
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX N: 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

  



SOPHIA CREEK WATERSHED & MULCASTER DRAINAGE AREA EA UPDATE
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE

Index Number Representative For Preferred Alternatives Summary of Comments on Existing Drainage Concerns Summary of Comments on Proposed Alternatives

1 Property Owner 2A, 2B, 3B, 4A

Very frequent flooding of MacMorrison Park ‐ specifically ball diamond, culvert across east 
branch, park space on both sides creek downstream of ball diamond.  Frequent flooding of 
Grove Street at culvert crossing.   Ponding on pavement at St. Vincent Street  and Rose Street 
and at St. Vincent Street at culvert crossing.  Noted that very young children play at and in 
Bothwell culvert when stormwater is running.         

Stressed creativity for MacMorrison Park SWMF ‐ must be an amentity and should be used as an opportunity for urban 
renewal.  Alternative 2A only preferred if it is treated as open space/amenity and not just a utility.  Alternative 2B 
preferred as long as water table at Bothwell/Jonathan does not elevate.  Many home owners are waterproofing, 
replacing weeping tiles, adding sump pumps.  Some have installed drains under basement floors to seperate sump 
pumps.  Sump use is widespread in mid‐late February and early March and typically ends mid‐late June.  For Alternative 
3A the 1:25 anticipated climate change event may be insufficient design storm intensity.  For Alternative 4B, noted that 
Mulcaster is too busy with new development, it is very costly and is in a well‐head protection area.  For Alternative 4D 
noted strong disapproval for digging up Dunlop Street.   Preference is to maintain the existing storm sewer along Sophia 
as redundant/back‐up and possibly use in‐situ lining to extend its service life and maximize the asset.   Suggested an 
underground SWM facility be constructed under the parking lot west of the library (lot at Clapperton between 
Macdonald/Sophia and Worsley) instead of a relief storm sewer along Dunlop Street.  Questioned whether property 
owners with seasonal creek flooding at Wellington, Clapperton and Owen care about removing water from private 
property.  Noted that lots are very deep with history of water flow.

2
Simcoe Community 

Services
2A, 3B, 4A No comments provided No comments provided

3 Property Owner Not provided

Described development history for upper portion of Sophia Creek in the area of Grove Street, 
St. Vincent Street and Burbank Place.  Notes that with heavy rain the area cannot drain fast 
enough even though a larger opening was made under St. Vincent Street.  Notes that 
pollution within creek causes damming and the creek overflows on to gardens and 
neighbours' properties.

No comments provided

4 Property Owner Not provided No comments provided

Support 2A and 2B as a first option for the watershed upstream of Peel Street as it will provide stormwater 
management through large reduction in runoff.  Noted that these options have the least cost and the best impact on 
neighbourhoods that the water flows through.  Implementing these options would allow additional engineering time to 
assess if 3A, 3B, 4A or 4B should proceed as proposed.

5 Property Owner 2A
Has lived at 22 Howard Crescent for 17 years and has never seen Sophia Creek overflow into 
property or overflow the creek bank. 

Noted that the deepening and widening of the creek behind house is unneccessary, would be disruptive to the variety 
of wild life and plants, and a waste of taxpayer dollars.

6 Property Owner Not provided

Concerned with condition of drainage ditch that runs from Davidson Street to Currie Street.  
Has been complaining for over 5 years about condition as it is full of garabge and building 
material and as a result has been dammed off.  The ditch has become a swamp as the water 
cannot drain away and is a health issue. Noted that since 1986 has never had a problem until 
now ‐ neighbours for misusing creek, littering, etc has created the problem.

No comments provided

7 Property Owner Not provided No comments provided
With loss of MacMorrison Park, expressed concern about how much of Ferris Park will be used under Alternative 2B 
and what the visual effects will be.  Expressed concerned about property values of homes around Ferris Park.

8 Property Owner Not provided Concerned about flooding on Howard/Lay.  
Expressed hope that selected option will address issues in a fiscal manner and changes/problems will be monitored.  
Believes more frequent maintenance is required to keep vegetation within open channels at a reasonable level.

9 Property Owner Notprovided
In front of 4, 5,6 and 7 North Park Road there is significant ponding after a heavy rain that 
takes a long time to drain.  Notes that drainage grates should be installed at this location as it 
especially dangerous in the winter.

No comments provided

10 Property Owner Not provided Expressed general concern with stormwater management and flood protection. No comments provided

11 Property Owner 2A, 3B, 4A No comments provided No comments provided

12
 Brereton Field Naturalists 

Club
Letter only. See attached letter See attached letter

13 Infrastructure Ontario Letter only. See attached letter and e‐mail No MOI lands are impacted by proposed works.

14
Ministry of Tourism, 
Culture and Sport

Letter only. See attached letter  See attached letter 

15 Ministry of Infrastructure Letter only. See attached letter  See attached letter 

16
Lake Simcoe Region 

Conservation Authority
2A, 2B, 3B, 4A, 4D No comments provided The preferred alternative should be a blend of Alternatives 2A and 2B plus 100 year capacity in the drainage system. 

17 Hiawatha First Nation  Letter only. See attached letter 

As per the Hiawatha First Nation Consultation Protocol, proposed project is deemed to have little, if any, impact on 
Hiawatha First Nation's traditional territory and/or rights.  Hiawatha First Nation requests notification if archaeological 
artifacts are found as we require our trained archaelogical liaisons be present at the archaeological sites during 
assessments and that any archaeological reports are sent to Hiawatha First Nation as they are completed.  Any maps 
pertaining to the project should be sent to Hiawatha First Nation in a shape file. Hiawatha First Nation reserves the 
right to provide additional comment should further development result in additional potential impact on our traditional 
territory and rights. 

18
Chippewa's of Rama First 

Nation 
Letter only. See attached e‐mail See attached letter e‐mail









































































































































































231 Bayview Drive, Suite 303 
Barrie, Ontario L4N 4Y5 

 
Tel: 705-737-3303 
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October 12, 2017 
 

THE CITY OF BARRIE  
  70 Collier Street, P.O. Box 400 

Barrie, ON, L4M 4T5 
 
Attn: Mr. Lorran Cooney 
 Sr. Infrastructure Planning Technologist 
 
Re: Sophia Creek Watershed & Mulcaster 
 Drainage Area Environmental Assessment Update 
 CCTA File 115172 

 

Dear Mr. Cooney, 
 
We are writing on behalf of Mr. Peter Moore, owner of the property located at 364 St. Vincent Street, 
and further to our meetings regarding the Sophia Creek Watershed & Mulcaster Drainage Area 
Environmental Assessment Update (Sophia Creek EA) and in particular, Stormwater Management 
Pond SP03 proposed for the St. Vincent Street site. The existing Stormwater Management Pond at this 
location is approximately 0.40 ha in size. The Sophia Creek EA recommends a doubling of the pond 
size to about 0.80 ha. 
 
During the Sophia Creek EA process several pond scenarios were evaluated including pond SP01 
(MacMorrison) alone, pond SP03 (St. Vincent) alone, and ponds SP01 and SP03 working in 
conjunction.  The EA Summary notes that a combination of the alternatives are required as a single 
alternative does not address all of the drainage issues.  The model results indicate that by using SP01 
alone the flow reduction downstream of SP01 is 13-27%, but when combined with SP03 the flow 
reduction is 16-34%.  This additional 3-7% does not appear to be a large reduction.   
 
Has a review been completed that evaluates the costs of the required infrastructure upgrades, such as 
conveyance upgrades, when only SP01 is online compared against upgrades required when both 
ponds SP01 and SP03 are online?  What are the capital costs of the conveyance upgrades for the 
additional 3-7% flow reduction downstream of MacMorrison Park and how do they compare to the 
construction and acquisition cost of SP03, which is listed as about $1.1M in the EA document.  In other 
words, has a full cost accounting been undertaken and if so please provide for our review. 
 
If we assume that SP03 is functionally required and is also part of the cost effective solution, we would 
like to affirm our position that the pond be more rectangular shaped running the length of the western 
property line, extending east as required for the volume.  This will provide for a more effective and 
efficient pond design, as well as allow the landowner more space for on-site uses. 
 

Sincerely, 
GERRITS ENGINEERING LIMITED 
 
 
 
 
 
Jeff McCuaig, P. Eng. 
 
c.c  Mrs. D. McAlpine, City Clerk, City of Barrie 

Mr. P. Moore 
 Mrs. N. Mitchinson 






