safety

Member of the General Recreational Use and Safety

Public

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

Protecting the Environment

Thank you for noting these concerns. Goose management
will be considered in the idtentification of the preferred
solution. The Public Information Centre is not a formal
presentation but is designed to be open house style to
facilitate attendance within a 2-3 hour span.

page 39 |unknown

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- the boardwalk is too dirty because of dirt from the geese; no enjoyment to walk
-in our opinion, the park needs a lot of maintenance work
- put some more benches out because there are older people who like to sit down once in a while

‘tectingthe Environment

Park's Historical Significance

‘reational Use & Safety

Member of the General Public |Recreational Use and Safety

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

Protecting the Environment

Thank you for noting these concerns. Goose management
and maintenance issues will be considered in the
identification of the preferred solution. Design, such as bench
placement, will be considered during the next phase of the
project.

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

- the lake needs dredging

- there is plenty of goose droppings

- the process is too long

- the LRT tracks cuts the park in half; there is no way to get across
-luse to swim in the lake as a child

Protecting the Environment
Park's Historical Significance

Recreational Use & Safety

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

page 41 |Shari - well-lit trails and a clean lake should be addressed by the study Recreational Use and Safety Thank you for noting these concerns. Trail accessibility and
Schmidt -a park that's clean and trails that are safe (e.g. lights and not muddy) are important criteria water quality will be considered in the identification of the
-1 would like to see a fenced-in dog park for all the people who own dogs from uptown Waterloo, who live in condominiums, etc. preferred solution. An off-leash dog park has not been
MR consdiered in the assessment.
. Resident/Landowner within
Protectingthe Environment | the | aurel Creek Watershed
Recreational S .
Use & Safety B e Park's Historical Significance
Member of Interest Group:
et Sy ey .creational Use & Safety
Upstream the Water
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
page 43 -1 think the study is a good idea Protecting the Environment Historical Significance Thank you for your feedback. Stantec is actively planning
-the brush and second growth areas, along the creek, are heavily used by migrant birds field surveys to be conducted during the appropriate timing
- using part of Silver Lake as a wetland seems like a good idea window, including use by migratory birds. Potential wetland
P“g{]:{j‘” creation may be considered in the assessment to identify the
. . . Resident/Landowner within preferred solution.
tecting the Environment | the |aurel Creek Watershed
Recreational SRS
Use & Safety LR k's Historical Significance
Member of Interest Group:
S Safety Near Recreational Use & Safety
cu"p"s‘:'r‘:r’:f the Water :
Park Agency Representative:
Connectivity
page 45 |Wayne - they should build up the dam to allow water to cover the weeds and mud Member of the General Public |Recreational Use and Safety Thank you for noting these concerns and for offering
Henrich

infomration regarding your use of the Park. Water quality,
goose management and connectivity issues will be
considered in the identification of the preferred solution.
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page 47 |unknown

Poor Water
Quality

” Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity

Description of Issues

- clean and improve all these instead of paving a short piece of walkway with $800,000; use it in the rest of the park
- protecting the environment, historical significance, and recreational use are all important. So is the improvement of animal
pens, walkways, roads instead of paving one walkway with special pavement. Forget that gimmick because gimmicks work only
for a month

- Spend the $800,000 on improving everything in the park and people will come for a far longer period than with the gimmick

- no festival area so close to a senior residence

tecting the Environment
k's Historical Significance

reational Use & Safety

Member of the General Public

Member of Interest Group:

Agency Representative:

Recreational Use and Safety

Response

Thank you for noting these concerns. The project timeline is
appropriate for a Schedule B project under the MEA
guidelines in order to ensure a proper assessment.
Connectivity isseus are to be considered in the identification
of the preferred solution. The project timeline is appropriate
for a Schedule B project under the MEA guidelines in order to
ensure a propre assessment.|31




orange "slice" is considered to be selected. Example below indicates that Poor Water Quality is selected.

Poor Water
Quality

Sediment
Build Up in
the Lake

Recreational
Use & Safety

Stream
Conditions
Upstream

Safety Near
the Water

Park
Connectivity




Statistics Summary: Number of Times Selected (Conditions that have limited their enjoyment of Waterloo Park)

Poor Water
Quality: 13

Recreational Sediment
Use & Safety: Build Up in the
4 Lake: 15

Stream
Conditions
Upstream: 6

Safety Near
the Water: 5

Park
Connectivity:
12

Primary Topic of Concern: Secondary Topic of Concern:
Historical Significance: 2 Historical Significance:
Protecting the Environment: 7 Protecting the Environment:

Recreational Use & Safety: 12 Recreational Use & Safety:

Total:

16
17
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MEETING SUMMARY CI/IZ/WI:

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo
Park — Environmental Assessment Addendum Project
Public Information Centre No. 2

PREPARED FOR: Steve Brown, Stantec
PREPARED BY: CH2M
DATE: January 5, 2018

PROJECT NUMBER: 694266

ATTACHMENTS: A —Advertisements
B — Display Panels
C — Information Brief (handout)
D — Sign-In Sheet & Comment Sheets
E — Comment Sheet Summary Table

Introduction

On Tuesday, December 12, 2017 the Project team hosted Public Information Centre (PIC) Number 2 for
the Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park — Environmental Assessment
Addendum Project (the Project). The purpose of the PIC was to present information regarding the
existing conditions of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek, provide a list of alternative solutions, and identify the
process that will be used to evaluate the alternatives in order to determine the preferred solution(s).
The PIC was held from 5:30 pm to 8:00 pm at Waterloo Memorial Recreation Complex, Lion’s Room
(200), located at 101 Father David Bauer Drive in Waterloo, Ontario. A formal notice with PIC details was
advertised in the Waterloo Record on November 30, 2017 and December 30, 2017, and posted to the
City of Waterloo website on November 27, 2017 (Attachment A). Additionally, PIC details (for example,
date, location and time) were posted on mobile signs around the Project study area from November 27,
2017 to December 22, 2017.

Multiple Project team members from the City of Waterloo, Stantec and CH2M attended the PIC. The PIC
was “open-house” style, with fourteen (14) large panels (Attachment B) displaying the study purpose,
key issues and challenges, background information, the assessment process, natural environment
conditions, alternative solutions, and evaluation criteria. Attendees were encouraged to sign-in, view
the panels, ask questions, and complete the Comment Sheet provided. An information brief
(Attachment C) summarizing the content of the display panels was also available for attendees to take
home.

PIC Results

Thirty (30) people signed the Attendance Register (Attachment D). Attendees identified as local
residents, students, members of the general public, and representatives of local interest groups. Some
attendees talked with the Project team, and/or sat to fill in the Comment Sheet. A total of nineteen (19)
sheets were received including seventeen (17) submitted at the PIC and an additional two (2) via email
and mail the following week.

694266 CH2M HILL CANADA LIMITED « COMPANY PROPRIETARY 1



SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE NO. 2

Comment Sheet Results

The comment sheet results are summarized in Attachment E, and indicate that a number of the
respondents were not in favour of the ‘Do-Nothing’ and ‘Remove Silver Lake’ options. There were also a
number of respondents that were in favour of the ‘Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake’ option. It should
be noted that the Comment Sheets captured several questions in regard to the ‘Dredge and
Reconfigure’, ‘Dredge and Reconstruct’, and ‘Create a Channel’ options. Attendees are interested in
learning more about these alternatives including the footprint/configuration considerations, how
downstream sediment loads will be managed and how the ecology of the Park may be impacted by the
implementation of the alternatives. Attachment E provides a detailed breakdown of the comments
received.

When asked about the proposed weighting criteria, 13 respondents found it generally acceptable,
agreeing with or not having an issue with the proposed weighting, and 6 offering their suggested
weighting structure. There is no obvious consensus among the suggested weightings with some
respondents favouring any of the four evaluation categories. Attachment E provides a detailed
breakdown of the suggested weighting structures.

When asked if there were any additional alternatives that should be considered, no additional
alternatives were suggested. However, a number of respondents provided comments/questions in
regard to additional measures for consideration within the existing alternative solutions, including the
following.

e Can upstream erosion be decreased to help limit sediment load?

e If 4 or 5 [Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake or Remove Silver Lake and
Reconfigure Laurel Creek], please offer concepts for improving connectivity across the lake bed.

e Dredge and support edges.

e If Lions Lagoon is gone, can lake be enlarged and will that help the lake?
o  Will Silver Lake ever be swimmable? That should be the goal.

e Introduce two white swans.

e Allowing vegetation to grow along the water’s edge would assist with water quality & lessen
erosion/debris entering the water.

Additional Feedback Received

An email was received from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) acknowledging the
receipt of PIC 2 materials, and reiterating the recommendations previously received in July 2017. As
requested, the Stage 1 archaeological assessment that has been initiated for the Project will be
submitted directly to MTCS.

Summary

The level of interest and attendance at the PIC supports the public consultation objectives of the Project.
Members of the public are interested in learning more about the ‘Dredge and Reconfigure’, ‘Dredge and
Reconstruct’, and ‘Create a Channel’ options since these options impact the social and cultural aspects
of Waterloo Park. It is anticipated that the final PIC for the Project, which will outline the selected
preferred alternative solutions, will see similar levels of interest in the community.

We trust that this summary meets with your approval. If any questions arise regarding this
correspondence, please contact the undersigned at 519.579.3500, extension 73241.

694266 CH2M HILL CANADA LIMITED « COMPANY PROPRIETARY 2
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Regards,

CH2M

Mark Cormack Emma Henderson
Project Manager Environmental Planner

Cc: Tom Mahood

694266 CH2M HILL CANADA LIMITED « COMPANY PROPRIETARY 3
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Public Notices - City of Waterloo Page 1 of 2

Skip navigation

Notice of public information centre #2 - rehabilitation of Silver Lake in
Waterloo Park

Posted on Monday November 27, 2017

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and evaluate
alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park.
Silver Lake is a unique element that has provided recreational amenity
and picturesque aesthetic for the park since 1890, making it a central
feature of the City of Waterloo.

As the community around the park has grown, so have the services to
Waterloo Park and the impacts on its features. The study to rehabilitate
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek is following the requirements under the
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) process.

Public Information Centre (PIC) #2 is being held to present information on
the existing conditions of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek, a list of potential
alternative solutions, and the process that will be used to evaluate the
alternatives in order to determine the preferred solution. The results of
the evaluation process and the recommended solution will be presented
at PIC #3, planned for Spring 2018.

City staff and members of Stantec and CH2M HILL will be available to answer questions, and to receive input
and comments from interested members of the community.

http://www.waterloo.ca/en/news/index.aspx?Feedld=88cebce5-79f5-446e-8ca5-1142808be...  1/4/2018
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PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2

Date: Tuesday, December 12, 2017

Time: 5:30 to 8 p.m.

Location: Waterloo Memorial Recreation Complex
Lion’s Room 200

101 Father David Bauer Drive

Waterloo, ON

CONTACT:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng.
Stantec Project Manager

Phone: (519) 585-7446

Email: steve.brown@stantec.com

or
Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
City of Waterloo Project Manager

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process. All those with an interest in the
project are encouraged to attend the PIC to provide input into the study.

The information presented at the PIC #2 will be available at www.waterloo.cal/silverlake after December 15,
2017.

Back to Search

© 2015 The City of Waterloo Tel: 519-886-1550 TTY (for deaf): 1-866-786-3941
PO Box 337 Stn Waterloo, Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Contact Directory Privacy Accessibility Careers

http://www.waterloo.ca/en/news/index.aspx?Feedld=88cebce5-79f5-446e-8ca5-1142808be...  1/4/2018
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Skip navigation

Silver Lake

Update - environmental assessment addendum for Silver Lake
Tell us what you think!

Public information session #2 - Tuesday, Dec. 12, 2017

On Dec. 12, 2017 a second public information centre was held to present:

« information on the existing conditions of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek,
« a list of potential alternative solutions, and

« the process that will be used to evaluate the alternatives in order to determine the preferred solution.

The following presentation materials were available at this public information centre:

* comment sheet
» information brief

» presentation boards outlining the alternatives

Please note: The above documents are not accessible in their current format. If you require this document in an alternative format
please contact the project manager indicated at the top of this page.

For interested individuals not able to attend this public information centre, you may download the comment sheet or provide your
feedback through engageWaterloo, the city's online forum before Dec. 22, 2017.

Please note: The results of the evaluation process and the recommended solutions will be presented at public information session #3,
planned for the Spring of 2018.

Background

A Silver Lake and Laurel Creek environmental assessment (EA) addendum is currently underway and expected to be complete by late
fall 2018. The scope of the EA is to determine a preferred rehabilitation option for Silver Lake and Laurel Creek within Waterloo Park
taking into account flood control, hydraulic capacity, operations, maintenance, water quality, aquatic habitat, aesthetics, public input,
safety, social, heritage, cultural and recreational uses. Currently, surface water discharge creates poor water quality and sediment
conditions in Silver Lake and contributes to the instability of Laurel Creek. Stream restoration is required to improve water conveyance
in the park, while maintaining attention to the flooding limits, natural aesthetics of the park, cultural landscape elements, and the short
and long-term implementation concepts. The study will identify and evaluate alternatives for enhancing and protecting the ecological
function and natural features within the park, ensuring that Silver Lake and laurel Creek continue to be key attractions in the city. Once
the EA is complete, work will begin on a detailed design and construction plan. Construction is anticipated to take place in 2019/2020.

http://www.waterloo.ca/en/gettingactive/silverlake.asp 1/4/2018
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Public engagement
Public information centre - June 22, 2017

In order to provide further information on the Class EA process, background information on the assignment and to receive input from
the community, the city held a public information centre on June 22. The following documents and presentation materials were
available at this centre:

* Notice of the study's commencement
» Display panels with details about the scope, objectives, background, process and timelines
 Information brief providing a summary of the project objects, work highlights and next steps

+ Comment sheet used to collect feedback from residents
The above documents are not accessible in their current format. If you require these documents in an alternative format please
contact the project manager indicated on this page or call TTY 1-866-786-3941.
Public information centre - May 16, 2017
A number of initiatives are taking place in Waterloo Park including:

» upgrades to the Central Street entranceway to the park;

« trail improvements to the central promenade (Laurel/Trans Canada Trail) that runs through the park and will operate
parallel to the Region of Waterloo's light rail transit (LRT) corridor;

« the transfer of programming from two existing ball diamonds (1 and 2) in Waterloo Park in order to provide space for a
proposed festival area in the heart of the park;

http://www.waterloo.ca/en/gettingactive/silverlake.asp 1/4/2018



Silver Lake - City of Waterloo Page 3 of 3

« the beginning of an environmental assessment addendum to address issues with Silver Lake and Laurel Creek within the
park; and

« the beginning of a park strategy to develop a vision for our park systems throughout Waterloo.

An informal public information centre was held where residents were invited to drop in to learn more about the changes planned for
Waterloo Park and speak with the project managers involved in the above initiatives.

Share your feedback

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process. If you wish to be placed on the mailing list to receive
notices and information, or if you wish to provide comments at any time during the Class EA process, you can do so, by contacting:

Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project manager, water resources

Engineering Services, Design and Construction
City of Waterloo

100 Regina St. S.

Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

519-886-1550, ext. 78243
jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng.
Project manager

Stantec

100-300 Hagey Boulevard
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4
519-585-7446
steve.brown@stantec.com

For more information about Waterloo Park and improvements taking place, please e-mail waterlooparkimprovements@waterloo.ca.

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public record. Under the
Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act, any personal information
such as name, address and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the public record unless the comments
specifically request that such personal details not be included in the public record.

More information about Silver Lake

Silver Lake provides a scenic urban-lake setting in the core of the City of Waterloo. It has been environmentally rehabilitated and
enhanced with recreational opportunities.

Take a calming walk on the boardwalk or enjoy watching waterfowl and a variety of aquatic plants from the gazebos. Please do not
feed the ducks, swans and geese - it leads to a number of issues, including sickness and disease, overpopulation and pollution,
among others.

Abraham Erb - Waterloo's first settler - built Silver Lake as a water source for his grist mill. The original mill, which was built in 1816,
was an important economic and social centre, and encouraged settlement in the area.

In the late 1800s, Silver Lake was used to harvest ice for refrigeration, with 8,000 to 10,000 tons of ice blocks cut in an average year.
The ice storehouse was on the south side of the lake where the Perimeter Institute stands today. A replica of the original grist mill is
nearby, and is now a popular location for weddings and events.

© 2015 The City of Waterloo Tel: 519-886-1550 TTY (for deaf): 1-866-786-3941
PO Box 337 Stn Waterloo, Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Contact Directory Privacy Accessibility Careers

http://www.waterloo.ca/en/gettingactive/silverlake.asp 1/4/2018
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City of Waterloo

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
in Waterloo Park - Environmental

Assessment Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #2
December 12, 2017 - 5:30 pm to 8 pm

Welcome!

a Your feedback is important to us. Please sign in and take an Information Bulletin, and fill
out a Comment Sheet and place it in the box provided, or send it to the address on the
form prior to December 22, 2017

0 City of Waterloo staff, and consultants from Stantec and CH2M are available to answer
your questions.

City of Waterloo Stantec
Jessica Kellerman Steve Brown
Project Manager, Water Resources Project Manager
CH2M
Tom Mahood

Environmental Assessment Lead

ng@loo / Mt\.
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Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabil

Study Purpose

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Waterloo Park has been described as the

Jewel of the City’, and Silver Lake is a unique element that has provided recreational amenity
and picturesque aesthetic for the Park since 1890, making it a central feature of the City of
Waterloo. As the community around the Park has grown, so have the services of Waterloo Park
and the impacts on its features.

Problem Statement

Currently, surface water discharge creates poor water quality and
sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and contributes to the instability
of Laurel Creek. Stream restoration is required to improve water
conveyance in the Park, while maintaining attention to the flooding
limits, natural aesthetics of the Park, cultural landscape elements,

and the short and long-term implementation concepts. The study
will identify and evaluate alternatives for enhancing and protecting
the ecological function and natural features within the Park, ensuring
that Silver Lake and Laurel Creek continue to be key attractions in the
City of Waterloo.

Project Objectives

The Project objective is to determine the
preferred Rehabilitation Option for Silver Lake
and Laurel Creek within the study area located
in Waterloo Park, and to carry out the associated
Class EA Addendum:

1. The focus of Silver Lake is to investigate and outline a
strategy for addressing siltation issues.

2. The focus of Laurel Creek is to establish the existing conditions of the stream channel and outline
potential corrective measures.
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Key Issues and Challenges

The current state of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek present several key challenges and opportunities:

o Waterloo Park has a long and rich heritage, and is developing based on the Waterloo
Park Master Plan outlining elements that the EA must consider including key view sheds,
interpretive opportunities, and historic elements.

o Natural heritage features including wetland and woodland communities, wildlife species at
risk, and natural vegetation will be protected throughout construction and supported as a
result of the study (e.g., habitat creation).

o Silver Lake is an online pond that continues to accumulate sediment from the upstream
drainage area despite dredging activities in 1997, and requires the removal of approximately
30,000 m? of sediment to restore lake storage capacity and improve water quality.

o Theinstability of Laurel Creek remains an issue in after the
implementation of many recommended measures, and
upstream development has and will continue to modify the flow
characteristics of the watercourse.

@ Stream restoration must work to improve water conveyance
in the park while paying attention to flooding limits, natural
aesthetics, and cultural landscape elements.

@ The original EA outlined several recommendations that are
currently past the threshold for implementation (as defined in
the MEA Class EA process).

© The study needs to ensure there is safe and reliable access for
operations and maintenance activities.

alerloo
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Background

@ Historic uses of Silver Lake include swimming, picnicking, boating and leisure. Waterloo Park
was once primarily devoted to pedestrians and cyclists.

© In1995, the City and the Grand River Conservation Authority carried out the Class EA A
Rehabilitation Plan for Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park”. This addressed the
cultural heritage of Laurel Creek and Silver Lake, and included technical approaches to
improve water quality through measures such as sediment management, improved lake
circulation, and naturalization of many riparian areas.

© The poor water quality and sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and the instability
of Laurel Creek upstream of Silver Lake, continue to be an issue 20 years after the
implementation of many of the recommended measures.

@ Currently, Waterloo Park is a mixed-use park that accommodates several types of users, and
will continue to develop based on the Waterloo Park Master Plan (2009). The park is now a
transportation hub with the Light Rail Transit (LRT) introducing a major mode of transport
linking Waterloo Park to the larger community. The broadening of our community has
introduced new park uses (for example, the Skate Park).

© The Central Promenade is currently
under construction. Construction
of the Central Street Entrance is
anticipated to begin in summer 2018,
The Central Promenade work includes
a second pedestrian bridge across
the mouth of Silver Lake. The East
and West sections of the Park will be
connected over the LRT lines with
additional connections made in the
future. There are also plans for the
expansion of the Festival Area which
may see the relocation of sports fields
to other areas within the park over the next few years..

f
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Class Environmental Assessment Process

The study will follow the Municipal Class EA process (as amended in 2007, 2011, and 2015) to
meet, at a minimum, Phases 1and 2 of the process:

Problem Definition

¢ Identify needs
¢ Define the Problem or Opportunity
¢ Initiate Consultation

Phase 1

entory Natural & Social Environment

Including:

¢ Aquatic habitat field reconnaissance
Three season botanical survey

Turtle Basking & migratory bird surveys
Heritage feature assessment

Surface water investigation

Develop & Assess Alternatives

ative solutions

tial environmental impacts
ation measures

native solutions

Schedule B Projects

Phase 2

ecommend Preferred Alternatives

¢ Cost Estimates

¢ Implementation Plan

¢ Long-term Monitoring/Maintenance/Contingency
Strategies

¢ Recommendation for Further Study, if applicable

¢ Preliminary Design or Preferred Alternatives

Environmental Screening Report

Prepare Draft Report
Final Report

Notice of Completion
30-Day Public Review

THE ATY OF
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Natural Environment Conditions

Wetlands

There are two wetlands within the Study Area. The first is located immediately upstream of Silver Lake, comprised of riparian
vegetation and some meadow marsh areas, and is approximately 1.9 ha in size. The second wetland is located near University
Avenue, consists mainly of meadow marsh habitat, and is approximately 04 ha.
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Natural Environment Conditions (continued)

Eastern Wood Peewee

Brown Bullhead

THE ATY OF m
Waterloo

Snapping Turtle nest

Pumpkinseed

Green Frog

White Sucker

Northern Leopard Frog
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Natural Environment Conditions (continued)

Current Conditions

Site reconnaissance completed in May 2017 indicates that many of the same conditions exist from the 2013 assessment, now
with the addition of the culvert/bridge structure and LRT tracks. Sediment has continued to accumulate within Silver Lake,

which has extended to the newly installed triple box culvert for the rail crossings. Some of the areas of concern identified in
the field are shown below. @ Debrisin Trash Racks

e Pedestrian Bridge °Weir Remnants @ Soil Erosion
eGabion Basket Walls

@ Surface Erosion and Rills

w ® oal®

. Waterloo Park

@ -crodedouttal

@Silver Lake Outlet =
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Alternative Solutions

Alternative Solutions are defined as:

“feasible alternative ways of solving an identified problem (deficiency) or
addressing an opportunity, from which a preferred solution is selected”

Alternative Solutions that may provide sediment management and water quality improvement
within Waterloo Park are inclusive of repairs, shoreline and drainage improvements, and water
quality controls related to stormwater direct discharge locations (for example, parking lots).
Water quality controls that are considered in each of the Alternative Solutions may include:

@ Source Control Options - A variety of stormwater source control options (for example, low
impact development [LID], oil grit separators [OGS]) are available to improve stormwater
quality.

@ Implement End-of-Pipe Control Options - A variety of stormwater end-of-pipe control
options within the park (for example, Stormwater Engineered Facility) are available to
improve levels of stormwater quality management.

f
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Alternative Solutions

1. Do Nothing

© No measures to improve current conditions: Silver Lake and Laurel Creek are
left in their current condition and no extraordinary measures are implemented.

2. Dredge and Reconstruct

@ Dredge Silver Lake to original condition: the lake will maintain its current
configuration and the sediment in the existing lake dredged (and properly
managed) to improve current conditions.

@ Re-Construct Laurel Creek: the creek will be reconstructed within Waterloo Park
to improve water quality and quantity.

3. Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake

o Dredge Silver Lake: sediment will be dredged (and properly managed) with
additional measures taken to improve the circulation of water in the lake which
may include:

° reconfiguring the footprint/shoreline of the lake

° changing the depth of the lake

° implementing sediment management and water quality improvement (for
example, a sediment forebay up or downstream of the Light Rail Trail)

@ Additional measures may include spot repairs along Laurel Creek in the west study area such as debris removal, pedestrian (=
bridge improvements, weir removal, gabion replacement, or bank stabilization, all using natural channel design principles.
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Alternative Solutions (continued)

4. Create a Channel for Laurel Creek Around Silver Lake

@ Dredge Silver Lake: Sediment in the lake would be dredged (and properly
managed).

e B
. & -
| %?ﬂ sprna o H
| : i Yound.
| L 3 sreete|
~our®
East
uuuuu
h Area
NS
. Study
Area

@ Laurel Creek s left inits current condition with a Laurel Creek channel around
the existing lake and a remaining water feature (for example, a smaller lake,
wetland, pond). Additional measures may include spot repairs along Laurel Creek
in the west study area such as debris removal, pedestrian bridge improvements, . .,
weir removal, gabion replacement, or bank stabilization, all using natural channel SN o8 Y N )
design principles.

5. Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek

@ Remove Silver Lake from the system by removing the lake outlet structure.

@ Laurel Creek will be reconfigured to provide a stable section of creek through
the area that is currently Silver lake. Additional measures may include spot
repairs along Laurel Creek in the west study area such as debris removal,
pedestrian bridge improvements, weir removal, gabion replacement, or bank
stabilization, all using natural channel design principles.

THE ATY OF
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Evaluation of Alternative Solutions

The Alternative Solutions will be evaluated using the Class EA categories respecting the
Technical, Natural, Social/Cultural and Economic environments. Category-specific criteria were
developed to reflect project-specific components determined through consultation with the
City of Waterloo, review agencies and community consultations. A description of each criterion
is presented along with an explanation of the “measures” that will be used to evaluate the
alternatives.

The evaluation of alternatives will be conducted as a collective exercise with the project team.
The project team will assign a measure (high, moderate, or low) to the anticipated impact of
the alternative solution on each criterion. These measures will be converted to an assigned
numerical score. The scores will then be totaled and normalized by category to provide an
overall score for each alternative.

Alternatives with higher scores are considered more preferred or feasible
than those with lower scores.

The evaluation will be based on an equal weighting of criteria categories. A sensitivity analysis
will be conducted to determine if the overall scoring of alternatives changes if criteria catego-
ries are assigned a different weighting scheme.

f
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Evaluation of Alternative Solutions (continued)

Flood Protection: the ability of the alternative to maintain
the existing level of flood protection.

Measure (High/ Moderate/Low)

This alternative will:

* maintain or improve the existing level of flood protection,

e maintain the existing level of flood protection throughout Waterloo Park, or
 not contribute to flood protection.

Erosion Control: the ability of the alternative to minimize
streambank/shoreline erosion.

This alternative will provide:

« asubstantial level of erosion control,

© an adequate level of erosion control, or
e aminimallevel of erosion control.

Maintenance of Stream Flow Regime: the ability of the
alternative to maintain or improve the baseflow conditions
in the stream.

This alternative will improve stream flow:
o substantially,

e somewhat, or

o minimally, if at all

Sediment Management: The ability of the alternative to
minimize recurring sediment accumulation.

This alternative will reduce sediment accumulation:
 substantially,
e somewhat, or

o minimally.

Ease of Implementation: The ability of the alternative to
be easily implemented on a technical, regulatory and/or
practical basis.

With respect to obtaining regulatory approvals and construction techniques, this alternative is:
o very easy toimplement,

e somewhat easy to implement, or

o has many obstacles if it is to be implemented.

Operation/Maintenance (O/M): The ability of the
alternative to be operated and maintained with ease, and
to be accessed with ease.

Natural Environment

Water Quality: The potential of the alternative to improve
water quality over the long term.

Relative to current O/M practices, this alternative will:

 be very easy to implement or will ease the burden of current O/M activities,
* moderately increase O/M requirements, or

 substantially increase O/M requirements/activities for current staff.

This alternative will improve water quality:
o substantially,

e moderately, or

o minimally, if at all

Sediment Management: The potential for the alternative
to manage sediment loads.

This alternative will provide:
3 substantial degree of sediment stabilization/capture for stable natural sediment load,
« amoderate degree of sediment stabilization/capture for stable natural sediment load, or

 very little sediment stabilization/capture for stable natural sediment load, and mitigation will be required to
minimize risk.

Sediment Quality: The potential for the alternative to
maintain or improve sediment quality.

This alternative will improve sediment quality:
o substantially,
o moderately, or

o minimally.

Geomorphology: The potential for the alternative to result
in a stable geomorphic condition.

This alternative will result in geomorphic conditions that are:

o highly stable requiring very little maintenance to prevent erosion,

o moderately stable requiring a minor degree of maintenance to prevent erosion, or
« not stable and will require substantial maintenance to prevent erosion.

Wildlife Habitat: The potential for the alternative to
remove, maintain or enhance wildlife habitat.

This alternative will:

 enhance the quality of habitat,

e maintain the quality of habitat, or
o reduce the quality of habitat.

Fisheries: The potential for the alternative to sustain a This alternative will:
warmwater fishery. e result in an enhanced warmwater fishery with target management objectives exceeded,
* maintain the current extent of warmwater fish distribution and life cycle requirements, meeting target
objectives, or
« not meet all fisheries management objectives.
THE ATY OF
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Evaluation Criteria Measure (High/ Moderate/Low)

Terrestrial Resources: The potential for the alternative to
maintain or enhance existing terrestrial resources such as
wetlands.

This alternative will result in existing terrestrial resources being:
e substantially enhanced,
e maintained, or

 reduced, with substantial mitigation required to prevent loss.

Wildlife: The ability of the alternative to protect sensitive
wildlife species (including the number of regional
significant species and habitat specific species).

This alternative will:
 substantially enhance potential for habitat-specific wildlife species,
e maintain the existing suite of habitat-specific species, or

o resultin aloss of habitat-specific species and a potential influx of habitat-generalists where substantial

mitigation may be required to prevent loss.

Reduce Goose Waste: The ability of the alternative to
reasonably reduce goose waste in Waterloo Park while
protecting wildlife and balancing the disruption to park
users

This alternative will:
o minimize disruption to park users without impacting habitat,
e maintain the level of disruption to park users with no change to habitat or

e increase the disruption to park users by increasing suitable habitat and subsequent use by geese.

Vegetation: The ability of the alternative to protect
regionally- significant species and native species
and species with a high coefficient of conservatism
(conservative species).

This alternative will see the native proportion and floristic quality of vegetation within Waterloo Park:

e substantially increase,
* be maintained at the existing level, or
o be reduced.

Groundwater Resources: The ability of the alternative to
protect groundwater resources.

Cultural/Heritage Resources: The potential of the
alternative to protect and promote the cultural heritage
landscape significance of Waterloo Park.

Regarding groundwater resources, this alternative will provide:
e asubstantial level of protection,

e amoderate level of protection, or

o minimal protection.

Sodal and Cultural Environment

This alternative will see the level of protection and/or promotion of the cultural heritage landscape be:

o substantially enhanced,
e maintained at the current level, or
o reduced.

Visual Aesthetics: The ability of the alternative to enhance
the existing landscape while respecting the historic and
cultural elements in Waterloo Park.

This alternative will see the existing landscape:

© be enhanced to promote key views of the lake and shoreline,

o change slightly with a minor impact on the visual character of the area, or
 be reduced.

Recreational Opportunities: The ability of the alternative to
provide for enhanced recreational opportunities.

Regarding recreational opportunities, this alternative:
o will provide potential,

* may provide potential, or

 does not provide potential.

Educational Opportunities: The potential for the
alternative to provide education opportunities for users.

Regarding educational opportunities, this alternative:
o will provide potential,

* may provide potential, or

o does not provide potential.

Community Health and Safety: The potential for the
alternative to minimize risk or liability to community health
and safety resulting from flood events, crime/vandalism,
and/or nuisance noise/light.

Regarding community health and safety, this alternative will result in:

« 3 high potential to minimize risk,

e moderate potential to minimize risk/ the level of risk will remain the same, or
o very little potential to minimize risk.

Occupational Health and Safety: The potential for the
alternative to minimize risk or liability to occupational
health and safety resulting from flood events, O/M
activities, and/or crime/vandalism.

Economic Environment

Capital Costs: Estimated Capital Costs, including
restoration/enhancement costs.

Regarding occupational health and safety, this alternative will result in:

« 3 high potential to minimize risk,

e moderate potential to minimize risk/the level of risk will remain the same, or
o very little potential to minimize risk.

Relative to other alternatives, the cost is considered to be:
 low, moderate, or high.

O/M Costs: Estimated annual operating costs for staff
resources, ongoing O/M activities.

Relative to other alternatives, the cost is considered to be:
o low, moderate, or high.

Lifecycle Costs: Total annual capital, and O/M costs
amortized over 20 years.

Relative to other alternatives, the cost is considered to be:
 low, moderate, or high.
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Thank you for your interest in the

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek
Rehabilitation Project!

Next Steps:

@ Alternatives to be confirmed and evaluated
© Preferred solution identified
@ Project Team meetings

@ PIC #3 (Spring 2018) for input regarding selected preferred solutions

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process, and we value
your input.

Please fill out the comment sheet provided.

If you have any questions about this study, please feel free to ask any member of the Project
Team, including:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec Engineering Services, Design &
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Construction

Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: 519-585-7446 100 Regina Street S.

Email: steve.brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: 519-886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica. kellerman@waterloo.ca
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SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK

— ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

Current Conditions Associated with Silver Lake and Laurel Creek

Site reconnaissance completed in May 2017 indicates that many of the same conditions exist from the 2013 assessment, now with the addition of the culvert/bridge structure and LRT tracks.
Sediment has continued to accumulate within Silver Lake which has extended to the newly installed triple box culvert for the rail crossings. Some of the areas of concerns identified in the field
are shown below.

e Debris in Trash Racks e Weir Remnants

e Soil Erosion

e Pedestrian Bridge
@ Surface Erosion and Rills

D — \

e Gabion Basket Walls

@ Debris Accumulation e LRT Crossing e Sedimentation

0 Eroded Outfall
@ Silver Lake Outlet

PR1205171246KWO



SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATE

— ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

Current Conditions Associated with Silver
Lake and Laurel Creek

As part of the 2017 Environmental Assessment
Addendum, additional background information was
collected and reviewed including a site reconnaissance in
May 2017 to confirm current conditions, and observe
changes from previous reports. Some areas to note are
described below.

1. Eroded Outfall

Erosion behind the headwall at the University Ave.

crossing.

2/2a. Debris Accumulation
Debris accumulation within Laurel Creek.

3. Historic Dam
There is a deep scour pool immediately
downstream.

4, Pedestrian Bridge
New crossing is functioning appropriately.

5. Weir Remnants
Remnants of the former dam remain damaged.
6. Sedimentation
The box culvert appears to be accumulating
sediment.

7. LRT Crossing
There is sediment deposition in Silver Lake
downstream of the LRT tracks.

8. Soil Erosion
Soil erosion from surface runoff.

9. Debris in Trach Racks
The debris reduces outlet capacity

10. Surface Erosion and Rills
The erosion contributes to additional sediment in
Silver Lake.

11.  Silver Lake Outlet
The structure is in poor condition (cracked and
leaking) and in need of repair.

PR1205171246KWO

SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN'WATER

—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

Next Steps

e Alternatives to be confirmed and evaluated
e Preferred solutions identified
e Project Team Meetings

e  PIC#3(Spring 2018) for input regarding selected
preferred solutions

Public and agency consultation is a
key component of the Class EA
process, and we value your input.

For additional information,
please contact:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng.

Project Manager

Stantec

100-300 Hagey Boulevard
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4

Phone: (519) 585-7446

Email: steve brown@stantec.com

Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager, Water Resources
Engineering Services, Design & Construction
City of Waterloo

Waterloo City Centre

100 Regina St. S

Waterloo, ON N2J4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo.ca

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek
Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park
- Environmental Assessment
Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #2 - December 12, 2017

Information Brief

Introduction

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and
evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel
Creek in Waterloo Park. Waterloo Park has been described
as the 'Jewel of the City', and Silver Lake is a unique
element that has provided recreational amenity and
picturesque aesthetic for the Park since 1890, making it a
central feature of the City of Waterloo. As the community
around the Park has grown, so have the services to
Waterloo Park and the impacts onits features. The study
to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek will follow the
requirements under the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment (EA) process.

Problem Statement

Currently, surface water discharge creates poor water
quality and sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and
contributes to the instability of Laurel Creek. Stream
restoration is required to improve water conveyancein
the Park, while maintaining attention to the flooding limits,
natural aesthetics of the Park, cultural landscape elements,
and the short and long-term implementation concepts.
The study will identify and evaluate alternatives for
enhancing and protecting the ecological function and
natural features within the Park, ensuring that Silver Lake
and Laurel Creek continue to be key attractions in the City
of Waterloo.
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing(maintain existing conditions):

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake Wil o re ,  rewr M othe Qture? T4 Sovads | /fre
a 5‘-«(“" +QI‘M Salﬂ",;ln_
Dredge and Reconfigure Sitver Lake vith ke 3 o tions w o Wil e a

Olblv ream se iewent o 4 )455(”“\0”-
Create a Channel for Laurel Creek Around Silver L ake Sedi ot will Fen ul-l osite

£ rike e I s ofled

Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laure! Creek the oree el M7

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.

3. Theevaluation cnteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise. Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation critena categories outhned, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

Q The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate
0 1 offer the following alternate we ghting structure for consideration by the project team

25%
%
%
25% %
Total

4. How ould you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public U\ﬂ/ 571 : / fes dnt

Q) Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
C Member of an Interest Group Please specify

O Agency Representative Please specify

PR1205171246KW0



SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDLINM PROIECT .
PUBLIC INFORMATION CEMTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

5. Arethere at;?dﬂtional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?
Ye

s Please comment C on U_ﬁ‘i']‘f'fﬁﬂ'\ Srosin bc JQCFCI}PJ i}p N/ﬂ ’;‘\Mr'ql
Selimot  Lpad’

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O No

U no 3 ves  Please comment

7. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

L No [ Yes Please comment

8. Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

Ryea Duaham  cdL_ 1L 99 @ msn. com

Areyouon tgy/qect mailing list?
0 ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. 0 Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ¢a

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF m

dietloo O stantec  cham:

\/M\ PR1205171246KW0




Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will ass st the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1 Doyouhaveany mm nts, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing(ma ntain existing conditions)

Dredge and Reconstru tSilver Lake

Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake

Create a Channel for  aurel Creek Around Silver Lake

Rernove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek

2. The proposed eva uation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria

3. Theevaluation cr teria {technical, natural, social/cu tural, and econom ) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise Please ind cate your preference for an equa weighting of the evaluation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

The proposed equal we ghting structure is appropriate
1 offer the following alternate weight ng structure for consideration by the project team

%
%

%

4. Howwould youdes rb the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the Ge eral Public

0 Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

) Member of an nterest Group Please specify

Q Agency Representative Please specify:

PR1205171246KWO



5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

O no O Yes  Please comment

6 Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no O ves Please comment

7. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, commenits or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

0 no L Yes  Please comment

8. Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

Are you on the project mailing list?
Uves o, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously U] Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record urless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF W
Gl'GI'IOO Stantec

PR1205171246KW0O



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the col ection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study
1. Do you have any commenits, guestions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do notfung(maintain exist ng conditions):

2 Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake.

3 Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake

& Create a Channel for Laurel Creek Around Silver | ake

ermove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek:

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, socialfcultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation critena

3. Theevaluation nteria (technical, natural, sooal/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise Please ndicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria categories out ned, andfor
provide an alternate weighting structure

The proposed equal weighting structure is appropniate.
L 1 offer the fol ow galt rnate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

4. Howwouldyoudes nb the ature of yourinterest 'nstudy?
(3 Member of the General Public

O esident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed ) G) . .l'
Member of an nterest Group Please specify 3> A\”%DI“ “"W‘,’ ¢

Q Agency Representative Please specify

1205171246KW0



5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?
—

On Yes Please comment rS e o cownce '\'S
—Co/ \ rouind  Connece RNy LV [ ,
6. Doyouhav anyadditio comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?
O No Yes Please comment -2 < “, | 2r ro v I‘k
C T ’ «.\" 2 oh v ¢ :

‘beid e é’ bo&rAma—‘ L’—%"

7 TheSilverL eand Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concernsa out the Environmental Assessment process?

-

(I Y Yes Please comment U o

- ~ »

L e e
ANC S & . '
8 Pl provide your name and contact information f cuwould ik (optional)
¢ e J /L:‘W‘oo :
Are  onthe project mailing list?
Yes [ no, please add my name and contact nformation to the mailing lst.

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously {1 Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St S
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments wil be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muricipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessiment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number ncluded in a submission will become part of the
publ record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF | |

alerloo stantec Ch2m:

PR1205171246KWO0



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contr bution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative so utions identified?

Do nothing{maintain existing conditions).

Dredjge and Reconstruct Silver Lake

Dred e and Reconfigure Silver Lake
L el Pl §

Create a Channel for Laure! Creek Around Silver Lake

Rernove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environmentswt 1 the
defined study area. Please provide any comment question or concerns with the proposed evaluation cr ter a

ow el L ous QL:-_%

3. The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting n the valuation
exercise. Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria categonies outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

The proposed equa weighting structure 1s appropriate. €ea- *2z
0 1offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

4 How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the Genera Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
Member of an Interest Group Please specify 0o M-\L- W, o2
Q Agency Representative Please specify

PR1205171246KW0



5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you fee! the Project team should consider?

No [ Yes Please comment

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

o Yes Please comment S v R
[ . I [ A 173 (‘&

L

7 The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outhned for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

No Q Yes Please comment

8 Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)
- P wer L GO
Are you on the project maiing hst?
Yes [ No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously L Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L QA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email; Waterloo, ON N2J4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email;

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muricipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessiment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and te ephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF

alerloo stantec Cch2m:

PR1205171246KW0C
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to ¢ mplete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection  f background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study

1. Doyouhave any commen , questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

«  Donothing(mantanexst gconditions). P& Neo - ARE 5 prred
Dredgean econstruct ilverlake e & -~ "&£ (e TH: / e
-
Dredgeand  onfigure Iverla Ir —a T iy aa
FooT T o . - =

&b =
Create a Channel for L aurel Creek Around Silver Lake " ”; ™ e "17 &

% M Wow L& TERE A ® voces o ~ LA ES
=l S -7 2
Remove Silver Lake and Re  nfigure Laurel Creek: I vE
——

2. The proposed evaluation cr ter a address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria
o ¢! s o 5 VISUAL gatdd rron

A creon v s STUdE=STS
loimp Svrerd ¥ THE o &> 3d S=75 AEFcZcT 9 ¢
3. Theevaluation crtenia (tec  cal, natural, social/cult rala  economic)wil be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise, Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluat on criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

Q The proposed equa weighting structure is appropriate
| offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

%

%

jf_f RID oF THE E<

4. How  uld you describe the nature of your interest in study?

OVT ALL 9

ber of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

g L) Member of an Interest Group Please specify. EriadlcES THE TR By LA T70S
(3 Agency Representative Please specify o CLarc ta =
ﬁ PR1205171246KW0
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SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT

PUBLIC {NFORMATION CENTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?
No [dves Pleasecomment___P AE%{? § SvhPfPerT E_?}'E‘S ~ &

6. Do you have any,additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no Yes Please comment 0 (- 19SS el EXCLOSURES,
THE~N Dee=D g Seevizre Lapges + Crarce LA KE
ASD o/ A LA G /1 AR K HAM

7. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

0
M No  Qves Pleasecomment_#ﬁ/ , (o SeD=p [MHona )
EreAEehNT ~ (Bove&Es 9F (WA TeA AAE CAL-M”l:;? 7>
[ Eap e

8. Please provide your name and contact informatiop if you would like. {optional)
L_( oA nS M "f o

/EI’BE)GG on the project mailing list?
ves [ No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. [ Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Cormment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
. Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J14A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo.ca
Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muriicipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

aferloo @ Sstantec Ch2m-

\M PR1205171246KW0




Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing(maintain existing conditions):

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake

Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake ~s v

Create a Channel for Latrel Creek Around Silver Lake

0 LA £ wony re )
Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creeke £ ¥ 1 . ¢ «C S wn? AT/
u A TA n

2. The proposed evaluation ¢riteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.

3. Theevaluation cr teria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criter a categories outhined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate.
0 i offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

%
%

4. wwould you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public

Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

L Member of an Interest Group. Please specify:

Q Agency Representative Please specify:

PR1205171246KW0



. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

No L] ves Please comment

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

No D Yes Please comment

. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

No L ves Please comment

. Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

Are you on the project mailing list?
Qves o, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonym  ly [ Please withhold my name
and contact information from pub  at onin the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed omment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA P.Eng. essica <ellerman, P Eng
Project Manager Project Manager Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L. 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regna St.5
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email:

Please note that commentswi b maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record Under the Muriicipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessmment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments speaf ally requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

w orv ¢ WV

Walerloo stantec Ch2m-

PR1205171246KWO



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study teamn with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing{maintain existing conditions): -4 nor Ay Prio -

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake, ze TS /e VeSFT £~ THE £ ers

THE AST -
Dredjge and Reconfigure Silver Lake Ao SOLUT?ON o Seiiire
£OES .
Create a Channel for Laure! Creek Around Sitver Lake. 29T A7 444 4 1PEW S srp  AKE
/Ll 7/ EcotlE  STHAG S w22 A
Rermove Silver L ake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek. 77 7 z ~ LOSE
& AT ST

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.
7O NE A2 VE 28 THE U T LV iED - p7oesyr

PRy 1t In THE LUTI0
3 Theevaluation critena (technical, natural, social/cultural and econormic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation

exercise. Please ind cate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate
0 | offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

4 How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public

Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

[ Member of an Interest Group Please specify

Q Agency Representative Please specify:

PR1205171246KWO



5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

No D Yes Please comment

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?
L no Yes Please comment GE7T A2 o THE Zoo ‘v THE AK.

The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, commenits or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

No D Yes Please comment

8. Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

re you on the project mailing list?
Yes [ No, please add my name and contact informat on to the mailing hst

Please place a v" in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously 0 Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman P ng
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Serv ces, Design & Construct
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St S )
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address and telephone number iIncluded n a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY CF

alerloo stantec cli2m-

PR1205171246KW0



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do notfung{maintain existing condit ons)

Dredjge and Reconstruct Silver Lake eo

) o L [
Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake Ve Yoo . )
Create a Charninel for Laurel Creek Around Siiver Lake \ i

Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laure! Creek

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.

C"ua./\ (-u-«\. b?
P.T

aARe. — afe
3. Theevaluation criteria (technica, nat  al, socialfcu tura, nd economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise, Please indicate your preference for an equa weighting of the evaluation cnteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure.

The proposed equal weighting structure is appropr ate.
U 1 offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

25%
%
%
25% %
Total

4. How would you describe the nature of your intere t n study?
L Member of the General Public
Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

[ Member of an Interest Group. Please specify:
D Agency Representative. Please specify:

PR1205171246KWO



Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

O No Yes Please comment ! L

Mﬁuﬂ-{' w1 | t- He lak 2 .

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

I

* -

No |:| Yes Please comment If ac *r

L 4 .

6&‘01 Chi ned Hat lessen.. Saveine Lok

7 TheSilver Lake and Laure reek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

\

No L Yes Please comment

Are you on the project mailing list?
ves o, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585 7446 100 Regina St. S
Email Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x 8243
Email

Please note that comments wilb maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muricipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a subrmission will become part of the
public record unless the commentsspe f ally requests that such personal details not be included in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!
TH CITY
Walerloo Stantec  chi2m-

PR1205171246KW0O
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns wit‘h the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing(maintain existing conditions): Hw - rion

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake. Two i okm Ho mwow gl acce bl Sol by,

Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake vy Solu . t mlifl‘{ﬂmﬁ (Y ¢ da
v mrus it '
Create a Channel for L aurel Creek Around Silver Lake [ am 1ot Swe how thwe would keny T

'4
Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure L aurel Creek: Thw w tam  He anhve ture  He
ar Low oy

2. The proposed evaluation critena address the technica natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area Please provide any comments, quest ons or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.

3. Theevaluation criteria (techmical, natural, socialfcu tural and economic) will be given equal weighting n the valuation
exercise Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation critena categories outl ned, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

The proposed equal weight ng structure is appropr ate
L | offer the following a ternate weight ng structure for consideration by the project team

25%

4.  wwould you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public

Q) Resident/Landowner within the  aurel Creek Watershed

L Member of an Interest Group Please specify

Q Agency Representative P ease specify

PR1205171246KWO



5 Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

No D Yes Please comment

6. Do you have any additional comments or informaton that you feel would be helpful to the proﬁct teamn?
Ono O ves Pleasecomment !5 o & lot ""M’L (h )l)mlerloo ark 50 |Su  ort
CFFDY{’G +o rehabilitile He wa F Silwy bake

7. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

0 L1 Yes  Please comment

8 Please rovide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)
Ril My bilmaring € mas) com
Are you on the project mailing list?
O ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mail ng list

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously Q3 Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman P Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec C'ty of Waterloo
100 300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Serv ces Design & Construction
Water o, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St S
Email Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments w | be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record Under the Muricipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number ncuded n a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal deta s not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THECITY F

alerloo stantec  Ccl2mw-

PR1205171246KW0



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete th's brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study
1. Doyou have any comments, que tonsor oncerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing(maintain ex sting condit'ons):

Dred ean Reconstruct Silver Lake

X 2
Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake 1
Create a Channef for Laure! Creek Around Silver Lake. J‘

Rermove Silver Lake and Reconfigure L aurel Creek:

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please pr vide any com ents, questions or concernswithth pr posedev luation criteria.
C—

3 The evaluation cr teria (techrical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise Please ndicate your preference for an equal weighting of the eva uation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure.

Q) The proposed equal weighting structure 's appropr ate.
0 1 offer the following alternate weighting structure for considerat on by the project team

4 wwould you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public

Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

L] Member of an nterest Group. Please specify:

| Agency Representative. Please specify:

PR1205171246KW



5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team shoul consider?

Ane Oves Pleasecomment —ao v\ g\‘ W QL ‘O-Q«

L “w 7» M&\I\Q\ulsé S,DOL

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team

O No 0 ves Please comment

. The Silver Lake and Laure! Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

No 0 ves Please comment

8 Please provide your namean contact information if you woul like. (optional)

~ R ey

Areyouonthe roject mailing hst?

L ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing hist

Please place a v in the box below If you wish to have your comments included anonymously L) Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet n the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng Jessica Kellerman, PEng
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100 300 Hagey Boulevard Engineenng Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone (519) 585 7446 100 Regina 5t. S
Email Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Murvcipal Freedorn of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission wll become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

e cirvor WY

Wadlerloo stantec Ch2m:

PR1205171246KW0



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to omp ete th's brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team w th the collection of background information a d the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study

1 Doyouhaveany omments,qu { nsor oncer swt /ealternativesolutlons identified?

Do notfung{maintain ex sting cond t ons): e his ouw

Dredge and Reconistru t Silver Lake 3

Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: /

Create a Channel for Laurel Creek Around Silver Lake. <

Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: /1/ 4 ’5 eht

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.

3 Theevaluation cntena (technical, natural, soc al/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise. Please ‘ndicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

The proposed equal weighting structure i1s appropriat
L (offer the following alternate weighting structure for onsideration by the project team.

%
%

4. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?

Member of the General Public

h d)K + ‘*'J
L] Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed T /ive of 16 Be ;-ng/ Kzn{f ¥ ove { P
¥ L pun it the fank.

J Member of an Interest Group Please specify
Q Agency Representative. Please specify

PR1205171246KWO



5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

O no [ Yes Please comment

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?
QnNo [Eves Pleasecomment £5 s8¢ le to H‘"’L &‘H—L vin
[ in ca et " ‘)‘5 v ﬂfgﬂ*' .s*’vur\ o‘(w
e dios J':' ,”' “ Fli hes wa

7 TheSilver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project w Il be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

O no 0 Yes Please comment

Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

d ch wid r 226-F2 < 640 o of GL“&:J¢‘F 2 é ”Ma'/' com
Are you on the project mail ng Iist?
0 ves No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list

Please place a v in the box below If you wish to have your comments included anonymously O Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for th s Information Centre or
you may fax it or mailit by December 22, 2017 to

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 ) 100 Regina St. S
Email: Waterloo, ON N2J4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email:

Please note that comments will be ma ntained for referen  throughout the project and will becorne part of the public
record Under the Municipal Freedorn of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessiment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and te ephon  number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifi ally requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF w

alerloo stantec  Ch2m-

PR1205171246KW0O



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.

1.

Do you have any comments, questions or concerns witht  -alternative solutions identified?
Do nothing (maintain existing conditions):

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake

Dredge and Reconfigure Sifver L ake

Create a Channel for Laure! Creek Around Silver L ake

1
Rernove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: ~— 7

The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.
e & ~ ~ r~< /
o
Vo= Y SVTORLT 7AD A pll s A7

s =
. The evaluation critera (technical, natural, socia cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuatio TE=

exercise Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criter a categories outl ned and or
provide an alternate weighting structure.

U The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate
0 1 offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

25% %

How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?

) Member of the General Public

L Resident/Landowner with n the Laurel Creek Watershed

(L Member of an Interest Group Please specify . "

Q Agency Representative Please specify - |‘//

1205171246KW0O



Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

O no O ves Please comment

6 Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no U ves  Please comment

7. The Silver Lake and Laure! Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outhned for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

Q No D Yes Please comment

8 Please provide your name and contact ‘nformation if you would like. (optional)

Arey  nthe project mailing list?
Yes [ No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously L Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100 300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585 7446 100 Regina St. S
Email Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email;

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF |

aterloo stantec ch2m:

PR1205171246KW0



Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.

1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing (maintain existing conditions): f Seewm th - {
Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake t we Selv Lr ke ltura! hery fa e
[ ca ¢ he rha € 6+ Aror Hler @ /
Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: (a Kk Wt o’hc/ _ i 4 r ¢t wr
R g4 | / 2 te [ fa 4
reate a Channel for Laurel Creek Around Silver Lake. vt VS ceted .

Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laure! Creek:

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.
w tle o the r bl o e mamfaiu

“rom e e

3. Theevaluation criteria (technical, natura sodial/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise Please indicate your preference for an equal we'ghting of the evaluation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure

U The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate.
| offer the fo lowing alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

4 wwould you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public

U Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

L Member of an Interest Group Please specify

Q Agency Representative, Please specify

PR1205171246KWO



SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PRCIECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CEMTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

5. Arethere any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

Qno O ves Please comment notr sure

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no O ves Please comment

7. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

O no L ves  Please comment

8. Please irovide iour name and contact inforrmation if iou would like. ioitionall

Are you on the project mailing list?
L ves WND. please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. (@& Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to.

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L QA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519)585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterioo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca
Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

) Waierloo @ stantec Ch2m:

M PR1205171246KWO
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to comp ete this brief comment she t. Yo rcontribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collect on of background nformation andthed velopment of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study
1. Do you have any comments questt sorc n rnswithth t rnative solutions identified?

Do nothing(maintain exist ng conditt ns)-

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake Ree Lo MPRbuY M Lhu &
€ < OUTE

Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L ake

Create a Channel for Laure! Creek Around Silver Lake

Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure aurel ree .

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria

NoME

3. The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, socialfcultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise. Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure.

The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate. .
Q1 offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team.

4. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
(L) Member of the General Public

Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

L Member of an Interest Group. Please specify:

Q Agency Representative. Please specify:

PR1205171246KW0



Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

No 0 Yes  Please comment

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

D No Yes Please comment MEEP THE LAKE N ROVGHL TS5 CURRENT
COMEL VRNTT BUT DREDGE” el 1w € /impesse The spoReule
AWM. BRo P T &€ LA € AN ec € o8 WOALY T Wie
IRLE

. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

O no U Yes  Please comment

8. Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

GoRPor) Gechiv

Are you on the project mailing list?
Yes A No, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list

Please place a v in the box below If you w'sh to have your comments included anonymously (2 Please withhold my name
and contact information from pub ication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box prov'ded at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax 1t or mal it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng Jessica Kellerman, P Eng
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100 300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Water oo, ON N2l 0A4 Waterloo City entre
Phone (519) 585-7446 100 Regna St 5
Emal Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886 1550 x78243
Email

Please note that comments wi | be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a subrmission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF w
dalerloo Stantec 2'M-

PR1205171246KW0O



Comment Sheet

Please take few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet Your contnbut on at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background informat on and the developm  t falternative solutions for t 1s tudy

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing(mantain existing conditions): Np Decece \:\'\‘6\ - L\t“[l&( Lo S

Y g S

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake. \.-/

Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake Gb‘z"?@v-.q—g — vt Lo ke by

Create a Channel for Laure! Creek Around Silver Lake ¢ e A I L{

Rernove ilver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek NeEvE & / f A (

2. The proposed evaluat on  riteria address the technical, natural, socialfcultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria

3. The evaluation cniter'a {technical, natural, social/cultura , and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise. Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation critena categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure.

M| The proposed equal weighting structure is appropr ate.
L7 offer the fol ow ng alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team

Economic Environment

4. wwould you descr'be the nature of your interest in study?
0 Member of the General Public
EI' Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
QJ Member of an nterest Group. Please specify:

Q Agency Representative. Please specify:

PR1205171246KWO



SLVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDERN GURM PROJECT
PLUBLIC MFORMATION CENTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

5. Arethere any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

|3 No D Yes Please comment

6. Do you have any addltlonal comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the pro;ect team?
QOne O Yes Please comment=> belleve golnn Srend & Vs wnd 4 Uoda
d \LLQCJL G;v— Dy el [vceve KXo n d DW\\,N-?{/M' — m&@q_ laa&“e .

A,gi‘_ar_k%f,\( £, ot

7. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

MO D Yes Please comment

8. Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

Are you on the project mailing list?
Qves no, please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

-

o

~
Please place a v’ in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. L& Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown,MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

W&Ficﬂoo @ stantec Cclh2m:




Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative sofutions identified?

Do nothing(maintain existing conditions): 2+ 7¢

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver L ake

Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake.

Create a Channel for Laure! Creetk Around Sitver Lake

Remove Sitver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek:

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.

3. Theevaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise. Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure,

O The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate. .
0 1 offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team.

4. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
Member of the General Public
LD Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
Member of an Interest Group. Please specify: Y Orin JZg
Q Agency Representative. Please specify:

PR1205171246KW0Q



SILVER LAXE AND [AUREL CREEK REHABILITATION [N WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONKAENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDERDURM PROJECT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project tearn should consider?

Qno O ves Please comment __S&& Qf’mm P ;_g (et T

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

O no L) ves Please comment

—-

7. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

O no O ves Please comment

-

8. Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)
-

Are you on the project mailing list? -
Oves o please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your comments included anonymously. L Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Cornment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stantec com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca
Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Frotection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!

agerloo @ stantec ch2m:

I PR1205171246KW0D




Public Information Centre #2 - December 12, 2017
Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing (maintain existing conditions):

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake.

DredgeandﬁeconﬁguresfrveraakeAauﬁm_amuumpa_\&_m;
lea

Create a Channel for Laure! Creek Around Sitver Lake

Rermove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek:

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any cornments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.

3. Theevaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise. Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure.

U The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate.
Mffer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team.

Evaluation Criteria Category Proposed Equal Weighting Alternate Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% 7. %

Natural Environment 25% 2487 %

Social/Cultural Environment 25% A %

Economic Environment 25% I{ %

Total 100% 100%

4, How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?
L Member of the General Public
o Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

Ea/Memberof an Interest Group. Please specify:_u?ggm Vﬂ‘ﬂh’\ fm};ﬁ_

Q Agency Representative. Please specify:
PR1205171246KWO




5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

No 0 ves  Please comment

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

No L Yes Please comment

7. The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabiltation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

D No Yes Please comment

8 Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

Are you on the project mailing list?
Qves Qno, please add my name and contact nformation to the mailing list

Please place a v in the box below If you wish to have your comments included anonymously ( Please withhold my name
and contact information from publi ation in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed omment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to

Steve Brown, MBA P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone (519)585- 446 100 Regina St. S
Emaill: Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone (519) 886-1550 x78243
Emal:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muricipal Freedorn of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act
any personal information such as name, address, and telep one number included in a submissio  will become part of the
publ record unless the comments specifi ally requests that such personal details not be in luded in the public record

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THECITY F v
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Thank you for your Comments.
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THE CITY OF ‘W‘ Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Parks
Q'I'ei‘loo - Environmental Assessment Addendum Project E

Public Information Centre #2.- December 12, 2017
Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team with the collection of background information and the development of alternative solutions for this study.

Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the Class EA report, which will be made public at the
completion of this study.
1. Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions identified?

Do nothing(maintain existing conditions):

Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake

Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake

— Z

Create a Channel for Laure! Creek Around Silver Lak)
___‘___________/
%1

Rermove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek:

2. The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic environments within the
defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with the proposed evaluation criteria.

3. Theevaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) will be given equal weighting in the valuation
exercise. Please indicate your preference for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria categories outlined, and/or
provide an alternate weighting structure.

The proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate.
L 1 offer the following alternate weighting structure for consideration by the project team.

Evaluation Criteria Category Proposed Equal Weighting Alternate Weighting Consideration
Technical Environmenit 25% %

Natural Environment 25% %

Social/Cultural Environment 25% %

Economic Environment 25% %

Total 100% 100%

4. How would you describe the nature of your interest in study?

ember of the General Public
—}- Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

~f

L Member of an Interest Group. Please specify:

Q Agency Representative. Please specify:
PR1205171246KWO




SILVER LAKE AND LALUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK — ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM PROJECT:
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2 — DECEMBER 12, 2017

5. Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the Project team should consider?

[B/NO D Yes Please comment

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

mo L Yes  Please comment

7. TheSilver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental
Assessment studies. Do you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment process?

EZf No L) ves  Please comment

8. Please provide your name and contact information if you would like. (optional)

Are you on the prpject mailing list?
0 ves Dﬁ please add my name and contact information to the mailing list.

Please place a v in the box below if you wish to have your cormments included anorymously. (2 Please withhold my name
and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by December 22, 2017 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager . Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo ca
Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,

any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the comments specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.

Thank you for your participation in this study!




T T LETCERIIT

i N

| antinsnGs A

1
f

seeioa
\S\\Q 7CN EINERTT I
U0 L0 (V) - _,

\O&\Q&mﬁﬂ QUL — 0a/r
2T o
wgi%@;m*%
§00 7N
M) Qo) o427

NG S p2/ 002G Qe poce
2m07




From: Jessa Kelerman

To: wishood, Tompow; Hens Comack arwo
Subject: F: Rehab optons [EXTERNAL
Date Monday, December 16, 2017 7:50:03 A
Attachments:  mace001.ong
mane00? gy

See below. We can try to put this up on EngageWaterloo. | will check with communications.

Jessica

Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng
Project Manager, Water Resources
Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo City Centre

100 Regina St. S.

PO Box 337, Station Waterloo

Waterloo, ON, N2 4A8

P: 519-886-1550 X78243

F: 519-747-8523

TTY: 1-866-786-3941

E: Jessica kellerman@waterloo.ca

http://secure-
b YdXhYIBIGIF92e0pWYVBPOI Jpv3Q) Dla7aTxh_ABFADUVHIMKkQHVV5enBFzOIDAHUIEKQIU_NPXyzfOkeg9gWlgml PX7Z5QZUXKV._kdidTI7NoXh4cQu1sO; TAKSuge1CMyQ99qQpToUVopCodNYpPU-
KI-K6UKLMO Y JSIDIC 1A-EnT DXEfqNUSLpo2UC my: D haguwlYLL N
JZ2T7x2VuQUEDKr3Z90_d7qr5uL 00N8BBgTXATRKNVAQISHWYBIQ57gY SmILSyY_Sn72yGUYELC
]

From: Jeff Silcox-Childs
Sent: Sunday, December 17, 2017 9:51 PM

To: Jessica Kellerman
Subject: Fw: Rehab options

FYl
1

Sent from my BlackBerry - the most secure mobile device - via the Bell Network

ent: December
To: waterloopariupirades@waterioo.ca
Subject: Rehab options
It would be much easier for people to comment online if the comment sheet from the open house could be filled out online. The current system encourages those who attended the open house and not those who prefer online comments. My comments follow the comment sheet.
1. 1 believe the favoured option for the environment s to remove the lake. Yet, the option more likely to appeal to those who prefer the status quo, would be to channel the creek around the lake.

2. The environment and naturalizing the area should be the most important criteria, followed by the ongoing costs of the chosen option

3.The weighting should be 60% environmental & 409 economic. This would naturally include the technical environment. Waterloo Park as a whole s a huge asset to the health of the city and its residents,any changes to Silver Lake would not negatively impact the park over the long term. So the social & cultural
aspects should not be factored in.

4.1am a resident of Waterloo who values the natural environment.
5. Allowing vegetation to grow along the waters edge would assist with water quality & lessen erosion/debris entering the water.

6. 1 would like to see decisions made that address the long term health of laurel creek. The lake was built for a purpose and the city has grown & changed immensely since then. Silver Lake currently requires constant attention. | would rather see the money required to maintain the status quo spent on improving the
health of the many creeks that travel through the city.

7
1 wish for my comments to be anonymous.
“Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. 1 look forward to progressive decisions from the city on the best long term solutions for the environment & the ciizens.

IMPORTANT NOTICE: This communication (including attachments) i intended solely for the named addressee(s) and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure. No waiver of confidence, privilege, protection or otherwise is made. If you are not the intended recipient of this
communication, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.


mailto:steve.brown@stantec.com
mailto:Tom.Mahood@ch2m.com
mailto:Emma.Henderson@ch2m.com
mailto:Mark.Cormack@ch2m.com
mailto:Jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca
http://secure-web.cisco.com/1zyJADmss_YvUn1EGadlUCtOViKY4E5ouvUWON223w2GWzG_3Mqm-j-kL0WByoyR894oq-Ol9JuxG3OvoB1fGDogZ4NeEkHYBDFcPABLJpGfOPJtV8iyUYSyIAKHJWk7tzA2BJg6_d-lUvc5C6JPV0F6pQzlL-xvr6QqC_YBs0DtwPEjgiJ0QixkpQg_-UX4bH1cIwIv3BzwEocf0p9BcJBk05OISWH1oNsLkDORLYOz1MFBvvjMavqbDyt_Dc7ExHzMdPLiYnm9t2jiv90iZ-QuRXSwCG7JBk1w-fZzI3NwYeAH6FqFM2y8qnXSKjM91Gp7IuT4a28j2dFCjKmrX0QBgeI3cJGNQZRsocl5FIFZoXEfDKNhSrGeNe7oEsNISbBnXLp_dXVDPfJl2WqrNTjILVt9sJKH2GmjTAHid7mAUKpMo_Gsuf-uTdAaDKwcyIgjPcCumF0gJrTJ9aX_oCl0phqQHwQuSC75NuQ76b4Y/http%3A%2F%2Fwww.waterloo.ca%2F
http://secure-web.cisco.com/1zyJADmss_YvUn1EGadlUCtOViKY4E5ouvUWON223w2GWzG_3Mqm-j-kL0WByoyR894oq-Ol9JuxG3OvoB1fGDogZ4NeEkHYBDFcPABLJpGfOPJtV8iyUYSyIAKHJWk7tzA2BJg6_d-lUvc5C6JPV0F6pQzlL-xvr6QqC_YBs0DtwPEjgiJ0QixkpQg_-UX4bH1cIwIv3BzwEocf0p9BcJBk05OISWH1oNsLkDORLYOz1MFBvvjMavqbDyt_Dc7ExHzMdPLiYnm9t2jiv90iZ-QuRXSwCG7JBk1w-fZzI3NwYeAH6FqFM2y8qnXSKjM91Gp7IuT4a28j2dFCjKmrX0QBgeI3cJGNQZRsocl5FIFZoXEfDKNhSrGeNe7oEsNISbBnXLp_dXVDPfJl2WqrNTjILVt9sJKH2GmjTAHid7mAUKpMo_Gsuf-uTdAaDKwcyIgjPcCumF0gJrTJ9aX_oCl0phqQHwQuSC75NuQ76b4Y/http%3A%2F%2Fwww.waterloo.ca%2F
mailto:randlmclaren@sympatico.ca
mailto:waterlooparkupgrades@waterloo.ca
mailto:randlmclaren@sympatico.ca
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From: Muller, Joseph (MTCS)

To: Jessica Kellerman
Cc: Brown, Steve
Subject: RE: Silver Lake and Laurel Creek EA - PIC #2
Date: Friday, December 22, 2017 10:00:51 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png

2017-07-04 Waterloo Silver Lake-Laurel Creek HPU MTCS comments.pdf

Hello Jessica:

Thank-you — | have been able to download and review the PIC#2 materials. | see that a Stage 1
archaeological assessment has been initiated under projection information form (PIF) #P392-0206-
2017: the archaeologist will be submitting the report directly to the MTCS archaeology program unit.
| otherwise reiterate the recommendations in my letter of July 4, 2017, regarding screening for built
heritage and cultural heritage landscapes. Please contact me if you have any questions or would like
to discuss the file, and thank-you for your assistance,

Joe

Joseph Muller, RPP, MCIP

Heritage Planner

Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport

Culture Division | Programs and Services Branch | Heritage Program Unit
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700

Toronto, Ontario M7A OA7

Tel. 416.314.7145 | Fax. 416.212.1802

From: Jessica Kellerman [mailto:Jessica.Kellerman@waterloo.ca]
Sent: December 18, 2017 1:36 PM

To: Muller, Joseph (MTCS)

Subject: RE: Silver Lake and Laurel Creek EA - PIC #2

Hey Joe,
They should be posted today.
Regards,

Jessica

Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager, Water Resources
Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo City Centre

100 Regina St. S.


mailto:Jessica.Kellerman@waterloo.ca
mailto:steve.brown@stantec.com









Ministry of Tourism, Ministére du Tourisme, ’\ L4
Culture and Sport de la Culture et du Sport
: : > >
Heritage Program Unit Unité des programmes patrimoine 9 °
Programs and Services Branch Direction des programmes et des services p n a rIO

401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700
Toronto ON M7A 0A7 Toronto ON M7A 0A7
Tel: 416 314 7145 Tél: 416 314 7145
Fax: 416 212 1802 Téléc: 416 212 1802

July 4, 2017 (EMAIL ONLY)

Steve Brown, P.Eng.
Stantec
100-300 Hagey Boulevard

Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4
E: steve.brown@stantec.com

RE: MTCSfile#: 0006870
Proponent:  City of Waterloo

Subject: Notice of Addendum, Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
Location: City of Waterloo, Region of Waterloo, Ontario

Dear Steve Brown:

Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with the Notice of Addendum
for your project. MTCS’s interest in this Environmental Assessment (EA) project relates to its mandate of
conserving Ontario’s cultural heritage, which includes:

e Archaeological resources, including land-based and marine;
e Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and,
e Cultural heritage landscapes.

Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s potential impact on cultural
heritage resources. While some cultural heritage resources may have already been formally identified,
others may be identified through screening and evaluation. Indigenous communities may have knowledge
that can contribute to the identification of cultural heritage resources, and we suggest that any
engagement with Indigenous communities includes a discussion about known or potential cultural
heritage resources that are of value to these communities. Municipal Heritage Committees, historical
societies and other local heritage organizations may also have knowledge that contributes to the
identification of cultural heritage resources.

Archaeological Resources

Your EA project may impact archaeological resources and you should screen the project with the MTCS
Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential and Criteria for Evaluating Marine Archaeological
Potential to determine if an archaeological assessment is needed. MTCS archaeological sites data are
available at archaeology@ontario.ca. If your EA project area exhibits archaeological potential, then an
archaeological assessment (AA) should be undertaken by an archaeologist licenced under the OHA, who
is responsible for submitting the report directly to MTCS for review.

Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes

The MTCS Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage
Landscapes should be completed to help determine whether your EA project may impact cultural heritage
resources. The Clerk/s for the City of Waterloo and Region of Waterloo can provide information on
property registered or designated under the Ontario Heritage Act. Municipal Heritage Planners can also
provide information that will assist you in completing the checklist.




http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0478E~3/$File/0478E.pdf

http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0503E~1/$File/0503E.pdf

http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0503E~1/$File/0503E.pdf

mailto:archaeology@ontario.ca

http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf

http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf



If potential or known heritage resources exist, MTCS recommends that a Heritage Impact Assessment
(HIA), prepared by a qualified consultant, should be completed to assess potential project impacts. Our
Ministry’s Info Sheet #5: Heritage Impact Assessments and Conservation Plans outlines the scope of
HIAs. Please send the HIA to MTCS for review, and make it available to local organizations or individuals
who have expressed interest in review.

Environmental Assessment Reporting

All technical heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and incorporated into EA
projects. Please advise MTCS whether any technical heritage studies will be completed for your EA
project, and provide them to MTCS before issuing a Notice of Completion. If your screening has identified
no known or potential cultural heritage resources, or no impacts to these resources, please include the
completed checklists and supporting documentation in the EA report or file.

Thank-you for consulting MTCS on this project: please continue to do so through the EA process, and
contact me for any questions or clarification.

Sincerely,

Joseph Muller, RPP/MCIP
Heritage Planner
Joseph.Muller@Ontario.ca

Copied to: Jessica Kellerman, Project manager, City of Waterloo

It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or
file is accurate. MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the any checklists,
reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTCS be liable for any harm,
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or supporting documents are
discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.

Please notify MTCS if archaeological resources are impacted by EA project work. All activities impacting archaeological resources
must cease immediately, and a licensed archaeologist is required to carry out an archaeological assessment in accordance with the
Ontario Heritage Act and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists.

If human remains are encountered, all activities must cease immediately and the local police as well as the Cemeteries Regulation
Unit of the Ministry of Government and Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated
with archaeological resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensure that the site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which
would be a contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act.



http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/publications/Heritage_Tool_Kit_Heritage_PPS_infoSheet.pdf




PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON, N2J 4A8

P: 519-886-1550 x78243

F: 519-747-8523

TTY: 1-866-786-3941

E: Jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca

www.waterloo.ca

(2]

From: Muller, Joseph (MTCS) [mailto:Joseph.Muller@ontario.ca]
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2017 1:26 PM

To: Jessica Kellerman
Subject: RE: Silver Lake and Laurel Creek EA - PIC #2

Hi Jessica:

| wasn’t able to attend the PIC on December 12th, and don’t see the PIC#2 materials online yet:
would you please let me know when they’re posted? Thanks,

Joe

Joseph Muller, RPP, MCIP

Heritage Planner

Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport

Culture Division | Programs and Services Branch | Heritage Program Unit
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700

Toronto, Ontario M7A OA7

Tel. 416.314.7145 | Fax. 416.212.1802

From: Jessica Kellerman [mailto:Jessica.Kellerman@waterloo.ca]
Sent: November 21, 2017 12:05 PM
Subject: Silver Lake and Laurel Creek EA - PIC #2

Hello,

You are receiving this email because you have requested to be including on the mailing list for the
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek EA project. If you would like to be removed from this list, please let me
know in writing by replying to this email.

Please find attached the information for the Silver Lake and Laurel Creek EA PIC#2. This PIC will be
the second of three (3) PIC’s that will be hosted over the course of the EA. The second PIC will
present information on the existing conditions of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek, a list of potential


mailto:Jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca
http://www.waterloo.ca/
mailto:Joseph.Muller@ontario.ca
mailto:Jessica.Kellerman@waterloo.ca

alternative solutions, and the process that will be used to evaluate the alternatives in order to
determine the preferred solution.

Hope to see you there,
Regards,

Jessica

Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager, Water Resources
Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo City Centre

100 Regina St. S.

PO Box 337, Station Waterloo
Waterloo, ON, N2J 4A8

P: 519-886-1550 x78243

F: 519-747-8523

TTY: 1-866-786-3941

E: Jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca
www.waterloo.ca

|_E-

IMPORTANT NOTICE: This communication (including attachments) is intended solely for
the named addressee(s) and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and
exempt from disclosure. No waiver of confidence, privilege, protection or otherwise is made.
If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.
IMPORTANT NOTICE: This communication (including attachments) is intended solely for
the named addressee(s) and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and
exempt from disclosure. No waiver of confidence, privilege, protection or otherwise is
made. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.


mailto:Jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca
http://www.waterloo.ca/

Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team in the development of solutions for
this important attraction in the park.

All Responses sorted chronologically

As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM

engageWaterloo is not a certified voting system or ballot box. As with any public comment process, participation in engageWaterloo
is voluntary. The responses in this record are not necessarily representative of the whole population, nor do they reflect the opinions
of any government agency or elected officials.

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785



Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in
Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team in the development of solutions for
this important attraction in the park.

As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM, this forum had:

Attendees: 22
All Responses: 3
Minutes of Public Comment: 9

This topic started on December 19, 2017, 4.08 PM.
This topic ended on January 30, 2018, 4:21 PM.

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 2 of 11



Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team

in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

Responses

Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions listed below (i.e., do

nothing, dredge and reconstruct Silver Lake, etc.)

Answered 1

Skipped 2
into know lake open silver wetland

Do nothing (maintain existing conditions):

Answered 2

Skipped 1

Dredge and reconstruct Silver Lake.

Answered 2

Skipped 1

Dredge and reconfigure Silver Lake

Answered 2
Skipped 1
lake

Create a channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake.

Answered 2
Skipped 1
lake water

Remove Silver lake and reconfigure Laurel Creek.

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785

Page 3 of 11



Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team
in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

Answered 2
Skipped 1
lake

The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural and economic
environments within the defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with
the proposed evaluation criteria.

Answered 1

Skipped 2

The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural and economic) will be given equal weighting in
the valuation exercise (i.e., 25% weighting for each of the four evaluation criteria (technical, natural,
social/cultural and economic). Do you agree with this weighting?

% Count
Yes, the proposed equal weighting [N 33.3% 1
structure is appropriate.
No, the proposed equal weighting [ 66.7% 2

structure is not appropriate.

If you disagree with equally weighting the evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural and
economic), please offer your alternative weighting structure for consideration by the project team.

Answered 2
Skipped 1
more

Please describe the nature of your interest in the study? l.e., are you a member of the general public?
resident/landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed? Member of an interest group (please specify) or
agency representative (please specify)?

Answered 3

Skipped 0

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 4 of 11



Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team
in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

creek member resident

Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the project team should consider?

Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

Answered 1

Skipped 2

The rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental Assessment
studies. If you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment
process, please share here.

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 5 of 11




Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team
in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

Name not shown inside WARD 7 (registered) January 22, 2018, 10:47 AM

Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions listed below (i.e., do
nothing, dredge and reconstruct Silver Lake, etc.)

Do nothing (maintain existing conditions):

Dredge and reconstruct Silver Lake.

Dredge and reconfigure Silver Lake

Create a channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake.

Remove Silver lake and reconfigure Laurel Creek.

The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural and economic
environments within the defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with
the proposed evaluation criteria.

The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural and economic) will be given equal weighting in
the valuation exercise (i.e., 25% weighting for each of the four evaluation criteria (technical, natural,
social/cultural and economic). Do you agree with this weighting?

Yes, the proposed equal weighting structure is appropriate.

If you disagree with equally weighting the evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural and
economic), please offer your alternative weighting structure for consideration by the project team.

Please describe the nature of your interest in the study? l.e., are you a member of the general public?
resident/landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed? Member of an interest group (please specify) or
agency representative (please specify)?

Resident of the Uptown West neighbourhood, in close proximity to Silver Lake.

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 6 of 11



Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team
in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the project team should consider?

Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

The rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental Assessment
studies. If you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment
process, please share here.

All Responses sorted chronologically

As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 7 of 11




Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team
in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

Name not shown inside WARD 1 (registered) December 21, 2017, 10:06 AM

Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions listed below (i.e., do
nothing, dredge and reconstruct Silver Lake, etc.)

The problems with Silver Lake keep reoccurring. The natural progression with the amount of sediments coming
into Silver Lake is for it to turn into a wetland not an open lake. Personally | have no problem with it turning into
a wetland but | know the public wants Silver Lake to remain an open lake. 1 am not an engineer so | don't know
is possible to do what is the best the solution.

Do nothing (maintain existing conditions):
No - something needs to be done

Dredge and reconstruct Silver Lake.
Won't this mean in a few years problems will just reoccur?

Dredge and reconfigure Silver Lake
Would depend on how Silver Lake is reconfigured.

Create a channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake.
Would create better water quality down stream but what would Silver Lake look like and would it still need
redoing in a few years.

Remove Silver lake and reconfigure Laurel Creek.
Sounds like a better idea but how would Silver Lake function.

The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural and economic
environments within the defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with
the proposed evaluation criteria.

Is there the political will to drastically change Silver Lake?

The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural and economic) will be given equal weighting in
the valuation exercise (i.e., 25% weighting for each of the four evaluation criteria (technical, natural,
social/cultural and economic). Do you agree with this weighting?

No, the proposed equal weighting structure is not appropriate.

If you disagree with equally weighting the evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural and
economic), please offer your alternative weighting structure for consideration by the project team.
To keep having to fight what is naturally occurring will be more costly in the end

Please describe the nature of your interest in the study? l.e., are you a member of the general public?

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 8 of 11



Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team
in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

resident/landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed? Member of an interest group (please specify) or
agency representative (please specify)?
| am a member of Waterloo Region Nature but | am not representing them at this time.

Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the project team should consider?

Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?

The rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental Assessment
studies. If you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment
process, please share here.

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 9 of 11




Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team
in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

Janet Henkel inside WARD 1 (registered) December 21, 2017, 8:00 AM

Do you have any comments, questions or concerns with the alternative solutions listed below (i.e., do
nothing, dredge and reconstruct Silver Lake, etc.)

Do nothing (maintain existing conditions):
Not an option.

Dredge and reconstruct Silver Lake.
Certainly dredge....not sure what reconstruction entails...but if it a viable option, | am in favour.

Dredge and reconfigure Silver Lake
Not sure what reconfigure means completely, but dredging is certainly necessary. The "lake" is not now a lake
at all...just a nasty puddle.

Create a channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake.
Is this possible? Would it help the lake stay clean? Surely water has to flow through to prevent stagnation?

Remove Silver lake and reconfigure Laurel Creek.
I hope we can keep the lake and make it beautiful. It could be and should be the jewel of Waterloo Park. Itis a
shameful mess presently and nothing to be proud of.

The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, social/cultural and economic
environments within the defined study area. Please provide any comments, questions or concerns with
the proposed evaluation criteria.

The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural and economic) will be given equal weighting in
the valuation exercise (i.e., 25% weighting for each of the four evaluation criteria (technical, natural,
social/cultural and economic). Do you agree with this weighting?

No, the proposed equal weighting structure is not appropriate.

If you disagree with equally weighting the evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural and
economic), please offer your alternative weighting structure for consideration by the project team.
The natural and social/cultural factors should carry more weight! This is a critical undertaking for the good of
the life of the city! We need a beautiful lake here now!

Please describe the nature of your interest in the study? l.e., are you a member of the general public?
resident/landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed? Member of an interest group (please specify) or

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 10 of 11



Waterloo Park's Silver Lake and Laurel Creek rehabilitation

We are conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Your input at this stage of the study will assist the study team
in the development of solutions for this important attraction in the park.

agency representative (please specify)?
| am a member of the general public, and a resident and landowner near Laurel Creek. | volunteer with the
LCCWG to help keep the creek clean and promote it.

Are there any additional alternative solutions that you feel the project team should consider?

Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the project team?
| feel the urgency of this project and am sure the residents of Waterloo are supportive in your efforts to restore
the lake as quickly as possible.

The rehabilitation project will be following the process outlined for Class Environmental Assessment
studies. If you have any questions, comments or concerns about the Environmental Assessment
process, please share here.

All Responses sorted chronologically
As of January 30, 2018, 4:23 PM http://www.peakdemocracy.com/5785 Page 11 of 11
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the lake larger. It used to be larger.

Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: NO. To my knowledge there
are no successful "off line lakes" 8 to 10 years old.

Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: NO

Evaluation Criteria Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting

Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% 20%
Natural Environment 25% 30%
Social/Cultural Environment 25% 30%
Economic Environment 25% 20%

Member of Interest Group:

Dredge and supportedges.

Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.

Agency Representative:

No plantingsin enclosures. They died in Silver Lake
and Clare Lake and in a lake in Markham.

Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.

Reference L
No. Submitted By Description of Issues
Do you have any or with the alt The prop  evalt criteria address the tech I, natural, The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) Nature of your interest in study? Are there any additional ali i /[ that |Do you have any additional comments or The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
solutions identified? social/cultural, and economic environments within the defined study area. |will be given equal weighting in the valuation exercise. Please indicate your you feel the Project team should consider? information that you feel would be helpful to  |project will be following the process outlined for
lease provide any ions or wit e prop pref for an equa ighting of the criteria i e project team. lass Environmental Assessment studies. Do you
Pl idl ith th 1 fe J h th I te th t te ? Class Ei tal A t studies. Do
evaluation criteria. outlined, and/or provide an alternate weighting structure. have any q or
about the 1A p ?
pages5 |Ryan Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: Will the dredging recur in the future? It sounds
and 6 of |Dunham like a short-term solution. The proposed equal weighting structure is No No No
Attendanc appropriate.
e Feedbac Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake/Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around ® Yes Yes Yes
. Silver Lake/Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: With these three . . Resident/Landowner within the Laurel
k_Seanned options, how will they affect downstream sediment loads? Assumably, the sediment | offer the foIIowmgaItefnate welghtu:\g Creek Watershed
PDF p d ney 10aEss 4 structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
W|IIIthe'n ::e?deposmed further downstream. How will this affect that area Can upstream erosion be decreased to help limit
ecologically? N
gicaly Member of Interest Group: sediment load?
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting
Category Weighting Consideration Answer: The Study Area is limited by the Park boundaries.
Technical Environment 25%
Natural Environment 25% % "
Social/Cultural Environment 25% "% Agency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% %
pages7 |anonymous |Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek : This alternative surprised me; |
and 8 of would miss the lake. ' The proposed equal weighting structure is No No No
Attendanc appropriate.
e_Feedbac - — Yes Yes Yes
) L Resident/Landownerwithin the Laurel
k_Scanned | offer the followingalternate weighting Creek Watershed
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Member of Interest Group:
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting
Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25%
Natural Environment 25% % A R —
Social/Cultural Environment 25% "% gency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% %
pages9 |Paul McKone o . Member of the General Public N
and 10 of . The proposed equal weightingstructure is o No No
Attendanc appropriate.
e_Feedbac ® Yes ® Yes ® Yes
k_Scanned | offer the followingalternate weighting Resident/Landowner within the
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Laurel Creek Watershed Comments: Comments: Comments:
If 4 or 5 [Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Please consider appropriate crossing points I'm pleased the EA and Addendum are being done to
» o o Lake or Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek], (bridges and boardwalks) and approaches for sensitively repair some earlier missteps.
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting please offer concepts for improving connectivity across implementing the Master Plan's Interior Perimeter
Category Weighting Consideration .
Technical Environment 25% the lake bed. Walkway. Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.
Natural Environment 25% _% 3
Social/Cultural Environment 25% % Agency Representative: Answer:to be completed during future phases of the Answer: Connectivity is included in the assessment.
Economic Environment 25% —% Study.
pages 11 |Peter Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake : Preferred solution but it should address the  [Since Council has approved the Park Master Plan, what status does it have as part of
and 12 of |Wetherup future park development (Park Master Plan), especially trails. the criteria? Answer: Council will review the EA and make a recommendation based . The proposed equal weightingstructure is ® No No ® No
Attendanc on that. appropriate.
e_Feedbac Yes ® Yes Yes
. N _— Resident/Landowner within the Laurel
k_Scanned | offer the followingalternate weighting Creek Watershed
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Trails and crossings should be identified within the
plan to help with future park developmentand not
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting requirea further EA
Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% o .
Natural Environment 25% "% - Answer: Connectivity is included in the assessment
Social/Cultural Environment 25% % Agency Representative: although not the focus of the EA.
Economic Environment 25% %
pages 13 |Joan Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): DO NOT make the lake smaller! oN
and 14 of |McKinnon The proposed equal weightingstructure is o No ® No
Attendanc Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: Dredge - yes, maintain lake and stabilize the appropriate. v
es
e_Feedbac banks. ® Yes Yes
k_Scanned . § . . | offer the followingalternate weighting
PDF Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: Don't change the footprint - you could make structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:

Consider human element - bodies of water are
calmingto people.

Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.
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Evaluation Criteria Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting

Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% 40%
Natural Environment 25% 20%
Social/Cultural Environment 25% 20%
Economic Environment 25% 20%

Member of Interest Group: goal.

Agency Representative: health risks.

Will Silver Lake ever be swimmable? That should be the

Answer: Thankyou for your feedback. Swimming in Silver
Lake is currently not being considered in the Study due to

Reference L
No Submitted By Description of Issues
Do you have any q ions or with the alt i The prop  evalt criteria address the technical, natural, The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) Nature of your interest in study? Are there any additional ali i lutions that  |Do you have any additional comments or The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
solutions identified? social/cultural, and economic environments within the defined study area. |will be given equal weighting in the valuation exercise. Please indicate your you feel the Project team should consider? information that you feel would be helpful to  |project will be following the process outlined for
Please provide any ions or with the proposed prefe for an equal weighting of the evalt criteria i the project team? Class Environmental Assessment studies. Do you
evaluation criteria. outlined, and/or provide an alternate weighting structure. have any q i or
about the 1A p ?
pages 15 |anonymous |Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): Not acceptable, dredging is needed at
and 16 of the least. ‘ The proposed equal weightingstructure is ® No ® No ® No
Attendanc appropriate.
e Feedbac Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: | think some form of reconstruct/reconfigure Yes Yes Yes
k_Scanned is necessary. | offer the followingalternate weighting gre:edke\?‘/t:tl.ear:iz\évnerwmhlnthe Laurel
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: Not clear what Silver Lake :
would become or how the lake would function (flushing, etc.). Member of InterestGro
r i roup:
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting P
Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: | think Silver Lake is an important Category Weighting Consideration
part of the park's character and needs to be retained. Technical Environment 25% —%
Natural Environment 25% %
Social/Cultural Environment 25% % Agency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% %
pages 17 |anonymous |Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): Definitely not an option. At the end of the day, the natural environment must prevail in the solution. P No ® No
and 18 of . The proposed equal weightingstructure is o
Attendanc Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: All this will just repeat the errors of the past. appropriate. v v
es es
e_Feedbac . § . . Yes L4
k_Scanned Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: My favoured solution, for public interest. | offer the following alternate weighting
PDF y structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: Not at all a good idea, as Get rid of the zoo in the park.
Silver Lake will then become a stagnant mosquito-infested marsh. Member of Interest Group
r i roup:
Evaluation Criteria Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.
Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: This would work but lose public Category Weighting Consideration
interest. Technical Environment 25%
Natural Environment 25% % "
Social/Cultural Environment 25% % Agency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% %
pages 19 Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): Not an option. Social/cultural should be high on the list. Think of the building that has happened Member of the General Public N ® No
and 20 of because of the attractiveness of the lake - P.I., Barrel Yards. . The proposed equal weightingstructure is o ® No
Attendanc Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: The size of the lake is good. It is a pleasure to appropriate.
e Feedbac view and to walk around. | enjoy the wildlife. ® Yes Yes Yes
k_Scanned . ; , . o | offer the followingalternate weighting
PDF Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: Don't change the size too much. If it will help structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
save the lake, then OK. If Lions Lagoon is gone, can lake be enlarged and will that | If the City is trying to attract more people to live
. help the lake? uptown, then the park and the lake need to remain.
" I Member of Interest Group: 3
Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: Would be alright if the health Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting You cannot intensify population without having
of the lake can be improved. Category Weighting Consideration Answer: the removal of Lion's Lagoon may reduce peaceful places for people to enjoy. Chicago
Lecth"'claE' E’_“"’“"’"i"‘ ;:: ” contamination in the Park. Lake size will be considered learned that lesson. Save the lake!
" . . . atural Environmen _ - N . .
Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: Not an option. Social/Cultural Environment %% % Agency Representative: during the detailed design phase of the Study.
Economic Environment 25% _ % Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.
pages 21 |Bill Martin Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): Low priority.
N ) ® No No ® No
and 22 of . The proposed equal weightingstructure is
Attendanc Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: This is probably the minimally acceptable appropriate.
e_Feedbac solution. Yes ® Yes Yes
K Scanned Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: My favourite solution. It maintains the nature I offer the followingalternate weighting Residkent/Lam:]mévnerwithin the Laurel
= i # Creek Watershe
PDF of the park and improves it. structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
’ | spend a lot of time in Waterloo Park so | support
Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: | am not sure how this would Member of Interest Group efforts to rehabilitate the watershed and Silver
5 r i roup:
benefit the park. Evaluation Criteria Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting Lake.
Category Weighting Consideration
Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: This would change the entire Technical Environment 25% Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.
nature of the park. Low priority. Natural Environment 25% —% i
park. P . Social/Cultural Environment 25% % Agency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% %
pages 23 |Jan d'Ailly Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: Find a way to catch sediment at the mouth of |Apart from dredging a catchment area, emphasis on no maintenance alternatives. ® No
and 24 of the lake, make long-term maintenance easy. The proposed equal weightingstructure is No ® No
Attendanc appropriate.
e Feedbac Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: Deepen the lake? ® Yes Yes Yes
k_Scanned . | offer the followingalternate weighting gre:edke\?‘/t:tl.ear:iz\évnerwmhlnthe Laurel
PDF Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: Don't want to create a structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
stagnant lake/marsh. Channel around a lake always looks unnatural.
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Reference -
No Submitted By Description of Issues
Do you have any q ions or with the alt i The proposed evaluation criteria address the technical, natural, The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) Nature of your interest in study? Are there any additional ali i lutions that  |Do you have any additional comments or The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
solutions identified? social/cultural, and i i within the defined study area. |will be given equal weighting in the valuation exercise. Please indicate your you feel the Project team should consider? information that you feel would be helpful to  |project will be following the process outlined for
Please provide any ions or with the proposed prefe for an equal weighting of the evaluation criteria i the project team? Class Environmental Assessment studies. Do you
evaluation criteria. outlined, and/or provide an alternate weighting structure. have any q i or
about the Envil 1A p ?
pages 25 |Lloyd Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): Not this one. No o N
and 26 of |Schneider ’ The proposed equal weightingstructure is No o
Attendanc Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: 3 appropriate.
e_Feedbac ves ® Yes Yes
" i i : . P Resident/Landowner within the Laurel
k_Scanned Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: 1 | offer the followingalternate weighting CreekW:tershed
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: 2 N N N
Is possible to flush each spring. Have holding
" N N Member of Interest Group: capacity of stream to offer a fast run of waterand a
Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: Not this one. Evaluation Criteria Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting machine to stir up the silt so it flushes away.
Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% % A -0 . 4 mai P
Natural Environment 5% o - nswer: Operation and maintenance factors are
Social/Cultural Environment 25% % Agency Representative: being considered in the assessment.
Economic Environment 25% %
pages 27 |anonymous |Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): Existing current lake is outdated. Stream similar to Avon River in Stratford more Member of the General Public
and 28 of Not an option. appropriate. The proposed equal weightingstructure is No No No
Attendanc appropriate.
e Feedbac Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: Yes Yes Yes
- isti Resident/Landowner within the Laurel
k_Scanned Yes, new stream allowance through existing lake. I offer the followingalternate weighting Crook Witershog
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting
Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% %
Natural Environment 25% % -
Social/Cultural Environment 25% "% Agency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% %
pages 29 Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): It seems something must be done. In spite of the problems posed by maintaining the lake, it is the "raison d'étre" of N N N
i . : . o [o] [o]
and 30 of the City. The proposed equal weightingstructure is
Attendanc Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: To me, Silver Lake is a cultural heritage appropriate.
e Feedbac landscape created by Abraham Erb, the first settler of Waterloo in 1806. Yes Yes Yes
kiscanned Resident/Landowner within the Laurel
. y " ) . . | offer the followingalternate weighting Creek Watershed
PDF Dredge nnfl Remn(tgure Silver Lake: The Ial'<e (Mlll P'ond'] has been r'econflgured . structure for consideration by the praject team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
before, so it doesn't matter a lot, so long as its historical importance is respected. Not sure.
Member of Interest Group:
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting
Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% 10%
Natural Environment 25% 40% P
Social/Cultural Environment 25% 40% Agency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% 10%
pages 31 |Gordon Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: Agree with improvements to Laurel Creek None Member of the General Public ® No No No
and 32 of |Greavette Channel along current route. ' The proposed equal weightingstructure is
Attendanc appropriate.
Yes ® Yes Yes
e_Feedbac
k_Scanned | offer the followingalternate weighting
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Keep the lake in roughly its current configuration
Member of Interest Group: but dredge; reinforce/improve the shoreline trail
Evaluation Criteria Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting around the lake and keep the boardwalk concept,
Category Weighting Consideration where possible.
Technical Environment 25% %
Natural Environment 25% % - .
Social/Cultural Environment 25% % Agency Representative: Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.
Economic Environment 25% %
pages 33 |anonymous |Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): Not acceptable. The lake is a mess. Member of the General Public N
and 34 of The proposed equal weightingstructure is ® No ° ® No
Attendanc Dredge and Reconstruct Silver Lake: v appropriate.
e_Feedbac Yes ® Yes Yes
k_Scanned Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: Depends - need details. ’ | offer the followingalternate weighting
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: ? need details | believe solution should maximize uses of lake for
Member of Interest Group: social/recreational purposes - paddle boats,
Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek: NEVER!!!! Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting picnicking, kayaking, etc.
Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% 10% Answer: Thankyou for your feedback.
Natural Environment 25% 15% A R ative:
Social/Cultural Environment 25% 50% gency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% 25%
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Reference . L
No. Submitted By Description of Issues
Do you have any ions or with the alt i The prop  evalt criteria address the technical, natural, The evaluation criteria (technical, natural, social/cultural, and economic) Nature of your interest in study? Are there any additional ali i lutions that  |Do you have any additional comments or The Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
solutions identified? social/cultural, and economic environments within the defined study area. |will be given equal weighting in the valuation exercise. Please indicate your you feel the Project team should consider? information that you feel would be helpful to  |project will be following the process outlined for
Please provide any ions or with the proposed prefe for an equal weighting of the evalt criteria i the project team? Class Environmental Assessment studies. Do you
evaluation criteria. outlined, and/or provide an alternate weighting structure. have any q i or
about the Envil 1A p ?
pages 35 |anonymous |Do Nothing (maintain existing conditions): Introduce two white swans and have N N N
N . - . o
and 36 of elementary school students take part in naming them. The proposed equal weightingstructure is o S}
Attendanc appropriate.
e Feedbac Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: ? Yes Yes Yes
- Resident/Landowner within the Laurel
k_Scanned | offer the followingalternate weighting
= i 7 . Creek Watershed
PDF Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laure| Creek: X structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
See comment re: swans.
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting
Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25% %
Natural Environment 25% % -
Social/Cultural Environment 25% "% Agency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% %
pages 37 |anonymous |Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake: Making lake area more welcoming would be Member of the General Public ® No P
i - . o
and 38 of ideal. The proposed equal weighting structure is No
Attendanc appropriate. v v
es es ® Yes
e_Feedbac
- Resident/Landowner within the Laurel
k_Scanned . | offer the followingalternate weighting Creek Watershed
PDF structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Would use of waterway be allowed via GRCA?
Evaluation Criteria Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting Answer: GRCA is a key stakeholder on the Project
Category Weighting Consideration Team.
Technical Environment 25% 25%
Natural Environment 25% 25% o
Social/Cultural Environment 25% 35% Agency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% 15%
mailed |Lowe Create a Channel for Laurel Creek around Silver Lake: [option circled on comment Member of the General Public ® No ® No ® No
comment sheet] ' The proposed equal weightingstructure is
sheet appropriate.
A Yes Yes Yes
(received
Dec 19, | offer the followingalternate weighting
2017) structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: Comments: Comments:
Member of Interest Group:
Evaluation Criteria  Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting
Category Weighting Consideration
Technical Environment 25%
Natural Environment 25% % A R ative:
Social/Cultural Environment 25% "% gency Representative:
Economic Environment 25% %
email - |anonymous |l believe the favoured option for the environment is to remove the lake. Yet, the The environment and naturalizing the area should be the most important criteria, No No o N
subject: option more likely to appeal to those who prefer the status quo, would be to followed by the ongoing costs of the chosen option. The proposed equal weightingstructure is o
Rehab channel the creek around the lake. appropriate.
options The weighting should be 60% environmental & 40% economic. This would naturally ® Yes ® Yes Yes
(received include the technical environment. Waterloo Park as a whole is a huge asset to the ‘ | offer the followingalternate weighting gre:edke\;lvt:tl.ear:iz\évner within the Laurel Comments:
Dec17, health of the city and its residents, any change's to Silver Lake would not negatively structure for consideration by the project team. Comments: | would like to see decisions made that address the long term | Comments:
2017) impact the park over the long term. So the social & cultural aspects should not be Allowing vegetation to grow along the waters edge would | health of Laurel Creek. The lake was built for a purpose and
factored in. assist with water quality & lessen erosion/debrisentering | the city has grown & changed immensely since then. Silver
o o Member of Interest Group: h Lake currently requires constant attention. | would rather see
Evaluation Criteria Proposed Equal  Alternate Weighting the water. the money required to maintain the status quo spent on
_ (Category Weighting Consideration improving the health of the many creeks that travel through
Technical Environment 25% 0% Answer: Thankyou for your feedback. the city.
Natural Environment 25% 60% " Answer: Thank you for sharing your concerns. Potential
Social/Cultural Environment 25% 0% Agency Representative: N N IR
uitare) alternatives offer several solutions for rehabilitating Silver
Economic Environment 25% 40% Lake
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Introduction

On Tuesday, March 20, 2018 the Project team hosted Public Information Centre (PIC) Number 3 for the
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park — Environmental Assessment Addendum
Project (the Project). The purpose of the PIC was to provide a summary of public consultation efforts,
outline the evaluation of the five potential alternative solutions presented at PIC Number 2, and to
present the identified preferred alternative. The PIC was held from 5:30 pm to 8:30 pm at the Waterloo
Memorial Recreation Complex, Lion’s Room (200), located at 101 Father David Bauer Drive in Waterloo,
Ontario. A formal notice with PIC details was advertised in the Waterloo Chronicle on March 1, 2018 and
March 8, 2018 (Attachment A), and posted to the City of Waterloo website. Additionally, PIC details (for
example, date, location and time) were posted on mobile signs around the Project study area early
March 2018.

Multiple Project team members from the City of Waterloo, Stantec and CH2M attended the PIC. The PIC
was “open-house” style, with fourteen (14) large panels (Attachment B) displaying the study purpose,
key issues and challenges, background information, assessment process, a public consultation summary,
a list of the five alternative solutions, an outline of the evaluation process, and the identification of the
preferred alternative. Attendees were encouraged to sign-in and complete the Comment Sheet
(Attachment C), and invited to view the panels and/or ask questions. An Information Brief

(Attachment D) outlining the scoring and detailed evaluation of the five alternatives, and the
identification of the preferred alternative was also available for attendees to take home.

During the sign-in process, an attendee noted that personal information provided on the sign-in sheets
was on the front table for other attendees to see, and suggested that future sessions consider sign-in
electronically (via iPad) where personal information is automatically saved and not available for others
to see. This concern was acknowledged by a Project Team member.

PIC Results

There were fifty-five (55) people that signed the Attendance Register. Attendees identified as members
of the general public, local residents or students, and representatives of local interest groups (Waterloo
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Park Advisory Committee, and Watershed Discipleship — Mennonite Church of Eastern Canada). Some

attendees talked with the Project team, and/or sat to fill in the Comment Sheet. A total of twenty-

six (26) Comment Sheets were received including twenty-five (25) submitted at the PIC and one (1)

received via mail approximately two weeks following the PIC.

Comment Sheet Results

The Comment Sheet results indicate there are no issues or concerns with the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment process. Most respondents (twenty-one [21]) agree that the evaluation of
the five alternatives was fair and transparent while one (1) notes that the evaluation process was fair
but not transparent.

Alternative No. 3 Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake was presented as the preferred alternative;
however, two (2) respondents noted that presenting one preferred alternative was biased.

When asked about the additional mitigation measures (i.e., measures to be implemented in addition to
the dredging the Silver Lake) proposed to improve water quality (e.g., reconfiguring the shoreline,
changing the depth, forebay, etc.), twelve (12) respondents noted there are no issues or concerns with
the measures, as presented. One respondent is concerned about the disturbance to wildlife during
construction of the Project. Additionally, a few respondents noted a preference for certain mitigation
measures such as wetland features, and increasing the depth of Silver Lake while one respondent does
not want to see the shoreline reconfigured too much.

Some additional measures were suggested, and include:
e flushing the lake annually with heavy water flow from the upper lake;
e installing armour stone; and,

e ensuring snow is not dumped at the head of the lake above the bridge since salt is
destructive to the health of the lake.

Regarding the proposed spot repairs to Laurel Creek (e.g., debris removal, bank stabilization,
infrastructure upgrades, etc.), fifteen (15) respondents noted there were no issues or concerns with the
measures, or did not otherwise indicate there was an issue or concern (i.e., did not respond). There
were seven (7) Comment Sheets returned indicating an issue or concern with the spot repairs measures
in Laurel Cree (i.e., the box was checked); however, no specific issue or concern were provided in the
comment section. There are two (2) distinct issues that were identified regarding the potential
infrastructure upgrades, specific to the proposed gabion(s):

e gabions are not suitable for natural channel design; and,
e minimizing the use of gabions is important.

Additionally, it was noted that the bridge near the Perimeter Institute was in need of repair, and that
bridge improvement efforts should align with the Master Plan.

When asked if there were any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Alternative No. 3 Dredge
and Reconfigure Silver Lake, sixteen (16) respondents noted there were no issues or concerns, and

four (4) did not answer the question. Four (4) attendees responded that a different alternative is
preferred over the identified solution:

e three respondents indicate that Alternative No. 5 Remove Silver Lake is the preferred
solution noting that this is the more ecologically-friendly solution, is better for stream
health, and can be implemented in a way that is aesthetically pleasing (one [1] also
notes in the response that stream health should be a higher priority when compared to
the heritage landscape); and,
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e one respondent notes their preference for Alternative No. 2 Dredge and Reconstruct;
however, there is no reason provided.

Additional Comments Sheets note that respondents are concerned that Alternative No. 3 Dredge and
Reconfigure Silver Lake is a short-term solution (i.e., re-silting will occur), and that the regular
maintenance of this alternative will not be done.

Additional comments that may be helpful to the Project team (note, comments have been paraphrased)
include:

e Do not take the ball diamonds away.

e Disappointed in the length of time it will take to complete the project — could some
aesthetic improvements in Silver Lake not be made until Project conclusion?

e Presentation as too technical (i.e., what is a gabion; there could be a list of terms
included).

e Respondent likes that the Project Team has included the University of Waterloo.

e Is the west side of Laurel Creek included in this reconfiguration, or will that be done as
part of the detailed design?

e Do not eliminate the lake.

e Would like more information regarding proposed mitigation and/or design of the
Project.

e Reference provided for a similar project in Chicago (Councilor Durrell).

e The high score of 10 under goose management suggests the removal of the lake would
go a long way.

Additional Feedback Received

An email was received from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) acknowledging the
receipt of PIC 3 materials and noting that Alternative No. 3 Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake was
identified as the preferred solution. MTCS recommends that screening for built and cultural landscapes
be conducted, and requested a status update on the Stage 1 archaeological assessment. The Stage 1
assessment has been submitted directly to MTCS.

Summary

The level of interest and attendance at the PIC supports the public consultation objectives of the Project.
Members of the public expressed interest in receiving details regarding some of the mitigation options,
and would like to know more about Alternative No. 3 Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake including the
design and activities required to complete the Project. There is some remaining preference for
Alternative No. 5 Remove Silver Lake in the spirit of improving water quality.

We trust that this summary meets with your approval. If any questions arise regarding this
correspondence, please contact the undersigned at 519.579.3500, extension 73267.
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Regards,

CH2M

Hlendugrno

Emma Henderson
Environmental Planner

Cc: Tom Mahood
Mark Cormack
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THE CITY OF g
aterloo

Class Environmental Assessment Addendum
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver
Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Silver Lake is a unique element that has provided a recreational
amenity and a picturesque aesthetic for the Park since 1890, making it a central feature of the City of
Waterloo. As the community around the Park has grown, so have the services to Waterloo Park and the
impacts on its features. The study to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek is following the
requirements under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process.

Public Information Centre (PIC) #3 is being held to present the results of the detailed evaluation process,
and the identified recommended solution. Alternative solutions to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel
Creek and the evaluation process was presented at PIC #2 in December 2017. Members of the public are
invited to learn more about the recommended solution, ask questions, and provide input prior to
confirming the final solution. City staff and members of Stantec and CH2M HILL will be available to
answer questions, and to receive input and comments from interested members of the community.

Public Information Centre #3
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018
Time: 5:30 PM to 8:30 PM

Location: Waterloo Memorial Recreation Complex
Room 200, Lion’s Room

101 Father David Bauer Drive
Waterloo, ON

Contact: Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng.
Stantec Project Manager
Phone: (519) 585-7446
Email: steve.brown@stantec.com

Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

City of Waterloo Project Manager
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process. All those with an interest in
the project are encouraged to attend the PIC to provide input into the study.

The information presented at the PIC #3 will be available on the City’s Website.
http://www.waterloo.ca/

SL0526170757KWO 1
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CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM

SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION

IN WATERLOO PARK
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake
and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Silver Lake is a unique element that has provided a recreational
amenity and a picturesque aesthetic for the park since 1890, making it a central feature of the City
of Waterloo. As the community around the park has grown, so have the services to Waterloo Park and
the impacts on its features. The study to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek is following the
requirements under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process.

Public information centre #3 is being held to present the results of the detailed evaluation process, and
the identified recommended solution. Alternative solutions to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek
and the evaluation process was presented at public information centre #2 in December 2017. Members
of the public are invited to learn more about the recommended solution, ask questions, and provide input
prior to confirming the final solution. City staff and members of Stantec and CH2M HILL will be available
to answer questions, and to receive input and comments from interested members of the community.

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018
Time: 5:30 to 8:30 PM

Location: ~ Waterloo Memorial Recreation Complex
Room 200, Lion’s Room
101 Father David Bauer Drive

Waterloo, ON
For further information, contact:
Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Stantec Project Manager City of Waterloo Project Manager
Phone: (519) 585-7446 Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: steve.brown@stantec.com Email: jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process. All those with an interest in
the project are encouraged to attend the PIC to provide input into the study.

The information presented at the PIC #3 will be available on the City’s Website after March 26, 2018 at
waterloo.ca/silverlake

P.519.886.1550 TTY. 1.866.786.3941 waterloo.ca/publicnotices




Waterloo Chronicle | Thursday, March 8,2018 | &

waterloochronicle.ca

f

P.

gt | | 4% il ‘ ' _: =
ﬁr - 5 ?%; __| : .
YSIHE CITY QF j" _ -
h ”i ._ '. ;' L= - TR g . l ‘__"" _,.ﬂ

N
o

BN D S .
CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ADDENDUM

SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION

IN WATERLOO PARK
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake
and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Silver Lake is a unique element that has provided a recreational
amenity and a picturesque aesthetic for the park since 1890, making it a central feature of the City
of Waterloo. As the community around the park has grown, so have the services to Waterloo Park and
the impacts on its features. The study to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek is following the
requirements under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process.

Public information centre #3 is being held to present the results of the detailed evaluation process, and
the identified recommended solution. Alternative solutions to rehabilitate Silver Lake and Laurel Creek
and the evaluation process was presented at public information centre #2 in December 2017. Members
of the public are invited to learn more about the recommended solution, ask questions, and provide input
prior to confirming the final solution. City staff and members of Stantec and CH2M HILL will be available
to answer questions, and to receive input and comments from interested members of the community.

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018
Time: 5:30 to 8:30 PM

Location: ~ Waterloo Memorial Recreation Complex
Room 200, Lion’s Room
101 Father David Bauer Drive

Waterloo, ON
For further information, contact:
Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Stantec Project Manager City of Waterloo Project Manager
Phone: (519) 585-7446 Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: steve.brown@stantec.com Email: jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process. All those with an interest in
the project are encouraged to attend the PIC to provide input into the study.

The information presented at the PIC #3 will be available on the City’s Website after March 26, 2018 at
waterloo.ca/silverlake

519.886.1550 TTY. 1.866.786.3941 waterloo.ca/publicnotices
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City of Waterloo

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
in Waterloo Park - Environmental

Assessment Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #3
March 20, 2018 - 5:30 pm to 8:30 pm

Welcome!

0 Your feedback is important to us. Please sign in and take an Information Bulletin, and fill
out a Comment Sheet and place it in the box provided, or send it to the address on the
form prior to April 3, 2018.

0 City of Waterloo staff, and consultants from Stantec and CH2M are available to answer
your questions.

City of Waterloo Stantec
Jessica Kellerman Steve Brown
Project Manager, Water Resources Project Manager
CH2M
Tom Mahood

Environmental Assessment Lead

ng@loo / mét\‘

~f




Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabil

Study Purpose

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. Waterloo Park has been described as the

Jewel of the City’, and Silver Lake is a unique element that has provided recreational amenity
and picturesque aesthetic for the Park since 1890, making it a central feature of the City of
Waterloo. As the community around the Park has grown, so have the services of Waterloo Park
and the impacts on its features.

Problem Statement

Currently, surface water discharge creates poor water quality and
sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and contributes to the instability
of Laurel Creek. Stream restoration is required to improve water
conveyance in the Park, while maintaining attention to the flooding
limits, natural aesthetics of the Park, cultural landscape elements,

and the short and long-term implementation concepts. The study
will identify and evaluate alternatives for enhancing and protecting
the ecological function and natural features within the Park, ensuring
that Silver Lake and Laurel Creek continue to be key attractions in the
City of Waterloo.

Project Objectives

The Project objective is to determine the
preferred Rehabilitation Option for Silver Lake
and Laurel Creek within the study area located
in Waterloo Park, and to carry out the associated
Class EA Addendum:

1. The focus of Silver Lake is to investigate and outline a
strategy for addressing siltation issues.

2. The focus of Laurel Creek is to establish the existing conditions of the stream channel and outline
potential corrective measures.
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Key Issues and Challenges

The current state of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek present several key challenges and opportunities:

o Waterloo Park has a long and rich heritage, and is developing based on the Waterloo
Park Master Plan outlining elements that the EA must consider including key view sheds,
interpretive opportunities, and historic elements.

o Natural heritage features including wetland and woodland communities, wildlife species at
risk, and natural vegetation will be protected throughout construction and supported as a
result of the study (e.g., habitat creation).

o Silver Lake is an online pond that continues to accumulate sediment from the upstream
drainage area despite dredging activities in 1997, and requires the removal of approximately
30,000 m? of sediment to restore lake storage capacity and improve water quality.

o Theinstability of Laurel Creek remains an issue in after the
implementation of many recommended measures, and
upstream development has and will continue to modify the flow
characteristics of the watercourse.

@ Stream restoration must work to improve water conveyance
in the park while paying attention to flooding limits, natural
aesthetics, and cultural landscape elements.

@ The original EA outlined several recommendations that are
currently past the threshold for implementation (as defined in
the MEA Class EA process).

©® The study needs to ensure there is safe and reliable access for
operations and maintenance activities.

alerloo
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Background

@ Historic uses of Silver Lake include swimming, picnicking, boating and leisure. Waterloo Park
was once primarily devoted to pedestrians and cyclists.

© In1995, the City and the Grand River Conservation Authority carried out the Class EA"A
Rehabilitation Plan for Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park”. This addressed the
cultural heritage of Laurel Creek and Silver Lake, and included technical approaches to
improve water quality through measures such as sediment management, improved lake
circulation, and naturalization of many riparian areas.

© The poor water quality and sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and the instability
of Laurel Creek upstream of Silver Lake, continue to be an issue 20 years after the
implementation of many of the recommended measures.

@ Currently, Waterloo Park is a mixed-use park that accommodates several types of users, and
will continue to develop based on the Waterloo Park Master Plan (2009). The park is now a
transportation hub with the Light Rail Transit (LRT) introducing a major mode of transport
linking Waterloo Park to the larger community. The broadening of our community has
introduced new park uses (for example, the Skate Park).

© Construction of the Central Promenade
is currently underway, and construction
of the Central Street Entrance is
anticipated to begin in summer 2018,
The Central Promenade work includes
a second pedestrian bridge across
the mouth of Silver Lake. The East
and West sections of the Park will be
connected over the LRT lines with
additional connections made in the
future. There are also plans for the
expansion of the Festival Area which
may see the relocation of sports fields
to other areas within the park over the next few years..

f
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Class Environmental Assessment Process

The study will follow the Municipal Class EA process (as amended in 2007, 2011, and 2015) to
meet, at a minimum, Phases 1and 2 of the process:

Problem Definition

¢ |dentify needs
e Define the Problem or Opportunity
e Initiate Consultation

Phase 1

gntory Natural & Social Environment

Including:

¢ Aquatic habitat field reconnaissance

¢ Three season botanical survey

e Turtle Basking & migratory bird surveys
* Heritage feature assessment

e Surface water investigation

Develop & Assess Alternatives

¢ |dentify reasonable alternative solutions
 |dentify potential environmental impacts
¢ OQutline mitigation measures

¢ Evaluate alternative solutions

Schedule B Projects

Phase 2

scommend Preferred Alternatives

¢ |dentification of the preferred alternative including
general costs and implementation plans

¢ |dentification of long-term monitoring and
recommendations

e Public consultation regarding the
preferred alternative

Environmental Report

¢ Prepare Environmental Report

* Notice of Completion

¢ 30-Day public review period

e Completion of the Schedule B Project File

4
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Public Consultation Summary

PIC1

® A formal Notice of Commencement and Notice of PIC was advertised in the Waterloo Chronicle on
June 15, 2017, and was posted to the City's website on June 13, 2017.

@ On Thursday, June 22, 2017 the Project team hosted PIC No. Tto outline the goals and objectives of
the Project and to solicit feedback from the public on the study.

@ Thirty-six (36) members of the public attended the PIC. The attendees’ interests in the
Project varied with attendees including local residents, members of the general public, and
representatives of local interest groups.

© The top three conditions identified as having limited the attendees’ enjoyment of Waterloo Park
are: sediment build up in the lake; poor water quality; and, park connectivity.

© When asked what the most important criteria to consider when choosing the best option
for Waterloo Park, the respondents noted that Recreational Use and Safety was the primary
consideration, followed closely by Protecting the Environment.

PIC 2

@ A formal notice with PIC details was advertised in the Waterloo Chronicle on November 30, 2017
and December 7, 2017, and posted to the City's website on November 27, 2017.

@ On Tuesday, December 12, 2017 the Project team hosted PIC No. 2 to present information
regarding the existing conditions of Silver Lake and Laurel Creek, provide a list of alternative
solutions, and identify the process that will be used to evaluate the alternatives in order to
determine the preferred solution(s).

@ Thirty (30) people signed the Attendance Register. Attendees identified as local residents,
students, members of the general public, and representatives of local interest groups. Some
attendees talked with the Project team, and/or sat to fill in the comment sheet.

© The comment sheet results indicate that a number of the respondents were not in favour of the
'Do-Nothing’ and 'Remove Silver Lake’ options. There were also a number of respondents that
were in favour of the ‘Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake' option. The comment sheets captured
several questions regarding the alternative options showing interest for further information.

@ Thirteen respondents found the proposed weighting criteria generally acceptable by agreeing
with or not having an issue with the proposed weighting. Six respondents offered a suggested
weighting structure; however, there was no clear consensus among the suggestions with different
respondents favouring any of the four evaluation categories.
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Public Consultation Summary (Cc

Project Team Meetings

The Project team consists of the City of Waterloo Project Manager, City Staff from key
departments (including Parks, Design and Construction, Communications), regulatory agencies
(Grand River Conservation Authority [GRCA]) and subject matter experts from Stantec and

CH2M. A summary of the Project team meetings is provided below.

1. OnMay 12, 2017, City of Waterloo staff (5), Stantec and CH2M met to introduce team members, and
provide a history of the project area.

2. OnMay 16, 2017, City of Waterloo staff (4), GRCA, Stantec and CH2M conducted a site visit to review
the current conditions in Silver Lake and Laurel Creek, look at potential maintenance improvements,
and highlights from the 2018 study.

3. OnJuly12, 2017 City of Waterloo Staff (5), Stantec and CH2M met to review PIC No. Tresults and
to discuss ongoing work (for example, natural heritage, hydrogeology), and opportunities and
constraints associated with the Project.

4. On October 23, 2017, City of Waterloo staff (9), GRCA, Stantec and CH2M met to discuss Project
progress as well as the five-identified potential alternative solutions.

5. OnNovember 6, 2017, City of Waterloo staff (8), GRCA, Stantec and CH2M conducted a site visit to
discuss the five potential alternatives from a general planning perspective (for example, alignment
with the Master Plan).

6. February 5, 2018, City of Waterloo staff (9), GRCA, Stantec and CH2M met to review the results of
PIC No. 2 as well as review the detailed criteria and weighting structure.

Focus Group Meetings

The Project Team met with the following stakeholders associated with Waterloo Park.

1. Waterloo Park Advisory Committee (WPAC), June 14, 2017 with City staff (4), Stantec, CH2M, and the

Municipal Heritage Committee. WPAC was provided with a Project overview, and the team discussed
topics including Project importance, historical use, and potential alternatives.

2. Perimeter Institute, September 13, 2017 with City staff (2), Stantec, and CH2M to discuss the
importance of the park, including a few suggestions for improvement. For example, education nodes
and benches around water feature(s). The Project Team provided a brief questionnaire that was
circulated to and filled out by Perimeter Institute staff,

3. University of Waterloo, January 25, 2018 with City staff (2), Stantec, and CH2M to discuss potential
reserach opportunities within Waterloo Park, as well as solutions to help support the outcome of
the Project. Specifically, drainage from the University (for example, parking lots) to help manage the
conditions within Silver Lake.

f
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Alternative Solutions

Alternative Solutions are defined as:

“feasible alternative ways of solving an identified problem (deficiency) or
addressing an opportunity, from which a preferred solution is selected”

Alternative Solutions that may provide sediment management and water quality improvement
within Waterloo Park are inclusive of repairs, shoreline and drainage improvements, and water
quality controls related to stormwater direct discharge locations (for example, parking lots).
Water quality controls that are considered in each of the Alternative Solutions may include:

@ Source Control Options - A variety of stormwater source control options (for example, low
impact development [LID], oil grit separators [OGS]) are available to improve stormwater
quality.

@ Implement End-of-Pipe Control Options - A variety of stormwater end-of-pipe control
options within the park (for example, Stormwater Engineered Facility) are available to
improve levels of stormwater quality management.

f
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Alternative Solutions

1. Do Nothing

© No measures to improve current conditions: Silver Lake and Laurel Creek are
left in their current condition and no extraordinary measures are implemented.

2. Dredge and Reconstruct

@ Dredge Silver Lake to original condition: the lake will maintain its current
configuration and the sediment in the existing lake dredged (and properly
managed) to improve current conditions.

@ Re-Construct Laurel Creek: the creek will be reconstructed within Waterloo Park
to improve water quality and quantity.

3. Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake

o Dredge Silver Lake: sediment will be dredged (and properly managed) with
additional measures taken to improve the circulation of water in the lake which
may include:

° reconfiguring the footprint/shoreline of the lake

° changing the depth of the lake

° implementing sediment management and water quality improvement (for
example, a sediment forebay up or downstream of the Light Rail Trail)

@ Additional measures may include spot repairs along Laurel Creek in the west study area such as debris removal, pedestrian (=
bridge improvements, weir removal, gabion replacement, or bank stabilization, all using natural channel design principles.

100 TN~
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Alternative Solutions (continued)

4. Create a Channel for Laurel Creek Around Silver Lake

@ Dredge Silver Lake: Sediment in the lake would be dredged (and properly
managed).
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@ Laurel Creek s left inits current condition with a Laurel Creek channel around
the existing lake and a remaining water feature (for example, a smaller lake,
wetland, pond). Additional measures may include spot repairs along Laurel Creek
in the west study area such as debris removal, pedestrian bridge improvements, . .,
weir removal, gabion replacement, or bank stabilization, all using natural channel SN o8 Y N )
design principles.

5. Remove Silver Lake and Reconfigure Laurel Creek

@ Remove Silver Lake from the system by removing the lake outlet structure.

@ Laurel Creek will be reconfigured to provide a stable section of creek through
the area that is currently Silver lake. Additional measures may include spot
repairs along Laurel Creek in the west study area such as debris removal,
pedestrian bridge improvements, weir removal, gabion replacement, or bank
stabilization, all using natural channel design principles.
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Evaluation of Alternative Solutions

The Alternative Solutions were evaluated using the Class EA categories respecting the
lechnical Natural Social/Culturaland Economic environments. Category-specific criteria were
developed to reflect project-specific components determined through consultation with the
City of Waterloo, review agencies and community consultation. A description of each criterion
is provided in the PIC 3 Information Brief along with an explanation of the “measures” that were
used to evaluate the alternatives.

A detailed evaluation of alternatives was conducted as a collective exercise with the project
team by assigning a measure (high, moderate or low) and associated score (70, 5or O,
respectively) to the anticipated impact of the alternative solution on each criterion. These
measures were converted to an assigned numerical score. The scores were then totaled and
normalized by category to provide an overall score for each alternative,

The evaluation of alternative was based on an equal weighting of the four categories, as required:

Technical Environment 25%
Natural Environment 25%
Social/Cultural Environment 25%
Economic Environment 25%
Total 100%

Alternatives with higher scores are considered more preferred or feasible
than those with lower scores. Alternative No. 3 had the highest score following the
detailed evaluation.

Detailed Evaluation - Alternative No. 3:
Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake

28.2
300 . o 24.3
25.0
20.0
15.0
10.0
5.0
0.0

15.0

Normalized Total
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Sensitivity Analysis

A sensitivity analysis was conducted to determine if the overall scoring of
alternatives changes if criteria categories are assigned a different weighting of
40% with the remaining three categories given a weighting of 20%. In every
scenario, the sensitivity analysis indicates Alternative 3 is preferred.

80

7.0

6.0

50

40
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30

2.0
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Alternative 3: Dredge and Reconfigure

Silver Lake

The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution.
This alternative would see the sediments in lake dredged (and properly managed) with

additional measures taken to improve the circulation of water in the lake to improve the water
quality. Measures may include:

@ reconfiguring the footprint/shoreline of the lake; and/or,
© changing the depth of the lake; and/or,

© implementing sediment management and water quality

improvement components such as a forebay up or
downstream of the Light Rail Trail.

Additional measures include spot repairs along Laurel Creek in the west study area such as

debris removal, pedestrian bridge improvements, weir removal, gabion replacement, or bank
stabilization, all using natural channel design principles.
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Thank you for your interest in the

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek
Rehabilitation Project!

Next Steps:

® Preparation of Environmental Impact Study
@ The Notice of Completion

® The 30-day review period will commence
@ Detailed design to begin in 2019

Public and agency consultation is a key component of the Class EA process, and we value
your input. Please fill out the comment sheet provided.

If you have any questions about this study, please feel free to ask any member of the Project
Team, including:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec Engineering Services, Design &
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Construction

Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: 519-585-7446 100 Regina Street S.

Email: steve.brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J4A8

Phone: 519-886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica.kellerman@waterloo.ca
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the Btion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identitied Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

Yes
L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L akeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.
Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
d Changing the depth of the lake:
L Installation of a forebay:
Q Creation of wetlfnd features:

®d other: £lush the Jone adnunally w-¥h heqoyalater Flow From 742

L Noissues or concerns pp< b [ake. ﬂ;z,,/;,-ax /e.f:\'/ﬂl'”] ap mp ’eyy.en’,' as Phe waiten

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below. Clys 4{,{ '
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:
Q] Bank stabilization:
Q infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):

Q B ge improvements:
U other.
No issues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the

Séu}jmea?
No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
ﬂ/Member of the General Public
O Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative. Specify:

N
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?
O No ) J
&) Yes. Please comment: pﬁn +WK‘9 f"e L“” V"‘“M l\/}ﬁ Q-m/‘ﬂ\/\

i

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

Q No
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

O ves
D/No. Please add this informatior,__{/ m/vn} e L “oli J en 72 [9' j‘ nha- [ L

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedomn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng, Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: Man@

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF w

dlerloo O stantec  chi2m:




Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

E'ﬂ Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
U Installation of a forebay:
(] Creation of wetland features:
U other:
[ Noissues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

M Debris removal:
X Bank stabilization:
™ infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:
U other.
QJ Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
[ Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

& Member of the General Public
E,Resident/ Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify: : ¢

O Agency Representative. Specify:
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

O No

@ Yes. Please comment: MM‘?’—MW ptzd g the Ia\é-lh,{ fnels

i . Could se Ly U ro, fs @ Si’“lg’l-lké nah{_“

| @rgi conclusien/?7
7. The Project followed the requirements outﬁem Wﬂcipalﬁ!ﬁss Environment?l%s?éssment process. Do you have

any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?
& No

0 Yes. Please comment:

8. Areyou on the Project mailing list?
Yes

L No. Please add this information:

The areee C((OHJ ‘o Lake 1@‘(5', Ce \'\ﬁp\ejt.\7 nocaeed ‘FOV" Suv-e_ly Sometni canQ
done - Fis s NOT e " Vewel  of Wale o we wers told 1o e)‘pcc?,

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessic @w

Thank you for your participation in this study!

derloo O stantec  ch2w:
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution]
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

| Yes

L No. Please comment:

-
L4

2. Alternative No.-3: Dredge and Recon)?gure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed actlvmes

Lo s ‘,(,Z«. |
& Reconfiguring the shoreline: Db s ls : Loaes wosial wsT 2 [P

E/Changmgthedepth of the lake: _/“"“F‘ S J Du r end o M

& installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:
DOther:_j;naég,H _lzn.d.—’_"""‘"w
L3 Noissues or concerns Check ‘/—44.7 K s /s naot Cl«/wf ed a¥ VK<
rg a / e AR Rl
3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be irCluded are ||sted below. —z, s o2¥

Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities. feole stiweds ja Jo fbo lenlt
e [ ake .

ﬁ\"’“

et

& Debris removal.
3 Bank stabilization:
B infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
% Bridge improvements:
O other:
L Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

Q) No, Akternative No. 3 Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L vYes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
¥ Member of the General Public
W& Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
QO Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
Q) Agency Representative. Specify:

N
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

O No

L Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

O No
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?
Yes

L3 No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedomn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. O
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: man@ :

Thank you for your participation in this study!

W

THE CITY OF

dletloo O Stantec  ch2w:

M PR0315181253KWO
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Sitver Lake as the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Afternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

Yes
L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:
Q other: ‘
Q‘No iSsues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

(2 Debris removal:
L Bank stabilization:
0 Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:

U other:

No issues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the

Sé_ld}Area?
No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

Member of the General Public
O Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
0 Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative. Specify:

. N




A

6. Do Mve any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

&d No

L Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
e;:yuestions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

No
QO Yes. Please comment:

8. A@I’C}OUTJH the Project mailing list?
Yes

J No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. 0
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 ReginaSt.S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessic an@we

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF W

derlw @ Stantec me
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconifigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

Yes
L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L Installation of a forebay:
(J Creation of wetland features:
Q Other:
Q No issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:
L] Bank stabilization:
Q Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:

U other:
L Noissues or concerns

4. Doyou have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

L No, Aternative No. 3 Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L akeis a preferred solution
L Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

O Member of the General Public
O Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an interest Group. Specify:

O Agency Representative. Specify:
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

O No

U Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

Q No
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

D Yes

) No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessrment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email:

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF ;W

detloo O stantec  chizm:
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solutionl
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeas
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

D Yes

&I No. Please comment: W pusent ot al A natinie 24 g#é;gé 2@'
_M.M‘Mﬂ :

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
U] installation of a forebay: __&&g_ﬁ AJ‘Q-:! 4
L Creation of wetland features:

O other:

L Noissues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

 Debris removal:
L Bank stabilization:
O infrastructure upgrades(weir, gablons\f-:"' Whart ot 1‘%5_4& F
Q Bridge improvements
Q other:

[ Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

U No, Atternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

P’Member of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
0O Member of an Interest Group. Specify: o
Q Agency Representative. Specify:
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

O No
O Ves. Please comment:
a /,;@',‘4:, Ei:ﬁs E &7 [ a. mm—@% Sy
7. ThéjPrOJectfollowed the requirements outlined in the Mun|C|paI Class Envjron i AA’C

w
mental Assessment proce
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process? a lret ?z RS
o

O Yes. Please comment:

.Do you have

o

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

D Yes
Mo. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: ' IN@W3

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF |

alerloo @ Stantec Ch2mM:

l PR0315181253KWO
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredjge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeas the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was

fair and transparent?
&ﬁes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L Installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:
O other:
L Noissues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:
L] Bank stabilization:
O Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:
U other:
L] Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

U No, Atternative No. 3: Dre eand/?econfgure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution Lg/
Yes. Please comment: WOW prerer 4 ore Z8gs €<O /Oqua/ ~dres (y’

So lukion , ®5 (‘obcc/ Le fmptewm+d/n0( wa HoaF s also a/esy%e%,cd

g(ng -
5. Hoa would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

mber of the General Public

5|dent/ Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed n[
Mermber of an Interest Group. Specify: Watershed Disci PL(ZS(AAQ Dastors i Exi l@ - Menon e C

O Agency Representative. Specify: casteirn Caw

-d«
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G.Bygu have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?
7 No

L Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

4 No
O Yes, Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

es
JZI/;O. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedormn of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box providéd at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessicakellerman@waterloo.ca

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF |

alerloo 6« stantec cli2m:

N

\M\ PR0315181253KWO0




Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

Yes
L3 No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L akeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:
Q other:
\Q No issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:
L Bank stabilization:
Q infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
[ Bridge improvements:
1 other.
E No issues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the

Study Area?
Q No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred splution
\JZ Yes. Please comment: EF‘EHQ’( Al+€/ et @ éﬁru(’(' SL'('W M»/ \

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

Member of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative. Specify:

N
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

O no

L] vYes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

Q No
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

D Yes

L No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muricijpal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessrment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessic an@

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF ;W

alerloo () stantec  ch2m:

\M PR0315181253KWO



Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1.

PR0315181253KWO

" O 1 .‘ '
- Environmental Assessment Addendum Project

Comment Sheet

The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

Yes
L No. Please comment:

Alternative No. 3: Dredjge and Reconfigure Silver L akeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L installation of a forebay:
0 Creation of wetland features:
Q other:

No issues or concerns

Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:
L Bank stabilization:

Infrastructure upgrades (weir,gabion):JiP&nr dont OF 4el) M_M_@M@h

Q Bridge improvements:
Q other:
L Noissues or concerns

Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

U No, Atternative No. 3- Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution

Yes. PIeasecomment:_I._pgg&LAlthM_._gs Hhal 3 Ha \923{ fae qlﬁ&omr\
1N n b laker  ©die

How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
U Member of the General Public

0 Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
0 Agency Representative. Specify:
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

No
=

Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

® No
@’Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

D Yes

m No. Please add this information:;

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. O
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. " Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: man@water

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF | |

dletloo O stantec  ch2wm:

hito//www waterloo ca/en/gettineactive/silverlale.asp

\/j PR0O315181253KWO
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeas the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

M Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.
Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:

a Other:
No issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal.
a Bank stabilization:

Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion): ﬂ’lm:mf‘?—:w 07"- Hse o i }Rﬁcm_uﬂ.ﬂﬂ’_tm_
Q Bridge improvements:
O other:
L] Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

O No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfgure Silver Lakeis a preferred solutlon ‘
[ Yes. Please comment: T of (lu/ I worpry  The He

Ssolutwm  will ol b shord -foom {pre~s/ )hw will ézagy)
5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

6 Member of the General Public

Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative. Specify:

Ny




N

6. l%.(?»:u/have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?
No

L] vYes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

No
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Areyou on the Project mailing list?
D/Yes

[ No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedorn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina 5t. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Emaik: jessica @wat

Thank you for your participation in this study!

alerloo @ Stantec Cclh2m:

M PRO315181253KWO
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution]
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

@ Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

d Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
Q1 installation of a forebay:
U Creation of wetland features: __Ye s sz 452 )
O other: '
L Noissues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal
L Bank stabilization:
L Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:
O other:
L Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

& No, Atternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
U Ves. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

Member of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
Q Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
Q Agency Representative. Specify:

N
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?
G2 No

L Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

&No
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

m Yes

w No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Muniicipal Freedorn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

: Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: @ .

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF W

dlerloo O stantec  ch2w:

\M PR0315181253KWO




Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Afternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
faipand transparent?

Yes
L3 No. Please comment:

2. Aflternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L akeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L1 Installation of a forebay:
Q Creation of wetland features:

X other: @\\% MMANAas Aoy Qo(\%\*(um 3
Q) Noissuesorconcerns (NS WoPa o N

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

(] Debris removal:
Q) Bank stabilization:
O Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:
Q other.

L Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the

udy Area?
% No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
ember of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative. Specify:

.
PRO315181253KW0 . /-:M L
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0]

L] VYes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
&ry questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

No
O Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

D Yes
[Fl——

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedorn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become partof the A~
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record.ﬁ/
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St.S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: @

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF |

alerioo @ stantec Cch2m:

\M\ PR0315181253KWO
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was

fz.ir?d transparent?
Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
0 installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:
Q other.

Q Noissues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:
L Bank stabilization:
L Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:
Q other:
L Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the

%Jyﬁ\rea?
No, Alternative No. 3- Dredjge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
[ Ves. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

D’ﬁember of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
Q Agency Representative, Specify:

3"
_—
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

O No

O Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

O No
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

D Yes

D/No. Please add this information:_g_-Z_ZLs_mc_J_@g_” o } s Ceyaq

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedomn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: : AN@WE

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF ;W

dlefloo O stantec  ch2m:

htto.//www waterloo calen/gettingactive/silverlake asp
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Afternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

Yes
L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
a Changing the depth of the lake:
U installation of a forebay:
U Creation of wetland features:
O other:
D’% issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

" Debris removal:
(' Bank stabilization:
W Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
| Bridge improvements:
Q other:
L Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Siiver Lake within the
Study Area?

Q/o Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure 5//ver/.a/(e|s a preferred solution
L Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
@Nember of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative. Specify:

e
——— R
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

. D No :
Q/Yes. Please comment: IO /U/Jb ,ﬂfﬂwa/

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

o)
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Areygu on the Project mailing list?
Yes

(L No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S

Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessicakellerman@waterloo.ca

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF “

dlefloo O stantec  ch2m:

N
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|

The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
he preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
@: nd transparent?
s,

Q : ;
D\l\ﬁ%ecom ent: /J('D" NJ\%N W g\/ ‘f&@f r~o

) 4 s ‘
D &MW&% ahla: Bo ids bid)
2. A/ternMoE Dredgeandﬁeconﬁgure r Lakeincludes measures to im;frove water quality by dredging Silver

Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:

a Changing the depth of the lake:

Q] installation of a forebay:

L Creation of wetland features:

gpther:
No issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:

0 Bank stabilization:

O infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):

Q Bridge improvements:

a/Other:
No issues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
StugyArea?

W No, Atternative No. 3- Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L Ves. Please comment:

5. ?{wculd you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
Member of the General Public
O Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:

O Agency Representative. Specify:

N
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

® No

L] Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outiined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any,questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

EB{\IO

Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Areyou on the Project mailing list?

Cd Ves '
M/No. Please add this information: S"O'H' R anSGay \~/+5Pm 6 @Qh\m\ » COA~ .
> o ] \)

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 ReginaSt. S

Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo.ca

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF W

dlerloo O Stantec  ch2w:

M PR0315181253KWO




Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Aflternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L ake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

s
Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.
Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
Q Installation of a forebay:
U Creation of wetland features:

%
No issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

U Debris removal:
U Bank stabilization:
U Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:
O other:
& Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

%A/temat/ve No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L akeis a preferred solution
L Ves. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

E&'Member of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative. Specify:

7
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?
No

L Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

a@No

O Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

Bl ves

L No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedorn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the £nvironmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: 3 an@

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF |

alerloo 64 Stantec Ch2mr:

\M PRO315181253KWO
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L ake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeas
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

M/Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L akeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

a Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
Q installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:
Q other.
L Noissues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:
CJ Bank stabilization:
O infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):

andgelmprovements cn-ordanate (orle ot O%ﬂ'x!m ML“ ﬂ@ﬁ Pom

U other:
D No issues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconiigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
K/;ember of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
U Agency Representative. Specify:

N
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

O No

llil Yes. Please comment: ._LQML\-&_'\'M ‘H’\Cd' \-M‘U\ owe, i
\.QN\JEI‘}\.\*H £ Wolorleo & CKF[p/t L Weswold

7. TheProject followed the requwements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

E'No

Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

L ves
& No. Please add this information__Made. Mudrie.  sb !‘ovr n @f»‘;vn?o}lw. Con

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedorn of information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box brovided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by Aprit 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 ReginaSt.S -
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: Man@

Thank you for your participation in this study!

Wi

THE CITY OF

dlerloo O Stantec  ch2wm:
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

Yes
No. Please comment:

Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

| Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Changing the depth of the lake:
[ Installation of a forebay:
W_Creation of wetland features:
Q other:
L] Noissues or concerns

Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Debris removal:
& Bank stabilization:
O Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
[ Bridge improvements:
O other:
U Noissues or concerns

Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

K No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L Yes. Please comment:

How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

Wember of the General Public LHUTHER VILLAGE
O Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative, Specify:

/ML
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?
B No

L Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

‘ElNo

Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?
Yes

L No. Please add this information:

- Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@ j

Thank you for your participation in this study!

alerloo @ stantec ch2m:
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solutionf
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeas
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

D Yes

L No. Please comment;

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:

Q installation of a foreBay < | Aouk Henbe, Yhio (oo moubonod Gu Yo BTS2 g

L Creation of wetland features:
O other:

Q) Noissuesorconcerns [+ Soumda Lheo ¢ beat B’P'("COM)

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

L Debris removal:
[ Bank stabilization:
O infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:
O other:
;@ No issues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

W No, Atternative No. 3- Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
[ Ves. Please comment:

My rameonn. Lt the tegulon y ayudonauc that L regun
5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study? o n\—f«h& Ha Sﬂ‘ekkmu
JA Member of the General Public Wy ﬂ,ﬂﬁ‘ clona .

4 Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
Q Agency Representative. Specify:

i

v




.DNO

( Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any guestions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

X No

Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Areyou on the Project mailing list?

D Yes

2 No. Please add this informationzmmw '1'6\45&@.
NWAANN QD

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedorn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 ReginaSt. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessice @W:

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF :m
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L ake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was

1‘;‘7!6 transparent?
Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.
Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L installation of a forebay:
U] Creation of wetland features:

aOther:
No issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

(L Debris removal.
L) Bank stabilization:
O Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:

B/Other:
No issues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the

yy Area?
No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
(L Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
O Member of the General Public

O Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek W, terstled
O/Member of an Interest Group. Specify: I“j‘*—f&" 00 Tav L MJ %‘Bf-{@ ket QLQ

O Agency Representative, Specify:

PR0O315181253KW0O
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)
7. The Project followed the requirements outlinetf in the Municipal Class Environme6tal Assessment process. Do you have
;\ﬁuestions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?
o)

Q Yes. Please comment:

8. gy( on the Project mailing list?
Yes

L No. Please add this information:;

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Actand the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager _ Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: lerman@wy: 3

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF I |

dletloo O Stantec chawm:
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as

the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

E Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:

Changing the depth of the lake:

L] Installation of a forebay:

&4 Creation of wetland features:

O other;

D No issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

R Debris removal:

[ Bank stabilization:

L infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):

Q Bridge improvements:

O other:

L Noissues or concerns
4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

@& No, Atternative No. 3- Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
QA Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
Bember of the General Public ~ WTHEE 7 wecE
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
Q Member of an Interest Group. Specify:

O Agency Representative. Specify:

- N
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?
= g\

U Yes. Please comment:

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

=@No

O Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?
—Yes

L No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 ReginaSt.S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessics @

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF w
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution}
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredjge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

@ Yes

L No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
lLake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
lease note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

a Reconfiguring the shoreline:
Q Changing the depth of the lake:
L Installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:
QO other:
[ Noissues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

i Debris removal:
Bank stabilization:
(A nfrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
@ Bridge improvements:
Q other:
L] Nojissues or concerns

4. Doyou have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

Q No. Alternative No. 3- Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
0] Yes. Please comment:

5. ? would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
Member of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
U Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
O Agency Representative. Specify:

e
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

O nNo
L Ves. Please comment: 4/41/.44-& ./J/ J/ Do /(/4"! A 'L-:eﬁ 74(

/Cﬂw_lch

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

Q No
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

D Yes

L No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedomn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: cellerman@

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF W
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

ﬂ Yes
Q

No. Please comment;

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

(| Reconfiguring the shoreline:
O Changing the depth of the lake:
L Installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:
QO other.

No issues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

(L Debris removal:
Q) Bank stabilization:
Q infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:
L other:
No issues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

MO, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L1 Yes. Please comment:

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

MAembef of the General Public
Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed
Q Member of an Interest Group. Specify: e
O Agency Representative. Specify:
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Yes. Please comment: WMMM@L
7 _.

ALY Tue € o€ e RNeed |

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

N
)go

Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?

D Yes

/@’ No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. O
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng,
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica @water

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF W
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1. The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution}
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as '
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair /and transparent?

%Yes Y ou MWWW

No. Please comment:

2. Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

econfiguring the shoreline: /6“4 a

L

Changing the depth of the lake: _th__muwﬁ

O installation of a forebay:
Q Creation of wetland features:
Q other:

L Noissues or concerns

3. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Iﬁse note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Debris removal: ___PLEASA {gg{ (ol Cau of nuaovell Bk ~ we yre@dter Cae @,
[ Bank stabilization: M

O jnfrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Bridge improvements: _‘M&L_M&A MEp Lacct &

L other:

L Noissues or concerns

4. Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

O No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge ang’Rec onfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
U Yes. Please comment: 14 M—l{en &2

5. How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?

U Member of the General Public VEA LA
[EM{esident/ Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed — Cdrﬂ st By SIt ER fre
Q Member of an Interest Group. Specify: CRE QU AT ALkeR

O Agency Representative. Specify:
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

 No
[ Yes. Please comment: i ,Q__o.aa Past, @-ﬁf AT e fe 69&-\ 7,
|| g [/ ~

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

O No
O Yes. Please comment:

8. Areyou on the Project mailing list?

| Yes

L No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. Q
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources

Stantec City of Waterloo '

100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre

Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St.S

Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: jessica kellerman@waterloo.ca

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF |
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Comment Sheet

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

1

The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

e

L No. Please comment:

Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L akeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

Q Reconfiguring the shoreline:
U Changing the depth of the lake: _M (A e
Q Installation of a forebay:
L Creation of wetland features:

D [
No issues or concerns

Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

(L Debris removal
L) Bank stabilization:
U Infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
Q Bridge improvements:

g/ocm’r:
No issues or concerns

Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
L Yes. Please comment:

How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
ember of the General Public

Q Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

O Member of an Interest Group. Specify:

O Agency Representative. Specify:




PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #3 — MARCH 20, 2018

6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?

(I IV
Q’(sPleasecomment R/W'}WW )A’M "y PN
C/(N\W b G eillan Dewritd L o Wwﬂbm 7

7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. Do you have
any guestions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?

No
O Yes. Please comment:

8. Are you on the Project mailing list?
Yes

[ No. Please add this information:

Please note that comments will be maintained for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedomn of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act.
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. @
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report. \

You may leave this completed Comment Sheet in the box provided at the regjstration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L. 0A4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 Regina St. S
Email: steve brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: cellerman@we

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF
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THE CITY OF |

Please take a few minutes to complete this brief comment sheet. Your contribution at this stage of the study will assist the
study team in confirming the suggested alternative solution. Your completed Comment Sheet will be included in the
Environmental Report, which will be made public at the completion of this study.

. Additional measures, such as spot repairs, along Laurel Creek that may be included are listed below.

5.

PR0315181253KWO
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Public Information Centre #3 - March 20, 2018

Comment Sheet

The detailed evaluation process identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as the preferred solution|
The sensitivity analysis for the evaluation process also identified Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake as
the preferred solution. Do you feel the evaluation of the five alternatives (provided in the PIC #3 Information Brief) was
fair and transparent?

g Yes
No. Please comment;

Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver L akeincludes measures to improve water quality by dredging Silver
Lake. Additional measures that may be included are listed below.
Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

a Reconfiguring the shoreline:
a Changing the depth of the lake:
L Installation of a forebay:
U Creation of wetland features:

Other:
No issues or concerns

Please note any issues or concerns with the proposed activities.

1 Debris removal:
L Bank stabilization:
U infrastructure upgrades (weir, gabion):
| Bridge improvements:
Q other:

No issues or concerns

Do you have any issues or concerns with the identified solution to Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake within the
Study Area?

No, Alternative No. 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lakeis a preferred solution
Yes. Please comment:

How would you describe the nature of your interest in this study?
X Member of the General Public

O Resident/Landowner within the Laurel Creek Watershed

Q Member of an Interest Group. Specify:
0 Agency Representative. Specify:
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6. Do you have any additional comments or information that you feel would be helpful to the Project Team?
Q No 0
WYes. Please comment: _J A& W inhk (ol o (0 vwolr o€ Mina_eenev
Svagest Uat emoval of Uy Lake o "’_/-,..
7. The Project followed the requirements outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process Do you have
any questions or concerns about the environmental assessment process?
yNo
Q Yes. Please comment:

8. Areyou on the Project mailing list?
Yes

L No. Please add this information:

#ID COM/M qmofre— ab\_é/ A §75% fae She

avouw( He Lo f; e v LT bance %éVOId

Please note that comments will be maintamed for reference throughout the project and will become part of the public
record. Under the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment Act,
any personal information such as name, address, and telephone number included in a submission will become part of the
public record unless the commenter specifically requests that such personal details not be included in the public record. O
Please withhold my name and contact information from publication in the Class EA report.

s“q)pm \,X,p eve/«yww AWT Solo h%wsz

You may leav ompleted Comment Sheetin the box provided at the registration table for this Information Centre or
you may fax it or mail it by April 3, 2018 to:
Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng. Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.
Project Manager Project Manager, Water Resources
Stantec City of Waterloo
100-300 Hagey Boulevard Engineering Services, Design & Construction
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4 Waterloo City Centre
Phone: (519) 585-7446 100 ReginaSt. S
Email: steve.brown@stantec.com Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8
Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243
Email: |

Thank you for your participation in this study!

THE CITY OF |
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From: Herczeg, Brooke (MTCS)

To: Brown. Steve

Cc: Jessica Kellerman

Subject: Silver Lake and Laurel Creek Rehabilitation
Date: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 11:52:14 AM

Dear Mr. Brown,

Thank you for circulating the ministry and providing notice of the PIC#3 on March 20", We have
reviewed the display boards and understand that Alternative 3 Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake is
the preferred solution. MTCS recommends that screening for built heritage and cultural heritage
landscapes be undertaken. Would you be able to provide a status update on the Stage 1 AA?

If you have any question, please don’t hesitate to contact me.
Thank you,

Brooke
Brooke Herczeg MPL

Brooke.Herczeg@ontario.ca


mailto:steve.brown@stantec.com
mailto:Jessica.Kellerman@waterloo.ca
mailto:Brooke.Herczeg@ontario.ca
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SILVER LAKE AND LAUREL CREEK REHABILITATION IN WATERLOO PARK
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Alternative 1: | Alternative 2: Dredge Alternative 3: Dredge Alternative 4: Create a Alternative 5:
Do Nothing Silver Lake to Original and Reconfigure Channel for Laurel Creek Remove Silver
Category & Criterion (Baseline) Conditions Silver Lake Around Silver Lake Lake
Natural Environment
Water Quality 0 5 10 10 10
Sediment Management 0 5 10 5 10
Geomorphology 0 10 5 10 10
Terrestrial Species &Habitat 0 5 5 10 10
Wetland Species & Habitat 0 0 0 5 10 Alternatives M_//th /7/gher
scores are considered more
Aquatic Species & Habitat 0 5 5 10 5 preferredor feasible than
Goose Management 0 0 5 5 10 those with lower scores.
Technical
Flood Protection 0 5 10 10 10
Ease of Implementation 10 5 5 0 0
Social/Cultural
Cultural/Heritage Resources 0 5 10 0 0
Community Health 0 5 5 5 10
Recreational Opportunity 0 5 10 5
Educational Opportunity 0 10 10 5
Occupational Health 0 5 5 5 10
Visual Aesthetics 0 10 10 5 0
Economic
Operation & Maintenance 10 5 10 5 10
Lifecycle Costs 10 5 5 5 10
Capital Cost 10 5 5 0 0
Total 40 95 125 100 115
Normalized Total 15.0 21.0 28.2 204 243

The evaluation was condlicted as a collective exercise with the Project tearm who assigned a meastire (highypositive. moderate, or
lowy/negative) to the anticipated impact of the alternative solution. These measures were converted to an assigned numerical score (10, 5, or O).
The scores were totaled and normalized by category to provide an overall score for each alternative H

1
PR0O315181253KWO
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Alternative 3:
Dredge and Reconfigure Silver Lake

¢ i

This alternative would see the sediments in lake dredged
(and properly managed) with additional measures taken
toimprove the circulation of water in the lake to improve
the water quality. Measures may include:

e reconfiguring the footprint/shoreline of the lake;
and/or,

e changing the depth of the lake; and/or,

e implementing sediment management and water
quality improvement components such as a
forebay up or downstream of the Light Rail Trail.

Additional measures include spot repairs along Laurel
Creek in the west study area such as debris removal,
pedestrian bridge improvements, weir removal, gabion
replacement, or bank stabilization, all using natural
channel design principles.

PR0O315181253KWO

Next Steps

e  Prepare Environmental Impact Study

e The Notice of Completion

e  The 30-day review period will commence

e Detailed design to begin in 2019

Public and agency consultation is a key component of
the Class EA process, and we value your input.

For additional information, please contact:

Steve Brown, MBA, P.Eng.
Project Manager

Stantec

100-300 Hagey Boulevard
Waterloo, ON N2L OA4

Phone: (519) 585-7446

Email: steve brown@stantec.com

Jessica Kellerman, P.Eng.

Project Manager, Water Resources
Engineering Services, Design & Construction
City of Waterloo

Waterloo City Centre

100 Regina St. S

Waterloo, ON N2J 4A8

Phone: (519) 886-1550 x78243

Email: jessi

ey or T
Waterloo @ stantec Cl2WM-

Silver Lake and Laurel Creek
Rehabilitation in Waterloo Park
— Environmental Assessment
Addendum Project

Public Information Centre #3 - March 20, 2018

Information Brief

Introduction

The City of Waterloo is conducting a study to identify and
evaluate alternatives to rehabilitate Silver Lake and

Laurel Creek in Waterloo Park. The study to rehabilitate
Silver Lake and Laurel Creek has followed the
requirements under the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment (EA) process.

Problem Statement

Currently, surface water discharge creates poor water
quality and sediment conditions in Silver Lake, and
contributes to the instability of Laurel Creek. Stream
restoration is required to improve water conveyance in
the Park, while maintaining attention to the flooding
limits, natural aesthetics of the Park, cultural landscape
elements, and the short and long-term implementation
concepts. The study has identified the recommended
preferred alternative solution for enhancing and
protecting the ecological function and natural features
within the Park.

Preferred Solution

A detailed evaluation of the five potential solutions was
conducted by assigning a score to the anticipated impact
of the alternative. The scores were then totaled and
normalized. The evaluation process identified
Alternative 3: Dredge and Reconfigure Silver [ akeas the
preferred solution.
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Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Park,

Summary Table of Comments Received from Public Information Centre #3 - March 20, 2018
Document Date: April 10, 2018

Project - C Tracking Form

Referenc | Submitted
By

e No.

PDF |Lloyd Flush the lake annually with heavy
page 1 |Schneiden ® Yes water flow from the upper lake. ® No Member of th No No Yes
and 2 Requires designing an implement FUBIE
P as the water flushes. -
No e Yes —n ® Yes Yes ® No
within the Laurel
Changing the Comments: y < C Don'ttake the ball, y C Comments:
Comments: uepl‘df: the
Member of an In Answer: Thank you for your feedback. The ball
— G diamond relocation has not been considered in this
Creation of | | ctallation of L Study.
features | 2 foretaY S on] 4
PDF
page 3 ® Ves ® No ) Member of the Generl No ® No ® Yes
) Public
and 4
No'sues or | Reconfgr Deb I
concerns | the shoreline cbris remova
No Yes Resident/Landowner within ® Yes Yes No
) the Laurel Creek Watershed -
Changing he L Comments: ! timeto | comments: Comments:
Comments: depth of the stabilization . ool .
lake et T Lake not be made until project conclusion?
Group: - su
for. Surely
ation of | | of bricge | Iastrucure something can be done - this is NOT the "jewel" of Waterloo we
featores | 2rebay mprovemens (SEECL o were told to expect!
Agency Representative:
Answer: Thank you for your feedback. The timeline for the Project is
PDF Details? Lake must not be smaller
page 5 Yes than it is. No ) Member of the General No No ® Yes
and 6 Public
o Reconfiguring
concerns | the shoreline Hope so! Deep end for health of Debris removal
No the lake. Yes ) Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes No
) the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the - Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: depth ofthe Install armour stone. stabilization
b Member of an Interest
~ B Group:
> Check that the snow is not
Creation of | | oiovion of d Infrastructure
it umped at the head of the lake e unz;d;;x/w
above the bridge. The salt can be Agency Representative:
destructive to the health of the
lal
PDF
page 7 ® Yes ® No ) Member of the Genera ® No ® No ® Yes
) Public
and 8
No issues or
the shoreline concerns
No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: uepl‘hf: the
= Member of an Interest
Group:
Creation of | | ctallation of Bridge
pretand | aforebay improv
Agency Representativ
PDF
page 9 ® Yes No Member of the General No No Yes
Public
and 10
econfiguring
the shoreline
No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: depth of the
Member of an Interest
Group:
Creation of | |ctallation of Bridge
wetland
e a forebay improve
ncy Representative
PDF what is a forebay? what are these? (referring to "weir",
page 11 Yes "gabion'") No ) Member of the Generl No ® No Yes
and 12 ) Public
Reconfiguring
the shoreline
® No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes ® No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: C Some of the p I Comments:
C Why present ml‘h f: the couldn't A list of 5/ d their
as preferred. This is a biased = Member of an Interest meanings would have been helpful (e.g. weir, gabion,
presentation. Group: etc.)
creation of | intalaton of sigge | Inrasrucure
Answer: the purpose of the PIC is to features | 2forebay improvements | “PEC b on) Answer: Thank you for your feedback. This will be
present the identified, preferred G considered for future PICs.
solution. Five were




Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Park,

Summary Table of Comments Received from Public Information Centre #3 - March 20, 2018
Document Date: April 10, 2018

Project - C Tracking Form

Referenc | Submitted
e No.

PDF
page 13 ® Yes No ® No ® No Yes
and 14
No R ® Yes Yes Yes ® No
Changing the Comments: | would prefer Comments: Comments: Comments:
C Why present. “EP‘CL": s a more ecologically-
as preferred. This is a biased - friendly solution. #5 could
presentation. . be implemented in a way
Setand” mfﬂr‘:‘é’:rm grades (weir, that s also aesthetically
Answer: the purpose of the PIC is to features = At pleasing.
present the identified, preferred
ive solution. Five were
PDF
page 15 ® Yes No ) Member o th General No No Yes
and 16 ) Public
No'sues or | Reconfgr No issues or
concerns | the shoreline concerns
No ® Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: | prefer Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: “*P‘Cf: iz Alternative 5 for better
> stream health. Member of an Interest
Group:
o ‘”“"!:“h""“” e s | upsTades et Answer: Thank you for
features | 21O improvements | “eaion)
your feedback. Agency Representative:
PDF gabions don't fit well into natural
page 17 ® Yes channel design No ) Member of the General ® No ® No Yes
and 18 Public
® Y Yes Y ® No
No es Resident/Landowner within €s
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: | prefer Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: SRS stabilization Alternative 5, as that is the
best for stream health. | ""”“*—'”G*“‘ el
- — think that has a higher =
St | o e | priority than the heritage
> gablon) landscape. A :
Answer: thank you for your e
PDF minimizing of use of gabions is
page 19 ® Yes important No ) Member ofthe General ® No ® No ® Yes
and 20 ) Public
the shoreline
No ® Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Without Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: “*P‘Cf; iz bilization improvement of flow, |
worry that the solution will ""““WGL“ anlimereey
o o only be short-term (re- e
St | o e | silting will occur).
features > gablon) Answer: it is possib.
Agency Representativ
PDF yes please!
page 21 ® VYes ® No ) Member o the General ® No ® No ® Yes
and 22 ) Public
econfiguring
the shoreline
No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: depth of the
Member of an Interest
Group:
Creation of
ncy Representative
PDF wildlife management during
page 23 ® Yes construction/construction impact ® No ) Member of the General ® No ® No Yes
and 24 ) Public
Reconfiguring
the shoreline
No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes ® No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: uepl‘hf: the
= Member of an Interest —
Group: Wate
;;EEE{{" ‘niﬂr‘;mrm Bridge
Rep
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Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Park, Project - C Tracking Form

Summary Table of Comments Received from Public Information Centre #3 - March 20, 2018
Document Date: April 10, 2018

Referenc | Submitted
e No. By

PDF
page 25 ® Yes ® No Merreer e Ceree] No No Yes
and 26 Public
Reconfiguring Deb I
the shoreline ebris remova
No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes ® No
e the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the o Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: J “*P‘C ": the Chs stabilization
mmmret‘z‘j; Interest gib12good@gmail.com
Creation of Infrastructure
ation of | Installaion of Bridge 5
wetand | orebay imoro s
ncy Representative:
PDF
page 27 ® Yes ® No @ No ® No ® Yes
and 28 Public
No issues or | Reconfiguring
concerns | the shoreline
No Yes Resident/Landowner within ® Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Comments:  Please proceed Comments: Comments:
Comments: SRS i stabilization
> - Member of an Interest
Group:
Creation of Infrastructure
eation of | instalation of Brids
wetland | 5 forebay improvements | UPET20ES (el
Ag epresentative
PDF  |Scott
page 29 |Ramsay ® Ves ® No ) Member of the Generl ® No ® No Yes
and 30 / SR
Noissues or | Reconfiguring Noissuesor | |
concerns | the shoreline concerns | Debris removal
@® No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes ® No
e the Laurel Creek Watershed
Comments:Fair-yes, Transparent o, The ijp::v;? the . o Comments: Comments:  Please proceed Comments: Comments:
. Fair-yes. -No. depth of the Other o
written description of the scoring is not at all e
e roneowinto e wispman@gmail.com
brief was a little more helpful than the panels. . . 5 :
Creation of | nstalation of Bridge S
Answer: The Project Team requested feedback on features | 2 foretaY (o
the evaluation weighting during PIC 2; the epresentative
evaluation was based on that feedback.
PDF
page 31 ® VYes ® No ) Member o the General ® No ® No Yes
and 32 ) Public
Noissues or | Reconfiguring Noissuesor | |
concerns | the shoreline concerns | Debris removal
No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes ® No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the o Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: SRS i bilization
Member of an Interest
Group:
Creation of ucture
Installation of Bridge
wetland upgrades (weir,
wetlnd |Gy Imrovements | ¥rEdes
Ag epresentative
PDF  |Mark co-ordinate work with Waterloo Park
page 33 |Mutrie ® Ves Master Plan ® No ) Member of the Generl No ® No Yes
and 34 ) Public
R Debris removal
No Yes Resident/Landowner within ® Yes Yes ® No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Comments: | also liked the fact thatyou areworking | comments: Comments:
Comments: ﬂem‘h »D: the Other: with the University of Waterloo to explore research
> Member of an Interest opportunities related to this work. isbjorn@sympatico.ca
Group:
Creation of | |15 lation of Brid Infastructure Answer: Thank you for your feedback.
wetland | Inalation b swer: you for your feedback.
features = e
PDF
page 35 ® Yes ® No @ ® No ® No ® Yes
and 36 Public: Luther Village
Reconfiguring Deb I
the shoreline ebris removal
No Yes Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the o Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: S Cie stabilization
8 - Member of an Interest
Y Group:
Creation of ucture
Installation of
wetland upgrades (weir,
petland | 5 forebay improvemens | UPEraces (
Ag epresentative




Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Park, Project - C Tracking Form

Summary Table of Comments Received from Public Information Centre #3 - March 20, 2018
Document Date: April 10, 2018

Referenc | Submitted

e No. By

PDF | don't think this [forebay] was
page 37 Yes d on the poster No ) r\lu:‘mrlmgm Gﬁnua\ No ® No Yes
and 38 ) Public: Luther Village
Reconfiguring " N B No issues or
the shoreline It sounds like [Alternative 3] is the concerns | Debris removal
No best option ® Yes ) Resident/Landowner within Yes Yes ® No
) the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the L Comments: My concern is that Comments: Comments: Comments: | signed in, so please add those
Comments: Not clear what the lifecycle depth of the statilzation the regular maintenance that is names.
was i.e.how long; CH2M rep could not = "‘lm'_":'!d to "'"k;;,"'if solution Member of an Interest
answer this work won't get done. Group:
izt instlatonof e Dl Answer: regular mainteance
Answer: This will be determined during features - e gabion) cost and frequency has been
future phases of the Study. factored into the identification iAgencyRepresentative
PDF
page 39 ® VYes ® No Wenber ofthe Genea No ® No ® Yes
and 40 Public:
Noisues or | Reconfguring No issuesor || |
concerns | the shoreline concerns | Debris remova
No Yes Resident/Landowner within ® Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Comments: ~ Would west side Laurel Creek re-config be | comments: Comments:
Comments: J ﬂem‘h Lu' the - :"‘“‘Z‘;‘,m done as part of detailed planning or as concept first?
ake Member of an Interest
Group: Waterloo Park
. ~ ,;d;ﬁ urrnm‘ nfi Answer: during detailed design phase.
creaton of | aeaiation of bigge | Infrasiucure
pretand | aforebay improv e
¥ Repr
PDF
page 41 ® Yes ® No ) Member of the General ® No ® No ® Yes
and 42 ) Public: Luther Village
Reconfiguring : Deb I
the shoreline concerns | Debrisremoval
No Yes Resident/Landowner within © Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the o Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
Comments: J “EP"*‘ L”' the stabilization
~ ake
Member of an Interest
Group:
Creation of | |talation o ridge
wetiand | P! e
PDF
page 43 ® Yes No ) Member o the General No No Yes
and 44 ) Public:
] v ® Yes v N
No es Resident/Landowner within es o
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the o Comments: C donot the lake [« Comments:
Comments: / “*P“*‘L"' sabilzation
Y = Answer: Thank you for your feedback.
Group:
Creationof | |\ ot wiage | Inosvre
wetand | orebay mprovements | PEr2des (el
Representative:
PDF
page 45 ® VYes ® No ) Member o the General No ® No Yes
and 46 ) Public:
Reconfiguring No issuesor | |
the shoreline concerns | Debris remova
No Yes Resident/Landowner within ® Yes Yes ® No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the L Comments: C 1 would have p more [ Comments:
Comments: / ﬂem‘h »D: the e in advance - all | could find on Waterloo website was
~ == Member of an Interest basically the title of the project
Group:
Creation o | installation of J;g“m"“f':;j Answer: Thank you for this note. Project information is
features SleEiey gabion) available at any time from the City's Project manager
L AL (noted on the website). The Project background and
PDF [reconfigure] as little as possible [debris removal] please put trash
page 47 Yes cans at reasonable intervals - we No Mermber of the General Pulc No No Yes
and 48 [depth change] could be a fair bit walkers can then keep things clean
R deeper  ncerns | | Debris removal P N
® No [bridge improvements] pedestrian ® Yes es Yes o
bridge by P.I. needs (chea
Changing the o IQ . Y ( P) Comments: I'd prefer #2, Comments:  Please keep things pretty nearly as they Comments: Comments:
Comments: | didn't know it was depth ofthe stabilzstion repiacing but OK are
happening... Answer: Thank you for Member of an Interest Group:
. your feedback. Answer: Thank you for your feedback.
Creation of | | tallation of Bridge
s a forebay improvements
features
Agency Representative




Silver Lake and Laurel Creek in Park,

Summary Table of Comments Received from Public Information Centre #3 - March 20, 2018
Document Date: April 10, 2018

Project - C Tracking Form

Referenc | Submitted

e No. By

PDF [depth change] good idea
page 49 ® VYes ® No ) Member o te General No ® No ® Yes
and 50 ) Public:
R Debris removal
No Yes Resident/Landowner within ® Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek Watershed
Changing the Comments: Comments: about3 years ago | gave ph fa [« Comments:
Comments: Other. deplc »D: the Other. similar pond in Chicago to Councillor Durrell. Have you
e Member of an Interest seen these?
N oup:
Creation o | installation of Answer: No
features | 200
PDF |H. Kayser
page 51 ® VYes ® No ) Member o the General No ® No ® Yes
and 52 ) Public:
No Yes Resident/Landowner within ® Yes Yes No
the Laurel Creek
Changing the Comments: Comments:  The high score of 10 under goose Comments: Ce to Ig d duck
Comments: Other depth ofthe Qi that Iof the lake would go population and shouldget a high priority to
""“"'—'L;L::‘ (s along way. control geese and ducks. Taking a walk
Creation of N . around the lake as is, is required rilibance
PR hm.:!::g)n of Answer: Yes, removing the Lake will likely have they to avoid stepping into droppings
features - gr toreduce g P in the Park. everywhere. Any solutions?
A epresentative: The fa p solution




Appendix B6
Notice of Completion



[placeholder]



	Appendix B Public Consultation Record
	Appendix B1 Stakeholder List
	Appendix B2 Notice of Commencement
	Appendix B3 Public Information Centre No. 1 Summary
	Appendix B4 Public Information Centre No. 2 Summary
	Appendix B5 Public Information Centre No. 3 Summary
	Appendix B6 Notice of Completion




