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The Scarborough Waterfront Project refers to the section of shoreline, 11km in length, just
west of Bluffers Park moving easterly to the mouth of Highland Creek.
The larger Project Study Area which is outlined in red will be considered in the EA when
looking at potential effects from the project.
The area of influence for the Project will be the shoreline area that includes both top and
toe of the Bluffs, primarily publicly owned lands.
The shoreline has been divided in to 3 shoreline segments due to their distinct
characteristics within each segment.
The Segments are (in order from west to east)
‐ Bluffer’s Park to Meadowcliffe Drive (grey shading)
‐ Meadowcliffe Drive to Grey Abbey (blue shading)
‐ Grey Abbey to East Point Park, or the mouth of the Highland Creek (navy shading)
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Why are we undertaking this study?
TRCA was designated by the Province as lead implementing agency for the Etobicoke to
Ajax shoreline (except the Central waterfront ‐ Ports Toronto) leading to the formulation of
waterfront plans based on an integrated shoreline management approach. The plans
addressed the need to limit high rates of erosion while enabling safe public access and
creation of regional scale parkland and waterfront recreation opportunities.
To fulfill this mandate, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) undertook an
Integrated Shoreline Management Plan (ISMP) for the section of shoreline with the most
significant pressures ‐ Tommy Thompson Park to Frenchman’s Bay, which included
extensive public consultation.
Over the last several decades TRCA has been undertaking a number of erosion control
projects to address priority high risk areas, to date these issues have all been addressed,
Meadowcliffe sector being the last high risk area.
Now TRCA is turning their attention to habitat enhancement, the provision of safe public
access, the creation of new greenspace and waterfront recreation where possible, within
the Project Area.
In addition to the ISMP, a number of recent studies make further recommendations for
enhancing the environment and providing safe public access in the study area – some of
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these are shown on the slide including the Toronto Beaches Plan, The Waterfront Plan and
the City of Toronto Bikeway Trails Implementation Plan.
The Scarborough Waterfront Project speaks specifically to addressing recommendations
made in the ISMP and recent studies.
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The Project Vision and Objectives were developed through consultation with the public,
Stakeholder Committee, and agencies.
The Vision is the overriding purpose of the project. The Project seeks to create a system of
greenspaces along the Lake Ontario shoreline which respect and protect the significant
natural and cultural features of the Bluffs, enhance the terrestrial and aquatic habitat, and
provide a safe and enjoyable waterfront experience.
The Objectives set the framework for the decision making process. As the project will
undergo an Objectives‐Based Evaluation, the Alternatives are developed and evaluated
based on how well they meet the Project Objectives.
The Project Objectives are:
‐ Protect and enhance terrestrial and aquatic features and linkage
‐ Manage public safety and property risk
‐ Provide an enjoyable waterfront experience
‐ Consistency and coordination with other initiatives
‐ Achieve value for cost

5

The Project is being undertaken in 3 phases:
1. The Terms of Reference ‐ which laid out how the Environmental Assessment will to be
undertaken, and was approved on December 15, 2015
2. The Environmental Assessment ‐ is beginning now and will determine how to implement
the Project to meet the Vision and Objectives to the best extent.
3. Detailed Design and Construction – this phase will begin following a decision on the EA,
it is anticipated that construction would commence in late 2018 / early 2019.
Public Consultation ‐ As the Project moves through the process, the Project Team will keep
coming back to the public for your input, feedback, and advice, as this is a collaborative
process.
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To complete the Environmental Assessment phase, the Project Team is following a series of
steps to identify the preferred Alternative, or how to undertake the Project to meet the
Vision and Objectives to the best extent.
These steps were developed with input from the Stakeholder Committee, public, and
agencies as part of the Terms of Reference phase.
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To identifying the Project Alternatives, an understanding of the existing conditions is
required.
This included exploring and understanding:
‐terrestrial and aquatic habitat conditions,
‐ the physical environment – bluffs, erosion,
‐ stormwater flow & outfalls
‐ hazard areas,
‐ existing access to and along the shoreline, and
‐ archaeology.
Feedback we received as part of the Terms of Reference has also been incorporated. Part of
understanding the existing conditions, was understanding the concerns the public has had
– such as user pressure’s at Bluffer’s Park. The Project is seeking to address these issues,
but certainly not contribute to them. For example, looking at other options for Bluffer’s
Park access, including transit and improved pedestrian access.
Detailed mapping of the existing conditions are provided within the public meeting panels.

8

The existing conditions were used to confirm the problems and opportunities – that is to
say, what the project is seeking to address, and opportunities that exist to address them.
Historically, the Scarborough shoreline has been significantly altered by human activities. In
the mid‐20th century, stonehooking activities, which involved the extraction of stone from
the nearshore, for use in construction, removed thousands of tonnes of material, resulting
in increased rates of erosion, and loss of aquatic habitat.
More recently, shoreline protection works were installed to address these risks from
erosion and improve aquatic habitat. The construction access road provides an
opportunity for formal public access, with potential to link with the regional trail networks
at Bufffer’s Park and Port Union, and the future revitalized Guild Park and Gardens.
However, in some areas, erosion will continue to occur as the steep banks stabilize and
vegetate, presenting a risk to public safety.
The shoreline is also very well used by birds and mammals, such as bank swallows, bats,
foxes, mink, and deer, and opportunities exist to enhance this habitat, improving
connectivity and quality.
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Draft Alternatives have been developed for the 3 segments by pulling together all the
information about existing conditions, problems and opportunities of the Project Study
Area, and input from a broad range of stakeholders – including technical experts, agencies,
public, and the Stakeholder Committee.
The Draft Alternatives, and how are they are presented reflect the comments we received
from the Stakeholder Committee at a workshop in September of 2015.
Keep in mind, these Alternatives are still draft, and may be revised further based on
additional input that may be received.
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The Project Team received close to 500 comments throughout the Terms of Reference from
the public, Stakeholder Committee, and agencies. This input can be seen reflected in the
Vision and Objectives, and the draft Alternatives and Evaluation Criteria you see today.
Over the next few slides, will see that the draft Alternatives reflect a range of options,
including:
‐ Top and base of bluffs connections
‐ Adhering to the Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA)
‐ Formal trails to beach walks
‐ Minimizing the impact on bluffs and shoreline; and

‐ Enhancing the natural environment
The following Alternatives are still at an early stage in the process, and we are only
looking at the differences between the Alternatives.
Each Alternative provides opportunities for habitat enhancements – once the
Preferred Alternatives are identified, then the specifics of these enhancements will
be developed.
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The West Segment stretches between Bluffer’s Park and Meadowcliffe (the eastern extent
of the sand beach at Bluffer’s Park).
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The Do Nothing Alternative
The option of doing nothing to this segment as part of the Scarbrough Waterfront Project
will be evaluated, keeping in mind that other works (and natural processes) will continue
within this segment as part of other initiatives.
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*** This is intended to be a high level overview of existing conditions. Detailed mapping is
available on the panels.***
Bluffer’s Park is a popular regional destination, which often reaches it’s parking capacity
very early on weekends.
There is only one entrance and exit to the park – along Brimley Road – which is very steep
and lacks separated pedestrian/cycling routes for most of it’s length.
The Waterfront Trail is set‐back from the water, and winds through residential areas – this
is the brown line on the map.
Bluffer’s Park Beach is designated as a Blue Flag Beach, and the bluffs and tablelands are
designated as an Environmentally Significant Area – extent of green shading.
Bank swallows have been confirmed nesting in two locations along the shoreline in this
segment, including the upper portion of the bluffs north of Bluffer’s Park.
The boat basin provides the only embayment fish habitat in the study area, and provincially
significant dune habitat is found along the backshore of the eastern sand beach.
The Bluffs are well stabilized along the majority of the segment, with the exception of the
bluffs at the base of Cudia Park. In this location, a thin sand beach is in the very early stages
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of building up. Over time, this sand beach will widen, and the bluffs will stabilize and
vegetate. There is limited public access to the water’s edge – and while the public are
actively using this eastern end of Bluffer’s Beach, we need to consider the risk of bluff failure
– the red line shows the setback from the base of the bluffs required for safety.

14

All Alternatives provide for a range of habitat enhancements at Bluffer’s Park, including:
Installation of bat house and bird boxes for cavity nesting species; and increasing natural
cover, including pollinator habitat, meadow communities.
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All Alternatives provide for a range of habitat enhancements at Bluffer’s Park, including:
Enhancing the existing dune habitat.
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All Alternatives provide for a range of habitat enhancements at Bluffer’s Park, including:
Improve turtle basking habitat in sheltered areas, and enhance aquatic habitat in the
embayment area: interior shoreline regeneration to improve fish habitat (while not
impacting navigation) – potential for log tangles, shoals,
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Pedestrian and cycling access along Brimley Road would be improved. A key concern heard
about this area is not only in regards to the steep access, but also the lack of sidewalks or
pedestrian trail between Kingston Road and Bluffer’s Park.
These enhancements will be identified in more detail at a later stage. Right now, we’re just
looking at how to address the risk to public safety and property, and the different shoreline
options to achieve this.
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Improved access to the water’s edge through new tableland connections between the
existing waterfront trail and parks along the top of the bluffs.
These enhancements will be identified in more detail at a later stage. Right now, we’re just
looking at how to address the risk to public safety and property, and the different shoreline
options to achieve this.
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Fishing nodes – final locations to be determined at a later stage.
These enhancements will be identified in more detail at a later stage. Right now, we’re just
looking at how to address the risk to public safety and property, and the different shoreline
options to achieve this.
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Considering the high risk to public safety and property from slope failure along the eastern
end of Bluffer’s Park; the popular informal use of the construction access road to the east,
opportunities to link to the broader trail network, and provide for more diverse fish habitat,
there are a number of ways in which this can be addressed as shown on the next slide.
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Considering the high risk to public safety and property from slope failure along the eastern
end of Bluffer’s Park; the popular informal use of the construction access road to the east,
opportunities to link to the broader trail network, and provide for more diverse fish habitat,
there are a number of ways in which this can be addressed:
– Headland‐Beach
– Bridge
– Series of islands connected by bridges
‐ Causeway
– Expanding the existing sand beach
***The pictures represent examples of typical shoreline treatment options, the
Alternatives chosen for the project may not be exactly as show, but this is meant to be a
visual representation of the varying options.
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The Headland‐beach Alternative would continue the same shoreline at Meadowcliffe
further west. The armourstone headlands help stabilize a cobble beach. A boardwalk would
extend along the backshore area to provide pedestrian, cycling, and emergency vehicle
access.
The cobble beach would provide for more diverse fish habitat, and the headlands may
provide for additional fishing nodes. The lake action on the bluffs would be stopped, and
they would stabilize at a faster rate than the causeway, and existing conditions. It may
provide opportunities to increase the natural cover along the backshore area.
***Headland‐beach picture is a representative image
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A bridge connection between Bluffer’s Park and Meadowcliffe would provide pedestrian
and cycling access. As only the piers would be in the water, the bridge would continue to
provide water circulation along the backshore area, which would continue to allow erosion
along Cudia Park bluffs, although at a slower rate than currently.
The bridge could have either short spans, or long spans – that’s the distance between the
piers in the water. While the longer bridge span may be more expensive, it would allow for
greater water circulation along the backshore, and reduced impact on the rate of erosion of
the bluffs.
The piers of the bridge would also provide and area for more diverse fish habitat. Shoreline
bridges have also been shown to help to exponentially reduce the human impacts of
shoreline activities. allowing the fish and wildlife to flourish.
***Bridge picture is a representative image
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In the Island Bridge Alternatives, islands are linked through bridges to provide pedestrian
and cycling access. While water circulation is provided along the backshore area, the rate of
erosion of the bluffs is expected to be slower than current conditions, and slower than the
bridge option, but greater than the causeway. There would be more circulation with longer
bridges, resulting in less of an impact on the rate of stabilization of the bluffs.
The islands would provide for more diverse fish habitat, including lee‐island habitat
(protected area) and open coast habitat, as well as opportunities for naturalization.
***Island‐bridge and bridge pictures are representative images
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A causeway would have armourstone revetment along the sides, and provide for a 4 to 5m
trail for pedestrians, cyclists, and emergency vehicle access. While water circulation would
be provided through culverts, the rate of erosion of the bluffs in this area would be
significantly lower than existing conditions. It is anticipated that a wetland would form in
the backshore area, which would provide waterfowl stop‐over habitat. A diversity of open
coast fish habitat would also be provided along the toe of the armourstone revetment
(open water side).
***Causeway picture is a representative image.
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To support the expansion of a wider sand beach at Bluffer’s Park, two headlands would be
needed: on at Meadowcliffe and one at Bluffer’s Park. The size of these headlands is
directly related to the size of the sand beach that would form – wider headlands would be
needed for a wider beach expansion – although a cobble beach would be required along
the eastern most end of the narrower beach option. The sand beach would take decades to
naturally accumulate, but options may be explored to place material to speed up the
process. The headland would also stop the transport of sediment west past Bluffer’s Park.
Pedestrian and cyclist access would be provided along either a bridge or boardwalk. The
lake action on the bluffs would be stopped, halting erosion, and the bluffs would stabilize at
a rate similar to the headland‐beach system, and faster than existing conditions.
The new headland areas would provide opportunities for naturalization and additional
fishing nodes. The toe of these structures would be surcharged to contribute to diverse
open coast fish habitat conditions.
The headland at Bluffer’s will also help with navigation in the boat basin area by reducing
the amount of sediment which is currently accumulating in this area. With these
headlands, it is anticipated that the need to frequently dredge the embayment entrance
would be eliminated.
These headlands can also be considered independently of the expanded beach option –
with the potential to be included on the other options, if desired.
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Moving east, the next segment stretches between Meadowcliffe and Grey Abbey. This
segment has existing shoreline works along the entire length. Sylvan Park and Guild Park
and Gardens are located along the tablelands.
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The Do Nothing Alternative
The option of doing nothing to this segment as part of the Scarbrough Waterfront Project
will be evaluated, keeping in mind that other works (and natural processes) will continue
within this segment as part of other initiatives.
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*** This is intended to be a high level overview of existing conditions. Detailed mapping is
available on the panels. ***
A construction access road extends along the base of the bluffs, and is frequently used by
the public to access the shoreline, but does require widening in some areas to mitigate the
risk from slope failure just east of the Doris McCarthy Trail and along the Guild Inn
shoreline.
A stormwater outfall discharges into the Lake at the base of Doris McCarthy Trail.
As with the previous segment, the Waterfront Trail continues through residential areas, set‐
back from the water’s edge – with few formal linkages between the trail and parks along
the top of the bluffs.
Access to the shoreline is provided locally at Doris McCarthy Trail and informally at Guild
Park & Gardens; however, these routes are quite steep.
Bank swallows have been confirmed nesting along the shoreline in this segment, including
the upper portion of the bluffs at the eastern‐most extent of this segment (adjacent to
Grey Abbey). Doris McCarthy Ravine, Sylvan Park, and Guild Park & Gardens have been
designated as Environmentally Significant Areas. The terrestrial linkages along the shoreline
are continuous, but there are opportunities to improve the quality of the habitat.
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Shoreline works have help replace some of the material lost to stonehooking, and have
contributed to improved aquatic habitat conditions; however, there are still areas along the
shoreline with low diversity of habitat and can be improved.
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All Alternatives provide for a range of habitat enhancements, including:
Installation of bat house and bird boxes for cavity nesting species; Enhancing the natural
cover along the shoreline and top of bluffs parks
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All Alternatives provide for a range of habitat enhancements, including:
Providing amphibian habitat along Doris McCarthy Trail
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All Alternatives provide for a range of habitat enhancements, including:
Backshore wetland to capture and reuse the water from the stormwater outfall at the base
of Doris McCarthy Trail.
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All Alternatives provide for a range of habitat enhancements, including:
Improving the aquatic habitat, particularly along South Marine Drive, which has been
shown to be poor habitat, through the use of open coast shoals along the toe of the
existing revetment. Any shoreline modification works would also include surcharging of the
shoreline for aquatic habitat. These enhancements would be seeking to improve the
alongshore connections and connections between offshore and nearshore.
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In all Alternatives for this segment,
Proposing to improve access along Doris McCarthy Trail including reducing the slope to
achieve a pedestrian and cyclist‐friendly grade
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In all Alternatives for this segment,
Reducing the grade on the Guild Access road to achieve AODA accessibility to the shoreline.
In order to be able to achieve this, we are proposing a viewing node at the base of each
trail – which gives the additional land base required to re‐grade the slopes from the top to
the bottom.
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In all Alternatives for this segment,
We will also be identifying opportunities to improve linkages between the existing
Waterfront Trail and tableland parks, to enable that water’s edge experience.
These enhancements will be identified in more detail at a later stage. Right now, we’re just
looking at how to address the risk to public safety and property, and the different shoreline
options to achieve this.
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As mentioned, there is a high risk to public safety and property from slope failure along the
shoreline in this segment. As you will see, the Alternatives for this segment are really
looking at different options for two areas along the shoreline: Sylvan and the Guild, where
additional landbase is needed to bring the construction access road south of that red
hazard line. This also provides the landbase needed to reduce the slope on the access
trails, and provides for a viewing node, similar to Port Union.
See next slide for shoreline treatment examples to address the high risk and slope failures.
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As mentioned, there is a high risk to public safety and property from slope failure along the
shoreline in this segment. Recognizing the existing shoreline works in the area, there are a
few ways in which these can be retrofitted in order to mitigate the risk from erosion,
provide safe public access, and opportunities for habitat enhancement.
– Headland‐Beach
– Revetment
– Viewing node, which would provide the landbase required not only to address the risk
from slope failure, but to regrade the access points at Doris McCarthy Trail and the Guild
Construction Road from top to bottom in order to reduce the slopes.
***The pictures represent examples of typical shoreline treatment options, the
Alternatives chosen for the project may not be exactly as show, but this is meant to be a
visual representation of the varying options.
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This first Alternative proposes a headland‐beach system, similar to Meadowcliffe, for both
areas. This moves the road outside of the hazard area, while providing for open coast
diverse fish habitat. The headland beach at the Guild shoreline is similar to the preferred
alternative as identified in the 2005 Class EA, and would formalize the construction rubble
shoreline (as currently exists).
A larger viewing node is located at the base of the Guild access road – this moves the road
out of the hazard area and allows for re‐grading of the construction access road to achieve
a 5% grade. The headland system at Sylvan provides the landbase required to regrade the
slope of Doris McCarthy Trail for pedestrian and cyclist access.
The headland‐beach systems would increase the length and diversity of shoreline for fish
habitat. The headland design may also provide refuge and basking for turtles moving along
the shoreline, and improve the connections between land and water.
Shoals would be added to the toe of all existing revetment along South Marine Drive and
Guildwood to increase the diversity of fish habitat.
***The headland beach and viewing node pictures are representative images.
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The only difference between this option and the previous, is a revetment is proposed for
along the Guild shoreline, as opposed to a headland‐beach, as well as a smaller viewing
node at the base of the Guild access road – this would still provide the landbase required to
regrade the access slope. The headland‐beach system at Sylvan remains the same, which
also provides the landbase to regrade the slope of Doris McCarthy Trail for pedestrian and
cyclist access.
Shoals would be added to the toe of all revetment to increase the diversity of fish habitat.
***The headland beach, revetment, and viewing node pictures are representative images.
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The eastern most segment stretches between Grey Abbey and East Point Park, or the
mouth of the Highland Creek. This segment is primarily a sandy/cobble beach, with some
private shoreline works along Grey Abbey. Grey Abbey Park and East Point Park are located
along the tablelands.
The bluffs along the western portion of the segment are well vegetated, in contrast to the
slope along the eastern portion – see images on slide.
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The Do Nothing Alternative
The option of doing nothing to this segment as part of the Scarbrough Waterfront Project
will be evaluated, keeping in mind that other works (and natural processes) will continue
within this segment as part of other initiatives.
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*** This is intended to be a high level overview of existing conditions. Detailed mapping is
available on the panels. ***
At the eastern extent of the Project Area, we looked at options between Grey Abbey and
East Point Park.
The existing construction access road ends around Grey Abbey, and a cobbly‐sand beach
extends east to the mouth of Highland Creek.
A stormwater outfall is located at the base of the bluffs, south of Morningside Avenue.
There is limited access to and along the shoreline – with existing informal access along
Grey Abbey Ravine and Beechgrove Road. As with the previous segments, the Waterfront
Trail continues through residential and industrial areas, and while there is public access
along the water’s edge at East Point Park;
The shoreline is frequently used by the public; and while the bluffs are fairly well vegetated,
risk from slope failure does exist along the entire stretch – when the exposed bluff faces
fall, the material can extend across the sand beach – the red line on the map.
Bank swallows have been recorded nesting along two locations. Poor fish habitat
conditions along the shoreline, a result of past stonehooking activities which removed
nearshore material. However, the mouth of the Highland Creek just to the east provides a
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wealth of diverse fish habitat. Provincially rare dune habitat is located to the east of East
Point Park. A network of informal trails (green lines) are contributing to degraded and
fragmented habitat. East Point Park is designated as an Environmentally Significant Area.
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At the eastern extent of the Project Area, we looked at options between Grey Abbey and
East Point Park.
Increase natural cover along the segment, including tablelands and enhancing the existing
dune habitat.
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At the eastern extent of the Project Area, we looked at options between Grey Abbey and
East Point Park.
Decommission informal trails at East Point Park to improve habitat connectivity and quality.
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At the eastern extent of the Project Area, we looked at options between Grey Abbey and
East Point Park.
Improve amphibian habitat along Doris McCarthy Trail, and turtle refuge along the
shoreline.
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At the eastern extent of the Project Area, we looked at options between Grey Abbey and
East Point Park.
Backshore wetland to capture and reuse the water from the stormwater outfall at the base
of the bluffs, south of Morningside Avenue.
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At the eastern extent of the Project Area, we looked at options between Grey Abbey and
East Point Park.
Improving the aquatic habitat which has been shown to be poor habitat, through the use of
open coast shoals. Any shoreline modification works would also include surcharging of the
shoreline for aquatic habitat.
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3 main areas of access enhancements are being considered – improve connections
between the top of bluffs and shoreline.
1. An informal trail currently links the tablelands with shoreline through Grey Abbey Ravine.
Opportunities will be considered to formalize this trail, or provide other options.
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3 main areas of access enhancements are being considered – improve connections
between the top of bluffs and shoreline.
2. A well used informal trail connects the top of bluffs at East Point Park with the shoreline.
This trail is well used by the public and is less steep than access through Grey Abbey ravine.
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3 main areas of access enhancements are being considered – improve connections
between the top of bluffs and shoreline.
3. Beechgrove Road is informally used to access the shoreline. A former construction
access road connects to the shoreline – although it is in need of work.
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As mentioned, there is a high risk to public safety and property from slope failure along the
eastern end of Bluffer’s Park. There are a number of ways in which this can be addressed –
in order to mitigate the risk from erosion, provide safe public access, and opportunities for
habitat enhancement.
See next slide for shoreline treatment examples to address this.
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As mentioned, there is a high risk to public safety and property from slope failure along the
eastern end of Bluffer’s Park. There are a number of ways in which this can be addressed –
in order to mitigate the risk from erosion, provide safe public access, and opportunities for
habitat enhancement.
– Headland‐Beach
– Bridge
– Series of islands connected by bridges
– Expanding the existing sand beach along East Point Park
– Providing a ravine crossing at Grey Abbey Ravine
***The pictures represent examples of typical shoreline treatment options, the
Alternatives chosen for the project may not be exactly as show, but this is meant to be a
visual representation of the varying options.
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In these first option, a headland beach system would provide pedestrian and cyclist access
along the shoreline to Grey Abbey Ravine. Access would then either be along the
tablelands – thus maintaining the existing sand beach; or along a revetment at the base of
the bluffs – which would replace the sand beach, but enable safe access outside of the
hazard area.
The headland beach system would increase the diversity of fish habitat, and the revetment
would be surcharged with material to increase aquatic habitat. The headland design may
also provide refuge and basking for turtles moving along the shoreline.
***The headland beach, expanded beach, and revetment pictures are representative
images.
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In these option, pedestrian and cyclist access along the shoreline would be provided by a
bridge from the end of the construction access road, to a headland‐beach system which
extends to Grey Abbey Ravine. Access would then either be along the tablelands – thus
maintaining the existing sand beach; or along a revetment at the base of the bluffs which
would replace the sand beach. The bridge would slow the rate of erosion of the bluffs in
this area, and they eventually stabilize.
The headland beach system would increase the diversity of fish habitat, and the revetment
would be surcharged with material to increase aquatic habitat. Shoreline bridges have also
been shown to help to exponentially reduce the human impacts of shoreline activities,
allowing the fish and wildlife to flourish.
***The bridge, headland beach, expanded beach, and revetment pictures are
representative images.
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An island beach system would provide pedestrian and cyclist access along the shoreline to
Grey Abbey Ravine, but here the islands would be connected by bridges. Access would then
either be along the tablelands – thus maintaining the existing sand beach; or along a
revetment at the base of the bluffs – which would replace the sand beach. The rate of
erosion would be slowed by the island beach system – and the bluffs in this area would
begin to stabilize.
The headland beach system would increase the diversity of fish habitat, and the revetment
would be surcharged with material to increase aquatic habitat.
***The bridge, island‐bridge, expanded beach, and revetment pictures are representative
images.
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Two additional options were recently added for this shoreline segment based on feedback
recently received form the Stakeholder Committee, agencies, and other stakeholders.
The feedback included:
‐desire to reduce the level of impact on the natural environment which would be required
to fromalize a trail through Grey Abbey Ravine (as in the previous Alternatives)
‐safety concerns with the local industries
‐new information regarding the level of use of the informal trial to the shoreline just south
of the East Point Park ball diamonds (the Ken Morrish Softball Complex)
These options extend the access along the shoreline to East Point Park, and formalize the
connection between the tablelands and shoreline just south of the ball diamonds. This
would require less fill than the full base of bluffs connection, but the shoreline works can
help contribute to the diverse fish habitat, previously lost to stonehooking. There would
also be less of an impact on the natural environment, as the slope of the bluffs in the area
is less steep than Grey Abbey Ravine, and would require less vegetation removal. The bluffs
along this stretch of shoreline are well vegetated under existing conditions, and the
shoreline works would provide area for enhancing naturalization of the backshore area.
***the revetment and headland‐beach pictures are representative images.
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The ISMP identified the potential need for a safe harbour at East Point Park. This facility
would provide a limited landbase to safely launch non‐motorized boats, and for boats to
safely moor in bad weather. The structure would provide for limited embayment habitat,
and increased shoreline diversity for fish habitat. While vehicle access would be provided
to the shoreline to launch the boars, parking would only continue to be provided on the
tablelands.
This is meant to be a sub‐option, which could be implemented with any of the other
options presented for this segment.
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Once the Alternatives are finalized – following input from the public meeting and review
period– the Alternatives will undergo an evaluation to measure their ability to meet the
Project Vision and Objectives. Criteria and Indicators have been developed and refined with
your input received as part of the Terms of Reference. The Criteria will help us measure the
differences between the Alternatives, in order to identify which option meets the Project
Vision and Objectives to the best extent. For example, the Alternative which provides the
most opportunity for habitat enhancement would be considered Most Preferred for this
indicator. All objectives and criteria are considered equally important – they are not
weighted.
The refined Criteria and Indicators, based on your input are available on the panels, and will
be posted to the Project website following the meeting. We will be continuing to work with
the Stakeholder Committee to further refine and finalize the evaluation criteria. Should you
wish to provide additional comments and input – and we would love to hear your thoughts
‐ please review the panels, or the material on the website, and submit your comments via
email.
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