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Q1
Are you satisfied with the proposed designs for Wyandotte Street East
and Jarvis Avenue?
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Q2
What design features would you change, if anything?
Answered: 35
 Skipped: 2

# RESPONSES DATE

1 More clarification regarding "swale" capacity to handle roadway run-off during major rain
events. Also, I would like to see speed bumps on areas of Jarvis to address speeding traffic.

10/4/2021 7:55 PM

2 The extension of Wyandotte is unnecessary, and potentially creates more significant problems
than the EA set out to solve. This extension does NOT fix any drainage issues currently
experienced by Jarvis residents. The extension will create safety concerns, bringing unwanted
traffic to the neighbourhood. There is currently significant bike and foot traffic on Jarvis. With
an extension and more car traffic, the safety of pedestrians and cyclists will be compromised.
Completing the Wyandotte extension will compromise our neighbourhood, and ultimately, will
best serve Tecumseh residents, NOT Windsorites:(

10/4/2021 3:12 PM

3 Keep Wyandotte closed and put in a multi-use trail linking present Wyandotte with Jarvis.
-put
in a multi-use trail at the south end of Jarvis to connect to Little River Rd. and Blue Heron
park.
A sidewalk along Castle hill Rd. to the east to connect to Cora Greenwood rd.

10/3/2021 8:15 PM

4 I wouldn't do the project at all. It does not serve Jarvis residents or its neighbours. It only
serves Tecumseh and diverts traffic from Riverside Drive.

10/3/2021 8:06 PM

5 Then Jarvis road design is well thought out but the entire street of Jarvis needs improvement
from Riverside Dr. to the end of the cul de sac. Not put Wyandotte through AT ALL!

10/3/2021 7:58 PM

6 finish Wyandotte street to Jarvis as promised for many years! 10/2/2021 4:23 PM

7 New street 10/2/2021 11:31 AM

8 I see no benefit to having Wyandotte go through to Jarvis. Increased traffic means less safety
for kids playing. Not to mention noise and annoyance. Environmental and wild life concerns.

10/2/2021 9:53 AM

9 Upgrade to Jarvis street only 10/2/2021 8:10 AM

10 It is not a problem that we don’t have access to J from west. We don’t need wyandotte. Jarvis
S b fixed from N to S as a stand-alone project. Use the right a way parcel for a multi use trail
to allow walkers and bikers to connect witj Wyandotte, the G trail etc.

10/2/2021 4:56 AM

11 I would allow only pedestrian and other non-vehicular traffic such as bicycles and escooters to
have passage through Wyandotte onto Jarvis. I would install removable ballards/posts for
emergency service access if this is deemed necessary but does not seem so after talking to
some first responders. I would also include a more effective solution to address drainage
issues for the entire area under study, as this has not been adequately addressed. I would also
study the pedestrian traffic on Jarvis as it is much much higher than vehicular traffic, and
expand the multiuse trail down the full length of Jarvis to Little River to build a safe active
transportation route for the MANY bicyclists, families walking baby carriages, walking dogs,
and toddlers learning to bike on Jarvis.

10/1/2021 11:48 PM

12 I would not extend Wyandotte to Jarvis, we need more green space. 10/1/2021 9:37 PM

13 a.	I would not extend Wyandotte Street to Jarvis Avenue
b.	Wyandotte Street East pavement
width must be reduced to match the existing width East of Banwell Road which is
approximately 8.5m as a maximum. If the intent is to discourage traffic from driving through
Jarvis than a narrower pavement width is required. This narrower pavement width can still
accommodate the bike lanes with other measures to ensure safety between vehicles and
cyclists.
c.	Reduce the mutli-use trail along Wyandotte to a sidewalk. If and when the multi
use trail is constructed along Wyandotte further west it can be upgraded at that time (20+
years). It serves no purpose on its own a single block. They just built the sidewalks to the
west so they won’t be replaced anytime soon.
d.	Location of the east sidewalk along Jarvis
may need further evaluation in order to avoid existing trees
e.	Extension of the multiuse trail
southerly along Jarvis serves no purpose at this time as it is isolated; do not build at this time
until the other sections are constructed to the East along Dillon. The configuration of the trail
impacts the proposed natural drainage swales.
f.	The traffic calming measure of the islands at
Wyandotte and Dillon are a good start however much more traffic calming is required to
discourage through traffic. For example, speed humps, raised intersections, etc. This does not
create any impediment to traffic wanting to cut through this area in order to get to points
beyond. In its current configuration this may cause a few second delay as they roll through the
stop sign but they will continue through in order not to detour around.
g.	More design
consideration is required due to the significant change in in elevation of the Wyandotte Road
section relative to the existing ground. This was not given its due consideration during the
design and construction of the Banwell properties which has negatively impacted the drainage
to the Jarvis west properties. Further consideration must be given to the increased elevation of
the road along Jarvis from South of Dillon to Riverside Drive to address the minimum ERCA
road elevation

10/1/2021 8:13 PM

14 After living in the neighbourhood for more than twenty years, we have witnessed an increase in
traffic, and speed, along Dillon leading into Tecumseh. This has led to numerous close calls for
children, pedestrians walking dogs and other cars. Any change to the current street structure
will surely further increase the traffic flow. Many new families had relocated to the area which
means there are more young children. Increased speeding traffic will put these children at a
much greater risk. The neighbourhood is home to numerous large, heritage trees which would

10/1/2021 8:01 PM
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be put at risk as well as the wildlife that currently survives in the natural wooded area proposed
to be destroyed if Wyandotte is extended.

15 I see no benefit to extend Wyandotte one more block, as it does not create a through way, only
moves increased traffic onto a long ignored, quiet family street.

10/1/2021 7:51 PM

16 Do not allow Wyandotte to come through as will cause unwanted traffic on Jarvis 10/1/2021 7:48 PM

17 I would like the Wyandotte extension not to go through to Jarvis !! 10/1/2021 7:27 PM

18 All of it 10/1/2021 7:04 PM

19 I do not want Wyandotte extended to Jarvis. I do not want to see this quiet street disrupted by
the large increase in traffic that this will obviously cause. Jarvis would be the first stop sign
east of the Ouellette and the significant volume of traffic currently handled by Banwell, which
is a major artery designed to move such traffic, would then be terminated at Jarvis causing
Jarvis traffic volumes to increase drastically. This would significant impact Jarvis in a negative
way and be a safety concern.

10/1/2021 5:31 PM

20 I would not extend Wyandotte and have Jarvis completed from the drive to the cul-de-sac at
the same time

10/1/2021 5:29 PM

21 Improve all of Jarvis and eliminate Wyandotte street extension 10/1/2021 3:57 PM

22 Close Jarvis at Riverside Drive as to prevent all the new traffic on Jarvis which will now be
generated with the extension of Wyandotte

10/1/2021 3:04 PM

23 Wyandotte does not need to connect. The drainage on the west side of Jarvis is terrible. This
must be addressed. I have a large property and an unable to build a permanent structure due
to outdated zoning laws.

10/1/2021 2:57 PM

24 Dead end Jarvis at Riverside Dr. 10/1/2021 2:46 PM

25 The properties on the west side of Jarvis have 502.5' lots. Since the inception of Banwell and
Amalfi, our yards are constantly under water because these new properties are graded so
much higher than our properties. We have lost 16 trees so far because of the flooding. We
have tried putting drainage down the middle of our yard to no avail because of runoff coming
from every direction. If you are going to proceed with the Wyandotte extension, we will have
even more runoff to our properties. This needs to be addressed.

10/1/2021 2:44 PM

26 Prohibit the extension of Wyandotte St. E to Jarvis Ave. 10/1/2021 1:27 PM

27 I would like to keep Wyandotte the same as it is today. It is a busy intersection at Banwell but
it is great to have the dead end, so it makes it easier to the kids to cross the road to access
the school bus or to go to the trails.

10/1/2021 7:22 AM

28 Bringing wyandotte to Jarvis will bring unwanted traffic to the area, along with noise and impact
the safety of this quiet community. This is not a good use of taxpayer dollars

9/30/2021 1:13 AM

29 - no vehicle traffic in the proposed Wyandotte extension
- pedestrian and bicycle path only
-
protect as many of the mature trees presently in this area when making this path

9/28/2021 3:04 PM

30 Stop the extension of Wyandotte Street East to Jarvis Avenue. 9/28/2021 7:16 AM

31 I don't agree with your changes to have Wyandotte jog onto Jarvis at all. The original plan 20+
years ago was to cross and continue on not to end at Jarvis

9/28/2021 7:15 AM

32 I would not complete Wyandotte at all.
Completing Wyandotte is not necessary or desired and
is not a good investment of the city funds.

9/27/2021 10:49 PM

33 aren't bike lanes on both the roadways and multi-use trail redundant? 9/18/2021 2:07 PM

34 LEAVE JARVIS STREET alone. The residents of Jarvis and the surrounding areas have all
stated multiple times they DO NOT want the Wyndotte project to go through.

9/1/2021 10:33 PM

35 Add MUT to run along Jarvis from LR Blvd to Riverside Drive (Ganatchio Trail) 8/29/2021 3:10 PM
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Q3
What do you like about the concepts presented?
Answered: 35
 Skipped: 2

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Upgrade to Jarvis Avenue.... new pavement, upgraded storm drainage, wider lanes, and speed
calming islands on Wyandotte and Dillon.

10/4/2021 7:55 PM

2 The redesign of Jarvis - completed in a coordinated project from North to South, in its entirety.
Jarvis residents would prefer to work with our Councillor to have our road redone, at one time,
in one piece. The re-design for Jarvis addresses and remedies water drainage issues on
Jarvis.

10/4/2021 3:12 PM

3 I like that Jarvis gets upgraded . 10/3/2021 8:15 PM

4 It has a trail for non vehicular traffic. That's all we need. 10/3/2021 8:06 PM

5 The road design concept for Jarvis looks good but the fact that the entire street isn't being
completed is a huge disappointment and a waste of money.

10/3/2021 7:58 PM

6 nothing 10/2/2021 4:23 PM

7 New street 10/2/2021 11:31 AM

8 I like the fact that Jarvis ave would finally be repaved so I don’t risk twisting my ankle in the
dozens of pot holes. Not to mention the embarrassment from guests who visit our street. Also
I like the multi trail idea. Ideally it should connect from riverside drive to blue heron.

10/2/2021 9:53 AM

9 The new look of Jarvis with no Wyandotte street 10/2/2021 8:10 AM

10 Good thought re Jarvis. Not as wide as originally proposed. Quiet street so walkers use
sidewalk and those on bikes use road.

10/2/2021 4:56 AM

11 The multi use trail for part of Jarvis is on the right track, but needs to be extended as I said
above.

10/1/2021 11:48 PM

12 Nothing 10/1/2021 9:37 PM

13 a.	The inventive proposal for the road cross section along Jarvis is very good, further detail will
be needed to ‘make it work’ for the drainage between driveways and maintainability of this
cross section
b.	The use of the traffic islands is a good plan but more traffic measures are
needed in order to strongly discourage through traffic to areas outside of the neighbouring
streets
c.	The plan to replace the sanitary sewer and construct the storm sewer along Jarvis is
a good concept

10/1/2021 8:13 PM

14 Absolutely nothing other than Jarvis being upgraded 10/1/2021 8:01 PM

15 Improving Jarvis drainage which happens without Wyandotte extension. 10/1/2021 7:51 PM

16 Nothing it only benefits Tecumseh residents not Windsor residents 10/1/2021 7:48 PM

17 NOTHING 10/1/2021 7:27 PM

18 The diagram of what Jarvis would look like when the entire road is take into concideration 10/1/2021 7:04 PM

19 Nothing. Please leave this road as is. If it needs to be resurfaced, the residents should
advance this cause separately.

10/1/2021 5:31 PM

20 The design of Jarvis was nice. 10/1/2021 5:29 PM

21 I didn't like most things about it but the section of Jarvis being done was acceptable, just not
enough of it. I like that the dead end is not being opened, that would have been insane, and the
idea of improving the cul de sac in 10 years will be nice...not likely I will get to enjoy it though.

10/1/2021 3:57 PM

22 Not much 10/1/2021 3:04 PM

23 Jarvis is finally being addressed after many decades of neglect whilst the surrounding
neighborhoods have benefited from new infrastructure.

10/1/2021 2:57 PM

24 Fix roads & sewers 10/1/2021 2:46 PM

25 I don't like the concept at all. This is only going to add more traffic to a road that is in dire need
of repair and upgrades.

10/1/2021 2:44 PM

26 Nothing 10/1/2021 1:27 PM

27 This stretch of road from Wyandotte to Jarvis is not really adding value to the public, so
nothing is appealing from the design or need.

10/1/2021 7:22 AM

28 I think the plan for Jarvis is well thought out and meets many of the issues we put forward in
2018. Great that there are no longer plans to open LR or BG. I like that Jarvis won't be as wide
as originally planned. Like the idea of the structural soil which will allow parking on grass if
bylaw is changed at some point. I like idea of swale to keep road looking rural. Sad that in
order to get this though we have to accept the City's proposal to open Wyandotte which will
ruin it all!

9/30/2021 1:13 AM

29 Nothing 9/28/2021 3:04 PM
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30 Nothing. Concepts presented will not benefit Home owners on Jarvis Street or the anyone in
the neighborhood. All/most residents are totally against this and will no longer support the City
Official responsible if this goes through.

9/28/2021 7:16 AM

31 Nothing. Leave my street as it is. 9/28/2021 7:15 AM

32 The design and look of Jarvis with flat gutters, structural grass and road width was thoughtful 9/27/2021 10:49 PM

33 fixing the sewer and drainage system, widening the road, expanding transit closer to
Tecumseh, Ontario

9/18/2021 2:07 PM

34 NOTHING 9/1/2021 10:33 PM

35 Connectivity with the Wyandotte extension. 8/29/2021 3:10 PM
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Q4
What do you dislike about the concepts presented?
Answered: 36
 Skipped: 1

# RESPONSES DATE

1 The entirety of Jarvis Avenue should be upgraded next year. Completing a portion next year
and other portions potentially over 10 years is unacceptable and splits our neighbourhood.

10/4/2021 7:55 PM

2 The potential increase of unwanted, through traffic on Wyandotte, including unwanted noise,
from a major influx of traffic. We're also very concerned and dissatisfied with the potential loss
of dozens of trees - compromising an important part of the canopy.
The current lack of
coordination of this project with the North and South portion of Jarvis is undesirable -
completing 1/3 of Jarvis does not improve our stree. 2/3's of our residents will get nothing but
dangerous traffic for many years as the rest of the project is not in the City's 10 year budget.
We will be left with 2/3's of a deficient road that will be forced to handle the Wyandotte traffic
north.

10/4/2021 3:12 PM

3 I dislike Wyandotte connecting to Jarvis. I also dislike that Jarvis Ave. isn't going to be entirely
upgraded.
- widening sidewalks, sidewalks are only 20Yr.s old
-widening of roadway should
take place on westside of road.

10/3/2021 8:15 PM

4 The fact that it's being discussed at all in this way. It's a waste of money. We don't want it.
Repave Jarvis and give us proper drainage. The end.

10/3/2021 8:06 PM

5 Its a lot of money being spent for Wyandotte to go through to Jarvis. Its such a small stretch
of road that will only benefit Tecumseh commuters and hurt the Jarvis residents.
It's creating
many concerns to us residents living here with the loss of many older trees, a huge influx of
traffic, unwanted noise and many safety concerns. The fact that the residents are to have to
take the Jarvis drainage into our own hands and not Wyandotte.

10/3/2021 7:58 PM

6 Our street won't be resurfaced until??? 10/2/2021 4:23 PM

7 New street 10/2/2021 11:31 AM

8 I appreciate the thought and design of the new Jarvis street but the concept of the swales is
not the right approach. Gong to look terrible in a couple years when homeowners neglect to cut
the grass in the uneven swale. Just look at them south of castle hill. It works on Pentilly
because it’s on the golf course side. People and government are paying to get rid of
swales/ditches.

10/2/2021 9:53 AM

9 Will make the street to busy no need to do this 10/2/2021 9:22 AM

10 This area is used by many biking, walking and jogging, many of them are families who use this
street as a quiet nature walk from trails on riverside drive to blue heron. Having a stop sign at
Wyandotte on Jarvis brings up many safety concerns fir me. All the extra traffic will not be
good fir the North and south sides of the streets that will not be done for 10 years. This
extension will change the look of our street in a very negative way and I ask you to please
reconsider this project.

10/2/2021 8:10 AM

11 Wyandotte! Allow back yard drainage for W side to connect to storm sewer on Jarvis. If
council approves wyandotte (hopefully they don’t), S b narrower than presented. Don’t need
bike lanes, a trail and a sidewalk. Definitely overkill. Also, the trail absolutely does not need to
continue on Jarvis (wy to Dillon)

10/2/2021 4:56 AM

12 I do not support the extension of Wyandotte for vehicular traffic. There has been no valid
reason that the residents have heard for the extension of Wyandotte through Jarvis for
vehicular traffic, and it does not provide any benefit to the residents of Jarvis or Dillon. It will
add a high amount of unnecessary traffic to a quiet neighborhood. It is not an appropriate or
necessary collector to Tecumseh. Little River and Riverside Drive are already equipped for this
traffic, as well as other larger surrounding thoroughfares. It is not a responsible use of funds.

10/1/2021 11:48 PM

13 Our tax money should be wisely used for maintenance of streets in dire need of repair and not
to destroy the little green space that is left around us.

10/1/2021 9:37 PM

14 a.	Wyandotte Street East pavement width must be reduced to match the existing width East of
Banwell Road which is approximately 8.5m as a maximum. If the intent is to discourage traffic
from driving through Jarvis than a narrower pavement width is required. This narrower
pavement width can still accommodate the bike lanes with other measures to ensure safety
between vehicles and cyclists.
b.	Reduce the mutli-use trail along Wyandotte to a sidewalk. If
and when the multi use trail is constructed along Wyandotte further west it can be upgraded at
that time (20+ years). It serves no purpose on its own a single block. They just built the
sidewalks to the west so they won’t be replaced anytime soon.
c.	Location of the east
sidewalk along Jarvis may need further evaluation in order to avoid existing trees
d.	Extension
of the multiuse trail along Jarvis serves no purpose at this time as it is isolated; do not build at
this time until the other sections are constructed to the east along Dillon. The extension to the
south side of Dillon doesn’t make sense as the multiuse trail does not exist on the south side
of Dillon. The configuration of the trail impacts the proposed natural drainage swales.
e.	The
traffic calming measure of the islands at Wyandotte and Dillon are a good start however much
more traffic calming is required to discourage through traffic. For example, speed humps,
raised intersections, etc. This does not create any impediment to traffic wanting to cut through
this area in order to get to points beyond. In its current configuration this may cause a few
second delay as they roll through the stop sign but they will continue through in order not to
detour around.
f.	More design consideration is required due to the significant change in in

10/1/2021 8:13 PM
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elevation of the Wyandotte Road section relative to the existing ground. This was not given its
due consideration during the design and construction of the Banwell properties which has
negatively impacted the drainage to the Jarvis west properties. Further consideration must be
given to the increased elevation of the road along Jarvis from South of Dillon to Riverside Drive
to address the minimum ERCA road elevation

15 A – risk to the natural treed areas and wildlife B- risk to children getting on buses and playing
in the area as increased speeding traffic C- decrease of property values due to increase of
traffic and noise levels

10/1/2021 8:01 PM

16 Safety issues created by the extension and increased traffic have not been properly
addressed.

10/1/2021 7:51 PM

17 The fact that you want a street like Jarvis to have more traffic flow. The street requires an
enormous amount of repairs and can not handle anymore traffic. We already pay taxes on
amenities that we don’t have and you will likely increase our taxes to accommodate Wyandotte

10/1/2021 7:48 PM

18 EVERYTHING 10/1/2021 7:27 PM

19 Bringing Wyandotte threw to Jarvis has not positive effect for the area 10/1/2021 7:04 PM

20 Everything. 10/1/2021 5:31 PM

21 Wyandotte is not needed. It will bring unwanted traffic to the neighbourhood and will be mostly
Tecumseh residents that benefit.

10/1/2021 5:29 PM

22 I feel that the heavy flow of traffic will pose many safety issues between the proposed
Wyandotte and Castle Hill. The residents on Jarvis do not benefit from having Wyandotte
opened, only commuters travelling east and west do. We have 3 access points from the street
to go anywhere we need to go. Why divert such a heavy traffic flow from main arteries to
smaller roads in highly residential areas? Why not spend the money allocated in this 10 year
old plan to actually improve the entire street. This plan will improve a third of our street and the
rest will be left as is for 10 years!

10/1/2021 3:57 PM

23 By extending Wyandotte it will turn Jarvis into a main conduit from Wyandotte to Riverside
Drive

10/1/2021 3:04 PM

24 The Wyandotte street extension is a waste of our hard earned taxes. 10/1/2021 2:57 PM

25 Want dead end Jarvis at Riverside it can not handle the traffic 10/1/2021 2:46 PM

26 Jarvis is such an underdeveloped road that any added traffic will be detrimental to our street.
You're assuming that all Wyandotte traffic will head south to Dillon. They will also travel north
down Jarvis to Riverside and it has been stated that Jarvis north of Wyandotte and this part of
Jarvis is not getting upgrades
Also, all you have to do is sit there for a few hours any Friday or
Saturday night (Wyandotte at Banwell) to understand the concern for speeding. It is absolutely
ridiculous. With extending Wyandotte to Jarvis, it will only take one distracted or impaired
driver to end up in the living room of the homes at this intersection. This has been noted at
every meeting and is brushed off like "it won't happen to me" mentality. It can and I can
guarantee, it will

10/1/2021 2:44 PM

27 The suggestion of extending Wyandotte to Jarvis. 10/1/2021 1:27 PM

28 This stretch of road is not really adding value to the public, for the exception of some
developers that have land in this area. You are bringing traffic from a main road to the middle
of the neighborhood and then forcing the traffic to Jarvis street which is not designed to handle
that traffic. That traffic is design to go down Green Park (North of Wyandotte) to Riverside or
Banwell (south of Wyandotte) to Little River or Tecumseh rd. Also, it will make the Wyandotte
and Banwell intersection even more dangers for kids, who are required to cross that road to
access school buses or go to the trails

10/1/2021 7:22 AM

29 Wyandotte is not required, what the city is proposing as a problem is not really a problem for
us on Jarvis at all. Back yard drainage can be solved once new trunk sewers are on Jarvis.
There are no issues with emergency vehicles getting to us on Jarvis. Although I'm sure
another access point is good, not having it is not an issue. Very concerned about the number
of trees that will be removed on the right-a-way as well as on Jarvis. Certainly even a 4 foot
width could damage tree roots and end up killing trees. Maybe a plan to actually remove
some?? Not known at this time. Jarvis needs re-work and it definitely does not make sense to
update one section of Jarvis and leave the rest as is for the next 10 years.

9/30/2021 1:13 AM

30 - Jarvis Avenue will loose the rural setting we presently have and the reason we purchased our
homes on this street.
- mature trees on the East side of Jarvis will be lost
- traffic will increase
exponentially
- Increased traffic creates many safety issues
- no benefit to Jarvis Ave.
residence
- there are barely any trees if any on the West side of Jarvis however your plan is to
widen the road on both side which will damage/kill all the beautiful mature trees we have on the
East side.
- even if this has been in City Plans for many years plans can be changed as they
have in the past with other city projects
- these allocated funds would be best spent on one of
the many other projects Ward 7 needs such as traffic lights and/or round about at Banwell and
Little River. Turning lane added on McKugh turning North onto Banwell.

9/28/2021 3:04 PM

31 Everything, including property lose, decrease in property values, widening of the street,
destruction of our aged trees, amount of traffic that would be increased on our street,

9/28/2021 7:16 AM

32 All of it 9/28/2021 7:15 AM

33 Completing the Wyandotte extension is not a good investment of City funds The Wyandotte
portion does not address any poor drainage for Jarvis residents Wyandotte does not address
the primary concerns for safety

9/27/2021 10:49 PM

34 Nothing shown about proposed future bus routes. 9/18/2021 2:07 PM
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35 Everything 9/1/2021 10:33 PM

36 No MUT on Jarvis. 8/29/2021 3:10 PM
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Q5
Any other comments?
Answered: 35
 Skipped: 2

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Individuals living on Jarvis have individual interests regarding components of the upgrade. Any
strategy to dissuade higher volume of regular use of Jarvis should be implemented. The main
objective of the Wyandotte extension as presented was to satisfy safety concerns for fire and
security. Encouraging traffic from Riverside Drive to use the Wyandotte extension should be
discouraged. Thank you.

10/4/2021 7:55 PM

2 Banwell is best designed to handle the southbound traffic that will be diverted to Jarvis/Dillon,
Jarvis/Castle Hill. Greenpark is best designed to handle northbound traffic that would be
diverted to Jarvis. Little River is designed and intended for that purpose. It should not be
incumbent on Windsorites to bear the burden of bad design decisions made by the Town of
Tecumseh, which designed Dillon to be their collector and have Little River stopping 2 blocks
past Lesperance.

10/4/2021 3:12 PM

3 I believe that connecting Jarvis will increase traffic on the street. And is a safety concern with
numerous children in the area
The new development to the east of Jarvis has increased traffic
since it was built.

10/3/2021 8:15 PM

4 The project serves Riverside Drive residents to make their street quieter, and ours busier.
Riverside Drive residents bought on the Drive. We bought on Jarvis. No need to flip it. Pushing
Wyandotte through serves them and Tecumseh. If was decided years ago it wasn't worth the
money to to do this for essentially Tecumseh residents. Just because the person heading the
project is a Tecumseh Councillor and wants this done should have no impact on this. In fact,
he should be removed altogether based on the conflict. I can assure, if you continue to waste
money on this project I will do everything I canto bring light to the shadyness of it.

10/3/2021 8:06 PM

5 For many decades now this street has been a quiet street that people love because of its old
in nature feeling. The low flow of traffic makes parents feel safe with their kids being able to
still play on the street and the huge trees that have been around forever. The Wyandotte
extension is truly unwanted by all people living on the street. When we tell people we live here
people know this street as a quiet cul de sac street that is adored by many many people .

10/3/2021 7:58 PM

6 As a long term resident I am very afraid the way our committee has turned all this for a few
residents will gain. Why can't Jarvis open to Little River?

10/2/2021 4:23 PM

7 We need a new street. I’ve lived.on Jarvis since 1981 I remember when the tar and chipped
the road. Better then filling the pot holes that’s for sure.

10/2/2021 11:31 AM

8 I’m not sure who is in the city’s head for wanting to get Wyandotte to go through to Jarvis.
Who is this benefiting? Nobody on Jarvis would want it and I’m sure people on banwell, Dillion
and many other streets wouldn’t want the increased traffic for ZERO benefit. Your offer for
sewers does nothing for Jarvis because the sewers are newer and nothing proposed solves the
west side of Jarvis backyard drainage issues. Taking down all the trees and wildlife to put
more concrete and asphalt is a terrible environmental idea considering. The misplaced wildlife.
We’re trying to go green and be environmentally friendly. Less cars, less emissions, encourage
walking and biking. The whole plan definitely needs rethinking. Please rethink the plans for the
sake of the environment/wildlife, our kids playing in the streets, unnecessary taxpayers costs
for zero benefit among other reasons.

10/2/2021 9:53 AM

9 Come have a drive down Jarvis and see it’s beauty and peacefulness let’s keep it that way 10/2/2021 8:10 AM

10 Putting a multi use train on right a way would allow city to meet goal of meeting re
walkable/bikeable neighbourhoods. Work design around trees so no need to remove any or
very few. Put a few benches out there. Fix Jarvis (end to end) and allow residents to connect
back yard to Jarvis for drainage. Like the idea of the grass witj metal to protect ruts.

10/2/2021 4:56 AM

11 Please consider how Jarvis has always been and continues to be a safe, quiet, pedestrian
haven from the Ganatcho Trail to Blue Heron trail, and reconsider the extension of Wyandotte.

10/1/2021 11:48 PM

12 It seems to us that our cities in order to get maximum profit are creating thousands of small
lots where houses almost touch each other forgetting about principals of living in harmony with
nature. And then we have audacity to complain about global warming and mental and physical
wellness.

10/1/2021 9:37 PM

13 a.	Do nothing other than an upgrade to the pavement structure, drainage and sewers on Jarvis.
b.	The need for traffic calming measures needs to be increased and expanded. The traffic
report indicates an order of magnitude increase of traffic on Jarvis which is unacceptable with
no mention of attempting to mitigate the impact. The traffic island is not enough to address
this matter.
c.	The Noise Study indicates a significant increase in noise levels with no mention
of attempting to mitigate the impact.
d.	Do not extend Wyandotte to Jarvis i.	The extension
takes a traffic issue and pushes into a neighbourhood which currently doesn’t have an issue
ii.
The Jarvis neighbourhood will become the traffic calming measure and not in a positive way.
The offset created at Jarvis will create numerous issues not the least of which is a safety
problem. This issue was brought up during the original Lakeview/East Riverside planning
process and the City decided not to address it at that time when it would have been much
more economical and effective . Therefore the neighbourhood should not have to suffer
because the City was negligent in getting ahead of the potential problem.
iii.	The original
planning process recommended the offset of Banwell at Wyandotte in order breakup the flow of
traffic and not create an extended straight corridor not only along Wyandotte but also along

10/1/2021 8:13 PM
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Banwell yet this report is recommending the direct linkage to Jarvis and along Jarvis
e.	The
recommendation to extend the arterial from Banwell to Jarvis (9.5m width) is unacceptable as
this completely disrupts the existing neighbourhood dynamic especially the large country like
setting that is unique to this neighbourhood including the homes along Banwell which enjoy the
quiet open space in their backyards.
f.	There are still negative impacts on the existing
neighbourhood with no mention on mitigation measures. Those include traffic quantities and
noise levels
g.	The extension of Wyandotte will not create any improvements to the
surrounding areas
h.	Emergency response times will not be improved (no risk reduction) and
should not be used as an excuse to push through this proposal
i.	There are numerous other
areas in the city which require more significant improvements and these funds should go
towards those projects before consideration on this project which will only create negative
impacts on the existing neighbourhood. Improving the Banwell at Little River intersection to a
roundabout would improve traffic flow in the area for the streets that were planned to
accommodate it. This would be a better use of the funds.
j.	Based on all of these items
brought forward I completely disagree with the recommendation to extend Wyandotte Street
East to Jarvis Avenue
k.	Further specifics should be mentioned to address the rear yard
drainage issues created by the lack of proper design considerations with the new subdivisions
to the west of Jarvis avenue. This has negatively impacted the neighbourhood. Further
consideration is required to provide the rear yard drainage to the Jarvis West properties. If that
is through private drain connections along Jarvis then that should be stated.
l.	The plan to
construct Wyandotte to Jarvis and Jarvis from Wyandotte to Beverly Glen will end up dumping
a significant increase in traffic onto the section of Jarvis from Wyandotte to Riverside Drive
without any upgrade to the road. This section would need to be a local improvement which
would not be moved forward in the next 10 to 20 years. It would be inexcusable to dump that
traffic onto the local improvement project.

14 This proposal has been brought forward several times. The need to accommodate the
commuter traffic from Tecumseh is not the responsibility of the City of Windsor. The additional
speeding traffic, noise and disruption to the naturalized green space is concerning to those of
us who have lived in the neighbourhood for a very long time. Drivers are able to readily access
Little River and Riverside Drive. These routes allow them to access Tecumseh. There are no
retail outlets, restaurants or public access spaces that would be disadvantaged by this
decision. The residence and wildlife are the only elements being disadvantaged.

10/1/2021 8:01 PM

15 Wyandotte extension does little to affect Windsor to Tecumseh traffic at a significant cost to
taxpayers not to mention the damage to the existing natural environment (fields/trees/animals).

10/1/2021 7:51 PM

16 Stop Wyandotte from coming through!! 10/1/2021 7:48 PM

17 We feel that the Wyandotte extension is an unnecessary project And would really only service
the town of Tecumseh. By agreeing to this project and bringing Wyandotte through Only a
small portion of Jarvis would be redone and this would not be fair to the rest of the residents
living on Jarvis not to mention the fact that by letting this project happen and Wyandotte go
through It will just create more traffic with speeding vehicles and create an unsafe environment
for children at play,pedestrians and walking or riding bikes to the trail. Jarvis Street is in a flood
zone and our street should be considered priority to be redone over this Wyandotte extension!!

10/1/2021 7:27 PM

18 I do not support the Wyandotte road, The upgrades the the Jarvis street I support. Many
people use this road via walking and biking from Riverside drive to Blue Heron, bringing this
road through would cause many safety issues for those walking and biking but also resident
living on the street driving up to Dhillon or Castle Hill with Just a stop sign to stop traffic
coming from Wyandotte to Jarvis. We purchased our home due to the fact that it was quiet
street with little traffic. Opening up the road and only upgrading a portion of it seem silly with all
that traffic now coming down to the north and south end on a one car lane. WE have a
beautiful street with many mature trees and lost of wildlife that will be changed with the
extention. To bring this small section of road for the cost that it is costing seems to be a wast
of our tax dollars that I am sure can be used in other areas. Thank you for understanding how
we all feel in keeping out street a one of a kind in WIndsor and one everyone wants to use for
their leisure activities

10/1/2021 7:04 PM

19 Placing a quick resurfacing on the existing Jarvis roadway would degrade quickly under the
significant traffic increase just require additional work in a few years.

10/1/2021 5:31 PM

20 This concept of bringing wyandotte through one more block is a poor investment of our tax
dollars. It will cause more dangerous and unwanted problems than the proposal sets out to
solve. I don't see how wyandotte solves any drainage issues for Jarvis residents. Fixing Jarvis
helps Jarvis residents with drainage.

10/1/2021 5:29 PM

21 This plan is not for the residents of Jarvis except for the area from Wyandotte to Castle Hill
and with the increase in traffic flow, no additional drainage and the numerous safety issues, I
do not think its a good design from any perspective.

10/1/2021 3:57 PM

22 Traffic will proceed to the end of Wyandotte at Jarvis and not make the jog to Dillion. They will
turn up Jarvis to Riverside Drive thereby increasing traffic substantially and creating a safety
issue. This is evident as traffic currently takes Wyandotte to basically the end now and turns
north on Greenpark. All that traffic will now end up on Jarvis which is unacceptable

10/1/2021 3:04 PM

23 Fix the road and drainage issues. Do the entire street not piece meal 10/1/2021 2:57 PM

24 Leave Jarvis as is everyone is fine with it do not need more traffic. 10/1/2021 2:46 PM

25 We have so many other roads in this city that are in great need of repair. Take care of what's
broken before moving onto to a project that isn't necessary.

10/1/2021 2:44 PM

26 The extension of Wyandotte to Jarvis would deteriorate the quiet neighbourhood we presently
have. The increase of traffic would be detrimental to the children that live in the vacinity of
Jarvis, Dillon, Castle Hill, Whistler and Cora Greenwood. Banwell is structurally set up to

10/1/2021 1:27 PM
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handle this flow of traffic. The cost to expand Wyandotte is not an effective use of taxpayers
money. This money could be used more effectively elsewhere.

27 I have 3 children under 11 that cross Banwell rd at Wyandotte to access their school bus and
this is a difficult task as is today (only 2 main paths of traffic). And by extending Wyandotte
this task is going to be even more dangers and difficult for the kids (3 main paths of traffic). As
a resident in the area for 11 years I do not see the need to build the road between Jarvis and
Wyandotte. This new road is leading to an area that has not grown for years so why the need
to bring traffic to this area and why spend the tax money on it. If you listen to some of our
Windsor Council town meeting with regards to this topic, the question was asked directly by
Councillor Gignac if this is a wise investment of city funds, the residents clearly do not seem
to want Wyandotte. Winterton avoids the question entirely and echoes the only response ever
given by city officials in that Wyandotte was on city planning maps for many, many years.
Plans can be changes and there are more important roads that could be build that would help
the community better that this area, like Clover. Spend people tax money wisely. Thanks.

10/1/2021 7:22 AM

28 The city has a mandate for more biking, walking paths in the city, and if the city wants to use
this right-a-way property, I feel they could use this property to bring a multi-use trail from
Banwell to Jarvis. No vehicle traffic. This would allow folks that try to bike and walk through
this right-a-way already to have a proper path (versus getting part way from Jarvis to Banwell
and ending up knee deep in mud on wet days). Easy access to wyandotte and another
connection (besides Riverside Drive) to the Ganatchio Trail. The trees back there could be
maintained and maybe a few park benches. Maybe even a small parkette and a small dog
park. These are all features that residents today would get much use of and much pleasure.
The influx of Wyandotte traffic would totally ruin this area and change the current use of Jarvis.
Traffic would prevent all the bikers (from all over this area) that use Jarvis because they can
ride on the street due to minimal traffic. Even walkers (and there is many) walk on the sidewalk
and on the street to keep distance. This is a gem of a street and no matter what you do to
Jarvis, the traffic brought in by Wyandotte will totally destroy our environment!

9/30/2021 1:13 AM

29 Where did our species at risk go from the previous study?
Very odd that Wyandotte no longer
has any only the Beverly Glen area. The species at risk on our job site have never upped and
moved else where....

9/28/2021 3:04 PM

30 There are other areas in the city that this money could be better well spent. 9/28/2021 7:16 AM

31 Go back to the original plans from what riverside had intended. OR Do Nothing at all!!!!!! 9/28/2021 7:15 AM

32 A Jarvis improvement fixes Jarvis issues. It gives residents an opportunity to take the
drainage issues into their own hands, not Wyandotte.
Safety is still a major concern with
having Wyandotte cars coming to a stop at our road and it will bring unwanted traffic to the
neighborhood. Cars will speed on Jarvis in both North and South directions.
Completing
Wyandotte will still best serve Tecumseh residents, not Windsorites.
Greenpark is best
designed to handle terminating Wyandotte traffic North. Banwell is best designed to handle
terminating Wyandotte travellers South.
The lack of coordination of this project with the North
and South portion of Jarvis is undesirable. Completing 1/3rd of Jarvis does not improve our
street at all. 2/3rds of our residents will get nothing but dangerous traffic for many, many years
as the rest of the project is not in the City's 10 year budget. We will be left with 2/3rds of a
deficient road that will be forced to handle the Wyandotte traffic North.
If the city must retain
the option for Wyandotte in the future, a better solution would be to do the entirety of Jarvis
from Riverside Dr. to Little River immediately as a stand-alone project with a design concept
similar to the proposed improvement with the allocated funds, not a piecemeal project if and
only if we allow the city to dump Wyandotte onto our road. The City could then still have
Wyandotte be a potential 10+ year budget project to revisit in 2031.
There will be dozens of
lost trees and the destruction of wildlife habitat and unwanted noise from the major influx of
traffic.
The extension of Wyandotte creates more problems than this EA project sets out to
solve.

9/27/2021 10:49 PM

33 My only concern is transit. The Crosstown 2 used to head east on Riverside to Sandpoint
beach for those of us in Windsor who count on public transit to visit local beaches. This was
removed & #2 redirected down Riverdale making Sandpoint Beach & amenities inaccessible to
disabled, elderly and low income citizens that count on public transportation to get to areas we
would love to visit more often - like public parks, trails, beaches and other amenities. There
has been no information provided how to better link up Windsor's transit with east Windsor to
accommodate all citizens.

9/18/2021 2:07 PM

34 98% of the residents of Jarvis and the surrounding streets have voted against the Wyndotte
project to go through. It's shameful that the city continues to ignore the residents of Jarvis and
the surrounding areas.

9/1/2021 10:33 PM

35 No. 8/29/2021 3:10 PM
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Wvandotte-DilIon-BeverlvGlen-Jarvis

From our unde rstanding, the overaIJconcept of Wyandotte-DJllon-BeverJyGlen-Jarvis "improvement is to
open Wyandotte Street and Beverly Glen Drive ontoJarvis Avenue, to relieve traff ic fromthe Banwell
Road and WyandQtte Streetduster mess. However, a Jarvis Avertue-Diilon Drh/econnection woujd
dumptraffic from east bound Wyandotte Streetjnto our neighboyrhood,which would be unwelcomed
to say the least. It does not improve life for residents ofJarvis Avenue in anyway.

Jarvjs Avenue does need assistance in the way of upgrades and we would welcome that. However, we
are personally opposed to a sidewalkon theeastside ofJarvls/ because of where the street is to be
located. Our homes and old trees are too close to the proposed road on the east side of the road. We
would not be opposed to the upgrades shoujdthe sidewalk be relocated to the westsjdeoftheroad.as
the houses have greatersetbacks. Curbs, sewers, road, sjdewaiks etc, would be an expense to us,

however,ifwe could getsome of these ideas tnGorporated Into the finaJ plan we woufd not: be opposed.

We under any circumstanGe do not want Jarvis opened onto Little River Road.

We realize with Jarvis Avenue remainingdosed,thatBeverlyGtenwi!i havetq be opened and a new cut
de sac to the south ofJarvis Avenue created. We assumethis is due to being in contravention of the750
feet access for rescue vehicles, is this assumption accurate?

If you opened Beverley Glen Drive and not WyandotteStreetthroughtoJarvis Avenue, trafftcwpujdstjit
be utJUzing this street as a short cut. We struggiewith the answer/although it would belessofa
problem to Jams Avenue than straight th rough from Wyandotte Street

Lastly, we may have an tnterestin acquiring the property south of us/whfeh we have bee h maintaining

for the past 15 years.

Regards,,

^-^
JoeDj Poaio
SandraJohnsfoo



Dowie, Andrew

From: Ellen van Wageningen <ellenv >

Sent: Sunday, October 27, 2019 4:34 PM
To: Dowie, Andrew

Subject: Re: Wyandotte Street East to Jarvis Avenue Environmental Assessment

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Andrew.

I'm a member of the Windsor Bicycling Committee and I attended the Oct. 24 open house for the Wyandotte Street East
to Jarvis Avenue extension. I was going to talk to you, but you had a lineup of folks from the neighbourhood with
questions.

My only question is: Would this EA cover a scenario in which city council decided not to extend Wyandotte to Jarvis but
did decide to connect Wyandotte and Dillon with a multi-use trail? The city's Active Transportation Master Plan
envisions Wyandotte-Dillon as one of the regional spines. Area residents I spoke to were not in favour of Wyandotte and

Beverly Glen connecting to Jarvis. However, they did seem open to having a multi-use path for cyclists and pedestrians

that would connect Wyandotte to Dillon.

Thanks for your time and consideration.

All the best,
Ellen van Wageningen
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Dowie, Andrew

From: Tremblay, Donovan

Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 5:52 PM
To: Dowie, Andrew

Subject: Wyandotte Jarvis proposal

Hi Andrew. As a Jarvis resident and having attended the public info session I feel strongly that the option to do

nothing should be adopted. Without council representation, the proposal should be delayed or denied. There are

many factors which led me to my decision but just a few are: increased traffic, loss of some of my property.
Reduced or eliminated wild life (eagles,turkeys,coyotes,monarch butterfly etc.). The fee which we will be

forced to pay for the changes.

I hope this makes it into the submission that the rest of my neighbors have provided to you and the department
in Hope's that we will be taken off the proposal list of developments.

If you wish you can reach out to me for more info.

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.



Dowie, Andrew

From: Marilyn Jacobson <fmjacobs

Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 5:01 PM
To: Dowie, Andrew

Subject: Wyandotte St./Jarvis St Environmental Assessment

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize

the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Mr. Dowie:

Please accept this email as my comments concerning the Environmental Assessment of the proposed Wyandotte
St. extension through to Jams St. I am a long time resident ofJarvis St. ( and have been looking forward

to completion of this project as well as the local improvements to Jands St. which I hope will go forward as

well. Jams St. Is currently in an unacceptable state of disrepair and the parking situation is maddening,
especially for residents like myself who take pride in their yard and also maintain an attractive grass covered

city boulevard. Trying to keep others from parking on "my" boulevard and filling it with ruts and mud has

become too much for me. We desperately need proper on-street parking which I understand local improvements
will provide.

Having reviewed the assessment, I am in favour of scenario 3, indicating that once Wyandotte extends to Jams
St., our street will be closed at Riverside Dr. We had discussed this option extensively during meetings in the

mid 1990's when the area beginning to be developed.

If you require any other opinions/suggestions to get this project moving forward, do not hesitate to contact me.

Thank you Mr. Dowie

Florence Jacobson

Windsor, ON



Dowie, Andrew

From: Kailyn Gillis <gillisk@
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 6:09 PM
To: Dowie, Andrew

Subject: 536 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize

the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Andrew!

I live at  and I fully support my parents email as included below.

Thank you.

Kailyn Gillis

Hi Andrew,
We recently had a meeting of the residents In regards to the Wyandotte / Jarvis street
upgrade. In the presentation there were 5 options laid out. It would be our preference to
have nothing done and to leave our street as it is and not have Wyandotte come thru,
Option 1. We also feel that if there is a decision to be made it should wait until we have
a counsellor to represent our concerns at city council. If in fact Wyandotte is forced thru,
the only option that would be acceptable would be to close Jarvis at rRiverside Drive.
Please keep me updated as to any developments.
Thanks, Kelly and Scott Carter - 

Sent from my iPhone
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3. What do you like and/or dislike abc^t the concepts presented foday?^^T

A-3^-^^44v-^4^--^ ^ no '1^ ^^^ bcxcy
B- -t^4- 4- ^ C C (^ I r^ ^ rr^^ s^v^^
c- "^ p I ^\ C-R

^Or^- \\}<Si t-)-^-^ r^- ^^_^CT^- ^TC>\0\ V^^
^0^+ ^^^^\(\ fc^ <^^ \A^

^
tc^oof

4. Do you have any other comments?

o^\ c\ \\'
N^ 6kv^2ol

"to ^L< C^^^^V^

'~h^? ^cl^cl^ ^^'-•ki^

o^ b^K e.AJ^s ^r-+~K^



1. Do you agree / not agree^with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

~^^L M^^r^^- <i^^^)

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

.^,r3& N<y77^f0^ ^j5s^ ^1

3. What do you like and/or dislikp about the concepts presented today?
'^W.Lyyu ^^LM yVfAH UU->^\

J_

B- ^^K^%/ M^^i^

uu.

,^/UL^^t^^.

- ~^J^ ^.J^^i ^- ^ ^ ^^G^
^wTJ^^ -^ M^ff^-'tu^'^^\

lof- ^-y^L^^ Y 7^{^. -^L-
I ^ Aj^YYU^dJj^ ^^:Z^^Z6<^2F^-^ (^ C^n\ ^^^^J
4. DcTyou have any other comments?

ffjiH ^/CC/LL. ^^^ ji^-^pt^/ ^w^LL ^t^UL^

^^ q^&Lff^^^ -^-

Q^^^XU^ ^H^L^-^ ^MSTVL^.

S.0X^

^{^^ \L^riftA^i^u^d. Q^Lt\sL.



sw^^r^ ^»"^-?5^:?^^?^T-';'%-miiigBiiBigiiigiBiisQ

1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

\^e. ^A^A^ a^ uo
2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

if lovwo)^ ^ Ao aw^^- ^o

^& u^ ^^fgjw)
3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^
4t. ^w^

^ bo^J ^A
^C^(o^^



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

^. ^ ^ '^^"s<^^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

^ ^Jt/£- (%f_^ ^
^0 ^^ ^tf'^f^

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A- ^^^y>^ -^-^^o^^ /T^t/^}^
B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?



^f-'t'W:.'^?;':^—;-1;;-.^: ffi<%^ ;A t^y-:1; ::^^^^',;y;;'; ^?i£y; P.X&^Sfc^A.- -^J-^^.^A^iW^rT^.;

1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

-^ o^^ ^/r^ r^ ^^^t- & /^
e7o s f^ <? ^/^^ ^ s' -^^ ^ • ^^ /^_ Lfrr ,
^/ ^ ^ -^' ^//^ ^ > ^ ^~^ ^'' ^ ^r^ ^<s y^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

,0 flj&T ^^-^ ^/^- ^^^/^jd^ b. A.^7- y— ^/7^^"/
7^/^y ^^^ ^ ^T^^ss^

/

3. What do you like and/or dislike abpufthe concepts presented today?
cET/!?- ' ' '. _ i ^_ _ .—-

-^ /^/^ ^Jr^ ^~"~"'u^ }^(E ^ i/u^> 7~^e^ ^7^.^<^

^ -7-i &- ^T^fc •S:-)-c7 ^ /^^^ ^ ^ /r^-A:7:s -
A-

T^^v^^- "r/^B- /^^//^^- '/ ^ c— ^ /^^

c. -pr 2^ ^^ 7- ^ / /r'^- ^ ^ ^ ^^j 70 /?/^/ 7"/

Q f ^ & /u ^

4. Do you have any other comments?

^~ //^<L 5-<=^'^1 ^<s/yy/^,7 ^o<-^'^) a/r

A>^s/6 "i>/z T'^/e^^^- T^e_ /^ ^^^'

r^^^y /r^^^
TX ^/ -^z-^-&-^~^

^^L^l ^L^-f ~~^^-^^ y^^-^ ^^l- ^e-^-^-.

^-H^Tr/^J^ T/Le^

/?/^

// /



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

f^o - uc^-^ pnoW- ~^-

-S-^sj^A- -/^C-A/

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-
^ch)%^0^j -0^0-

4. Do you have any other comments?



^^-^%^.

|ieweStGlhnesS?swouid^^

W /U€)7^//t/^ v^->y;^^^-

c^%f^ .^5^

[3. W^oi^e and/or^about the concepts |!>resented today?
A- / .C^^; ^
B- /^d)^s^

c- /:)Q^.^/77<f)/J

^/^T/ ^^i> Ca<^ A^^^y
.^&T ^^^-

or

4. Do you have any other comments?

^s^ ^-^

0



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

r\o \ctvu- W^u

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

/ l/v<w^c- lll^ h ^ o^ ^Uu^ \^^'-i^^L^^ jUJbhi> a^\
H^/\^' NffT~ \^ioiu^^ lil^c f^J^r IS pvQpo^'

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

7Y<^ nt^oL^u^rUr Uh^f^T^ ^Oot

4. Do you have any other comments?

Pl^c^ eto fw^^i -



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

Uc. do^:^ a^w oj7-^ ^ ^commcw/ecj/ con^f^s 0^0^

ooV& ^ ff/'fo NO-WIHQ- //yw2-.

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue
Beverly Glen Street?

or

"^ZL^A^ ^ H^f^ ^^/-.^,^,^
^oi^T-r^ $^e A^- ^cwy^/^w^' •^<&"
he.~W ^r^!/"y^/l- .<y°^ ^uc^ ^ ^^
^T^ 7^'^ ^'fc^. (^w'o. ^^ ^
i^i^d ^ ^ f^^^^ /»e/^ .

3. What do you like and/oi^islike about the concepts presented today?

A- £J, cUn.1-^ A^ ^ CG^c^phs fp^en+^ h^ Ccr> a^)

^L dj^n)^ h^^^ ^h^t ^-h^ O^Cx.U^ h^ne^'^-

^?^1^ oY UlW/W^j 0/9 //^ O^^^Oiy /, ^ ^^^^/

Co/7<^^S Lj^uuupl ^h^h fh^^l^ ^^(pi^ (0, /)e£^tr>^
r'" " s \y [i v 'j

4. Dp you have any other comments?

^ /k/^£ /f3^' ©(^^ /70^/^ &^W€^/

^.^c^w rr^n^. ^hoa^/ ^y/ ^

^ ' 9^ ^'^0^ • ^ ^£ w'l^/? /^

,(^S ft~{ren^ /$ /'^j?^ /p-^^eAe^ ^^ --/^j/ <Z(.

0~ /^^u, ' °



i^^s^^?^!^ ^fi^^^s^^^^1!^^^^^^^

1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

^0 CKo^o^ rer^^ -\k 5a/v\<^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or

BevenyGlen Street, j • ^^ ^^ • ^ ^ ^

\{ $k>o\^ be li^/en^ ^-V ^ac-/s

0^

^

A

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A't be\^e \\- is Ao-^r ^(?^ c6r a-1 ( ^'o

br^cv\ \ro^^^c i r\^0 ^ ^ 5 <^re<x

5 i^ < [ is j^s4 ft\^^\y -iTo<" •s^e^^Y'5
TL/e/v ope^ l.'+^e n^e^

/
4. Do you have any other comments?

^ {\c^\ ^UDPor+ oC

>e-
H «- Cjoa.^cc iy

re °^y/A/^ • ^ Jto/\e .



\ y:^)^^'^^^^^ ^y. i;<^^^i?^^?^^;t^;^^^^^^^^^"^i^?:^ r:^^^?^^^-?: t^;;^ i,^',y:^"^^:';^ i;,^* :iii^'Stte:^3;^^:^', K^.^?>^^i?:j^^^7iJ'^s#A'Si^SS^K^tl:ii^(Gi!^@ii>iptiiMa1n^
1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

^^o^ee. ^ '\A/^n^o^e co^^\ ^roi/^V\ +o ^5'ac-v^s.
0 ~ I J J

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

k&ey 4^6 ~7ar^i*S -^ees-

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-Less s<^-e ^ ^ ^°^ ^or -^s^r k<ic^ i^^.

B-p^ible crasV>e$ ^-^ o^ ^o^e.

4^kc ("are ^'J

\' v •"" • \^ •

.Lac'K o^. ya^^ ^^ ^r ^e S ^c^es e<^^^
'anY' €^^r^' ^ y^^a(/ -fer ^^/}ooo^^.

4. Do you have any other comments?



iggii^iigSiiiifiWHSIBSililBf^^»_riNDSpR

1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

~^{^y&^- r co^ ^a'^>-^ co^^c^^j) ^^^o\-\<^ (j^ TC^'^. r ^^

.5^-''^ / ^^^ 4^- 1^^<4A^ +<-K^f/'c. ^c?^tA \^cr<-a^e-
F^^r <?yv Tr<' v*^'

^ ^^ -^0 +^ f^^^ c^\^^ ^^ ^^ ^'^ 0^-

AcUpcv-K^ ^ s^^ o^ ^.,ko/^ ^ k^ cv p^'^t bl^c/^
:ro<f\ -\-T^^~^ (^--u^ ^^n^JisH^- C (;</<- rnj^ ^ -?<z>^TJ^V. -\-c^Y^<'(^_ cXjO'-o^v lv/y<;c^t^+Te- L l;</<- r/^/i-l- <^ -^»><1

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

J~ ^^V- ^^s ^<- -^A<- -Hft«_ ^^ ^-^LY ^r^- T-f- cl^ii^^

W\J^ b-^ v^^^i I W^d \\V^ \^ V\0 ^-^^ ^^ \^^y\

0^ ^ c.^ ^^ p^|^> ^ ^CO^ ^ ^ ^S^L ^-0

k^\p ^k/^lt^ ^ci<H?'h o^(^^:^ -(^ctF-F.'c.

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A- t^o^Y ^^- ^(^ccfS^ -t-r^'c-^ 1<;> •pc,r-W^5 /

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

\i^\/e^ u, v\\Lt- (io-y r



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

\ AC> r^O-V ^^-i^GC- L^\'^^ l^^^J- ^ b€_\<^ f^CCOnn^'^dG^.
u

\ a^p<^+- 60^ no+^^ ^ ^0-A ^- co^cc^ o^

v3^n^cV\ JYz> ^L^V^S V.^. (^ycL^^-^-

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

\ <C^J^ \\\C£L 4~^ V^P '~H^C- GC^^o^-)- <Sj^GbhoQ

\^Y\or^ C^<xnAo^ ^ -horr^^^^Td- ai- g^^^c7l.

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A- \ \\\-^. ^C^r^r\ ^ -^- <0<2> ^<^^^.
^J

B- ^ <A.\s \\fc^ a^\\ (^-hc-r- ^C€j^^-\os -V^Jr hcuj^ j^eo p<r<^eo4cj.

c- ^CXT^S v^tl b^ CVnanq<r4-^^ -H^^ u^ffrScL i-P •-h-hc.scL o^c^^_ -h^

happen-

4. Do you have any other comments?

ftrS CL L^anAo^-G l^ryJL o^ner ) COLJA po^^-icj I y J=eioc^

fi"or>^ -t-^<S p^3J<rd~ n^o^^^ QJn^a^l b^- / beJ^^ ^xuh

4-1^ <5ft=fc^ <a^Cl ;^4^r'''k/^°^ kee^"^ jAr^^'•^-he. ^ouy ,(-

\$ -ft.r cy^ l-Jd^ <4^0^ ixn^'-i-S-



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

^L I ^ UJ(-€ c^o no^ <^/<?^ L^<t^ ^<e re<? on^m<en^p^

cone^-^ . ^0 no+k'^

4^4—~g=yf^.

(

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

(^o rvC^t^v^

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A' yv^oi- c>o-f& .-^of p<Ppte liJin^ cx/o^i^c\

B- p'^+.n< ^'^^-- lA-o'as's^ c^ce Vo-o ^\os-e
C- ' ^ . A '

YO vW <^Y-T^€^V »

4. Do you have any other comments?

^(^U ^
"Sa^V ^

1\^ ^^

Open a^- /^•^^.de (Op,

or4 0-f ca \A)afd C0(^ce.)}6r



) you agree / not agree with the recommendediconce^l'What1^^;S^^S1

",.x ,dt> 100^ £i/-)fe^ 1^'^ 4^ ^^^^^_ ke^} Co^^c-f--^
^ -^V,'5'?^4"^^.^ 44u ^"ly ofK6)^,^'t

^ ^ ^\ Wtvt^)^ ^on^ Th ^ ^+r^4 fs ^^ a5 /<> -

2Bewe^K:T would you "ke^e^de,idfoFwyandotte Street East, Jan/iiTvenueoF

[3. Whjrtdo you liKe and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

'1' ^S^S^^^r ^/•n^L ^ ^J

C- ^^ /d^t ^1^ ^.^ htLS-fof Jft.rsf^ ^ ^-ernbi-e.

U^)e jaf^ ^ne.-r^e w^e-l- /s ^-e as i^

|4. Do you have any other comments?

-C PU^I^^Q^I /Tly /)^/n€ ^ ^o{^. ^ li/^^ J^i/i'S ^<^^5c? ^/5 ^u^v-

^ A^/ ^%A/ ^> -^C 5/^^/^ ca^ ^^jUl^^Ja^U^ - TA7^ ^y
^tf/e^ ar^ 5ei^^r^ w^lH^ ^ jl^^in ^he fo!^l ^v^ 5/c^^V^^^

\^€^ ^ hon) u^(^^ ^e c^ c^^n^^ io b^ , s o/^ /^^^
^^?5 i^crw^^o^ beCaiAML ^f^/c^ h^ pw^ dc s/^

Cwf^t /^an^^^ie ^/^^^/^^/ts c.^. (V^^

^,^W^Jar^5 ^^ 06 '6. ^'^/ Lua^i^^^i
c_^_^^ , tvfUl^ //^,//^ ^^u.b^d.

^6^\\y .) /

-/r^cs



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

~^o -n^\ o^r-^^-

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street? „ ^ \^ _\:w^^^ • ^ ^^' v^ -SVAA ^-^

-D^r^ ^^SV Tc^
3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^ \>W» OpT^
^ W&V\^W^



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

A/o

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you lil^e and/or dislike about the concepts presenter today?,

A- p ^A<- ^-4-^ ^'' ^s '7, '^'^j
B-

c-

(}QJU^ Y W % ^ -^^ f ^
^(^~

4. Do you have any other comments?

V^ ^c\r ^r^\ ^v ^

}^

\"> 0"1 •/v\

^r^^
j)0

1^.

-



^;^^ K"^'^:?i>S%^w-; S ;:^^i";^?ry^^ii'i;:'W

S^;iliSB^aS^?ffiSii5S'BIK^g»^^

1. Do you agree / not agree wjth the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

l-^o, ^
/

VL' T l VJftj^ Q^C^OJ^H^ /\\£><Y^

^
2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

0(?T)s>»\ \^ 'Pb^o-^/vc^

^/R^



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

^)^\ U^_ ^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

^^^\ Uwi. (LS s

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

J\)o^^ -l^L G^ ^
c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^ G^OO^iL O^S?)Y^ — -bo ^(2^,

Q^C^-^

^



(^1

BN%^®^i^CT^eii^'<©^t/GRN^^?'S®H^[m

I. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

l^djD PJ^V' a^r^e, vj-^ -Vn^ c^wmn^rds^^^as

\^\GJ^^C^ ^ ^prp^mW^ 40-^'4 fYVCy^ yr^-QsA^
w<^r -^^ r^kbcx^T0'4 '<^\^v^be^T he^ OA&AO-

-Too cceV

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-Cfc ^cjV Q\|QL-U-^ K>^~te)S-t~

s/o\ho\^-e '^xS^^W^ -Veo Vv^k.B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments? .

Wfi. cx^kr ^^ d^ .-n^h^ <^zimD
n0o3 +r'^ 'n ^"%AUJ^ a^ ^pW^^

)\an Co.n b^.^^^ ^
,cKk ^'(^.^-^,^^^K^ M^A

}r\OJY^~
CwJ^> ^ ^^'^^

toX^wdS,
ST^.

r^



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

0 i <^ r^ <^r^^^ f^-

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

-^ - <^€^ Oc^C"^^
^,^-in^ -»

~\f^^C^Q^^

u
c t ^

3
^< \^/^(:€ ^>^-~ V\^\C^ ^"^G-^—^

^J



|StGo^erj£?swuid^^^ Street East, ^is^enue^

/5o ^^^^^^J^^^^

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today? •

|4. Do you have any other comments?



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^e /^A ^^/^ ^^re^^ a^d CtC.C^SS 7^€/ ^/y /^ /s -

^•^ <^^ y <^<?/^/ /^> ^ec. ^^y /T^AS /^^^^t/e^c/

^€. ^^/ ^ ^ / <7// ^<£/ <^/^ /r^ /4^c /y€f^ /<y '//^^
fft^r /?^^p^o^/!^ \ /<? y€^/ /0 y&C^^tSAl^ ,

^firMj. y-s i i/tfy fff^ir^/i. .sf/'t^-y /•> //f/i. a^ n/^<^

^ ffd/- ^)r^e^^ ^/^&.s ^xf^ £^// c^^fyc. ^^ ^//^
y^/^e^L^ ^^ ^^ 7^» ^ ^TW^<^ ^/^ ^/^
^^i/& <f ^?^^Cf/^<f^ ^> ^/^^ ^^f/^5. /)ff /<^;



^ c^otc/^ ^c i^^i ^e Aico^Ave^e^''^^^
SiQ/U.dtt^^ Q^7 ^g G^K.oz^l ^<^®4%c/ ^y 7^ ^

|^t4 <^Lc^ 4(<j? AAOHd<Z(4^ t^^

S'Gtsrwould you "ke to se—d-d1oT^ya,,dotte Street fcast, Jarvis Avenue or-

I do ^of c^n^i^ a/i^y o^ ^e^ -ft^AjeA
^e^MctA^ ^ <o/ie>i -A^!/ .^-^cwj'Mfi 7^ ,4^^-

^\7^^^^,i^ ^^'^ ^^^^^^^ ^^^
4^ A-(-pSe4 <SO l4 <cS0e^L^^ -fioofe^ <-^(^ <=iL^Ur <^ usoj^4^^ A-(-pSe4 <SO l4 <cl^a(!

jS^What do you like and/oMislike about the concepts presented today?

M'ow.e. ^^^-He. 2.^ /iwH!. <c? ^^x/ 7^

/^Utc(^^c^ \Aja^j(r c^a^c/ nx^^cf A^C^WAC: ^ei,

^-^G -Hu^ o^^c€^ i^Lo y>o^.^ ^r 7^? -e^/3^^^
£.ti^^. f ' ^

4. Do you have any other comments?

S^l^ /^e- A7W^~ -/d -/-^ O^tWOC^ ^3^U€/€^^

-A^ 2^/f, L4^74C -T^- ^^^<y •7^<^ 7^/^!^0^^

^€^iy ^^/ -/^ ^^^d. Ji^ hocfc^Ji^ +o-K^
^^^Wt<i4/<2zJt -H-<2. ^J>LcAl Y^^OrL^ /A. /^cy^^fy^

CSRCETsl ^ct^Q -7%C»0 /-e-I^ ...c^lc/ i^/wo^^

C^~ 7^?ff<? 2/-for uh'Je^-uQ 4-(ce AHj^^- i^Le-^

UJ<^C 7^ -7^4^ ?}



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Glen Street?

H ^ ^ 0 ^ -^
K^bf ^^^^ o^^^\ ^:^^^ to/5G<:'^ Y^.^'l

^V^ ^,-'?:/. ^ v» ec . "^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ , p..^ ^ ^ .^
J'^^bcc^Ye ~^^ {^ ^^a ^? ^^ t's f100^^.

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

JW KK^
U3f**^ ^o^ <Q0<^ ^:t^< ^^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

^r (V^> N^ ^^ ^c:kAwfl- >w3 l^

^r ^e/w^

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

o^»- ^' ^^



1 .Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change,jf anything?

"C^p ^s\ ^r^e-. 0^'^Ar^ uo^a.^Aoi-1-^eJ^ JAf^'S

A£>^ ^-t Lf^-^^+^ f^/^^^ ^ ^(vi^ ^

a vuj^ L^ ^^A
^3 ^

'^6 ^LDJItl^G-

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

^Tk^ €^ ^r^^ .^^^^v^T^v^ <xr^ ^i?t yv^G^.'^s^f

AV^ £>u-r -VA-IL £<<9 l\A.rS GCC^U ^<-C-^-c^^L^ ^ ^Z;

^~/4^L U-L-^ t^v^ pr^j-e^^ "fk^f hJLt^A i'^^e^U^

c^^^^iL7^\

13. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

\oi?}c CL'^ ^^( 0^ o^X ^}^-€^\ uj]\\ >^\)\\^C>^f~ ll^^Kj? U.3.<fV^
^\^ ^a^n^vl^T ^ k^X O.HC^C^^ 4KJ? / ^*S//<M^S ^ L^ ~bLe rr k^-A^ ,

^Pv^r<><^^>^ 4T^Jl-Ps^ '^ ^ ^^4Jlf^ /^^^-^> cwA ^\^JL r^u^ /n, I
(fS=) C>K_C- Ct7N<>>JV- PO <- \^\^ eJLf &€\

-> f^o^-n. 4? ~V^A_^^ A<-^A^) cA^e <^z^t^^/^^<^u^y('^

f^r/^wjrs A<j^r^<s Ai^-f ^^< U^^^i/u/ yw^^<r ^•jxrc ^

kU ^ L^ I^^LL>IUV^A\ i\ <^V\<^ <^Hr^c^^ we-1?' ^>ar^A^^u? ^^r^/^y ^L^\

4. Do you have any other comments?

^>Z? '? Th-^ /0 /^- _ - ^O^L^ ^-c> C/k&^J^ 'fc t7^-/r / 0^-t

TU 4-e^-t ^^<-e+ "J^r^ ^t/fcMM^ T. ^ ^ i^u.^M^
|i-v^ i^ c. c^i^ ^~^r r.^kWL'/o^ ^-c^^(/f,

K<L>-<- f«.r^v^c^ ^•-'•<' ^vcm^' -S-^ L^^T ^-P



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? ^What would you change, if anything?

<^3-€/ A? ncP^ ^^ (*-•€-€_ LO L"U. '^^ C2<5^Cs_£^t3;

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street? , ^—. / /' , ^-_ r^. h'^

"<^& n©"(- <s-^^ ^-'vcy to-e^^-^^ ±Q ^<^r-^t

^^ls ^^/fl^^t^^ /°^ °^ f<^^

0'e.

r-e^t

^ 'fi^s^'^^•^/^^t^^
r<^K+ ^ c^^\

JioH^

3.(-What do you like and/of^fislike)=>bout the concepts presented today?

A- \Y\(^^^^^e^J^r~^ (rPic.

B- f^^C^C^ <l^>^C^^r-r\^ -P^

c- n6>l5e.

I e> ^s e>~

CTS-
k6-^TT^

^ r\^\^S\̂  ^oo ^^30^- •sA.str-^-^

.. Do you have any other comments?
^ [?^^~ ^ '""^ ^^p 0^ "u" ffar&^ 't7^^e

p(<^Y\-S
(^A ^neP-+ r-^i^<e1^ ^B ~^Ae ®^^ <3~

^

^.^ {\^ ^^. ^^ ^^e " <J"C~^



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

MO . (^o^v ^CUNd~ ^<IJ^U'<L> Go^ '0^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

Crhoo^ O^-Hofv \-^>o Mo~^^

^o^ o\ W ^o^a-('&

<^



IJHBKMBKBBBI

niMDSOR
..S'<.TA?!.°:.C*'^"?A

. Do you agree /not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

Id r-edor^menc/iSCiqrec and (^LL

/0o HoTHIAi^.

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

^ccp ($v<sry^'r^ c?.s /•/•/-^-

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

/Vhat do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

Qsslike ~^e di<.ruphon of o. ^ ^ee-h -to ffl-txlsy^-

7'^ 'ca^'a^'^^hcc^^^^ ^&
'U^:'l hove ' wre ^6Q?s ^h ^^"y ^ p^op/^

hxl<70rd5 ^ horD^S.

4. Do you have any other comments?

3fe ^Q (<"OL^ <^r S'^e-^ Kno<-.> i-i-'S & ^uieH-, Ch<3^^^

'hlShn^l'ondi arosd ^^ chllc/ren .s:h,i! canPlal^

'fr^on ^ ^ir^S, , ^^ProPO^/Qn^'ll^f^
4^'^ b^£^'^ ^ "'bu^ ^$?/c / and^i
OL"tesvAa:n^(/'^/' ^r^ /S ^ ^-/ ^/)e/r V^
s-hn see biq-^s; ^ids p^i^s^yis, •w ^ rose/ and pw
^1 .Sa/d UD^ :^jr\cfgn^ ^o+w s^ll haof. ple^o^?f ^0-^1 LO^ -^Lrrxcfw ^o+W S-hll A ^^ ple^o^

"ncrture arwwl Cie. Shol^o ^a-lKid^ hun-^ ^ •iuH'fe^

-hods -^cjqs euer^^er^ and c^n c/fer OK if- <m occass/^
lco n>.^ruu ^hi< rrrhvnl beacTkf c)T Oor ^n\^+nr\rf(^i}^sw''



^s^y,^'- '.-i-. •:^s'ft 'f •'s'^

1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

ZDo r\ob a^rjz^ ^ej^p ^ {^ tA->^c
'^ ^ °

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

h6U

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

^nz^; L^o fi^y/ fcLcp ^L^ C(^ \^^

4. Do you have any other comments?

k)r LC^ nc^ p<^
d-cx

{^ e<
^R^_ (

U)tr\ciSo-(_,



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

Oo no-hhinc\ opHon
^

Scenario ^ /

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

A~Th>'5 shouJd no-f- be pr&s-^n-^d

>n fron-t- o-P C-i^ ^ou-n^^ u-nH /

We \\CLV-C CDUJ^ ^~i

^ Sa-Fe^ S-t-ac)^

r<^pr<? Scn+zd-ibn



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

\ do no-^ A^r^e- (^'^^> -^^ <Gcr>^^-r^cd^^QS.
0

L^€L ^o^p^r-^ 5<^nc^jo- 'i ~ cD^- no^h^'.

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

(^^ ^C^jT <-^> ^£p 6LU^ ^-^ee^ as ^>.

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A- L^ SiJLpf)or4- -Hn^ dlo no4^)< ncj C^.nc^^>"?-.

B- l^ ckt> 00'^ LZ£^v^ [^o^do^ G^ feye^ 6?/<-n -h^ cp c-Hn^Lu^^\
<J

c- ^arccLS.^-hr^-f^ic.^LoA ao.u^sln^ pdyto^'^C Sa^jhy ^S\^^

^>n <3^r ^y-^jf-
^

4, Do you have any other comments?

\\lc hc>pe +^>G O'^Y ^j u <SUP^^ 6^S Jo -H-»^ -h^r^ir^

0-(- 4~h/S pr&j<:c^- ^^- ^ c>^Jr~ o^^or^ -Hn^ ^s.\^ <^

•+-hGS^ 5+r-t^J-S ^o^ -hn.-o^^ o\4-i^d^ ^ tevnc^4s.

^y\



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

a-^^-^^M,^.

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

D 0 <0 o T ^ ^ q

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^P /^JLJL jfa



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

^ C^f-cC

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

' ^"^ <^^y^^ ^^ -PI<>^IA>

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A- VjOf^ (^n C^\i;U^^ IS W:^W^ ^^^^</^)^^clk^

T^ V^<^ G^a<^^ o< CLt^) ^ ^A^<^

4. Do you have any other comments?

-^ CW>& 0^10.-^- ^o ^o^ ^ <,.,../iL
,^^ /^^ ^cw/

^ c.^r^^,^"^^^'^^^^
l^cA V^?^- ^h~Hr- '^•<wl<-' -3 .3

4o 5(Lcws , ^_ ,//'

t2} (t^. ^i^ f ^ " ^VL^
< ) \f-'L-L/^ ^^

l'">



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

;\J>) , ^'•^^h^ <W^v c^c^ LrV^^^a^T

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

fou like and/or dislike about the concepts presented 1

- "ffU^Vr^ \S 0- \>T^ 60s(^c^~sc^

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^V-\o^ \ ~

^^
^ ^O^V^c



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

jl cW4- Agre^

Lecxve- o^s ^S1!!1

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

Lecwe cxs 1^ I'1.

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

.eo^ve °^ 4^s
t^-9

4. Do you have any other comments?

}^-[ o, ^eU o^ pho. 1-1- Rocxl Pleo.Se.



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

~])(D^ ^<v C^Vkj^ C^^<P^- p\(^^

C._s oA-*- ^"-Y—^ -^^ ^^»^
\^SV--^^eX^\ ^uj^ ^. \K^^j><

(

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^ J^O^ ^~t?o^^^-7 ^P^-^

/^Y^



T^o r^A C^SNFC^

^eweh,:tGo^nesTS?swouidy0^^^

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

4. Do you have any other comments?

VX ^^ 4c.^ , v^^ 3»o ^_ A^<- ^ j3^,

C\.^^\\^ ^< A^<AJ roaJ^>/C/u^-<s ^3t^(. 1-

o^ooy- 0^1^
1>^ ^67^Atvo<'^



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

T do /VPT ^9^^ ^^ -H^ rcw^^^^)/ U'AC^/.

^ ^oJS~^ ^K^/cl^^ ^A/^/(op^r)
J

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

O^ty irtfi^^^ 0^ ~S^r\/>'5 A\A<-^ ^i't^o^h

^(^J[ 'ii\€ fO^c^-IAA'

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

^-Lflm -^JL op^o^ ^ do ^O^vi^

B- Qo^ ffU -b-^ -6.^ t^+ 1^' J^riA?

^W^ ^^r ^ ^ prc>p^r^y -f^^ ^OVA/IA

+° youy 'ror job, ^o^e^cr, i^vy pv^-i^ voAi^jt
wo^d C^y^^-e c^AA^Jt -ho ^jf ^rvCAT^^S-^ ^ 4-V-o--^

ay\df •^^^^^ce'f^l c^l-c/^-^c a^u?S^^^

•H^ -hL<>i h-e c i

j^ ^vcr^cvS^

4. Do you have any other comments?

J wrk +^.^fc- i+ F? ^^ ^

-hs be- d\s> twt's^J , or ^4 0(A

v^^ KCAV^ o^ fc^vN€-S^^^l^vf^^ '4^^'

^ ~\^L ^ej
^old) 'J^(

0^.\T \^JQ\^ cA,



^:Ii^lilil??^%i;iio^EN^

^ji|^ii|iGii|ls|i|^|g||CT
11NS%?SlfiSJSS8iill8^

i|N6rNc:

3%A<i<&essi
y^3i^{w\a^i&

1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

Do MCT- <W-€C. VJe 0^ »<^oT ^^<^T TO ope^ T^e ST1^5£T

UP.

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

^ W<E ?o^0 ^ TO 6^ (Z^^^F^c^^ VT SHOULD K<5
T^OJ^Lf f\ S^P^UWE. ?OQOS<>S (;\/<»0 (S^T ^e \^C^O<^
\^j ^ PC^/<J T^/AT IM^LC. ft^n^z. -THC ST^SET ^S

FT (S)C(ST^ T^P<Ar^, v^€ 0^ ^JCTT ujps<or F^J^ ^F T»<€|

F^wu^^. pp^poseo/
13. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

IA. o?^(^ Tf^^^ ^ <^nz.^ ^-{^€^L — C>»SU«^

IB- Mo^<. -MS C^ <?£-^^ ^ ?^^*^m^ (2-t^- - D(sl<^

c- Gfe^\^ ^^oorre C^ V®P--( fe^s^ •wo&w^M(:?.e)T>o

^\<Z\K<? , - PtSci^ .

4. Do you have any other comments?

Lev^s T^ STtt^er ^ ^ ls> UJCMov,<50 Ato^ &^^c.^o]

(^AH-nCH P-€rQo\^€0 'nu\^<^c C^<-Mi^(^) 1"~b ^ Q^\^

^<£T , Puewe o^T P-^vrJ T^i\s -9m^€Ti

gP^-^'CLL ^ T^G: CA^T MYVt^ T^vPFiC ^CT€lz>< ^ ^i^oso^]
<\^0 ^ f\ Lo^lCA^. PUVC^ fof^ ^^/\^ocTT£~ Tt» CN)^ . ^^
<~nM.c?oLu^ h^o ^o^^rr^ 0? ^»F-^ SH^^<-0 <SJOT ^€

Cp M PKoM IS€0^ 'U3 p^Cl L. I TIFVTC •TTL^r<^>t<^ ^jo^ TO T£CXJNAS^<



:K|i&;l^;^l^l^g^^^^g|^^i1iii^IIffiSWMMiUSiBBS

iffflefffweRiiQ^Q{yp^is!WaBi[irQ^^iQn^!i^on:im^KifSW!ii^

Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?
\ ^^UzlS \^ <T\te ^?i0^b>n 0^ ^f^M UA^JI OCiSn^i^fe^ + f}ot^ U^^A^T

W^ SKOLU^ ^ if I €)o^v r /^bte^ jf4/ST Ufi/fa^Wt^ ^^& ^

^ ^ww, Ar W.S T(^ IT wu- W^_A ^eftMl,"L/nT^,^
•^te^^T^"'f 'WW^~\ '6^6 T^Wc ^l^wt u^ MJ
pr'A/a^J/^ /^ (s /^r /fe^^/^/ ^r ?^^T y7^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jaryis Avenue or ^

Beverly Glen Street? _ ^ ^^ ^^^^ CMMI^ f)<^es^ tl^^ ^
\ yte^6 ^^ ^ s^ ^T^^"'^' TM-^ 'S 7& ^^
+ /^^c »>WT^^ AJ'?A<.,,,.<^"^ r^ r^cem.

,». ^^ t ^ w^?'4<^,^ ^ &,mcM^ 6em^ w^\^
AfcATU |,S^7M <^^ A^ 7^A(^^
^tfcT t^m^i^HG^

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A- I W^ ntet^ ?-K<x^4 *e- -2 f^ o«c' A<^r % •/^^.
B. 'we fwm i- <^ Sc^rU. R* g0u?a6.^ s^o^.

DC- I 'U^ ^ fi^T t^r 7^ ^^ 7S ^^ ^W^^
6a7- / ^M 7WS Afe/^^W&A/ W< ft/^^ ^>e6^

6isw^ A^ei W^) ft C^u^ a? ^SMSS^^

4. Do you have any other comments?

^ u^rto fiAMUtext <SA ^ ^m/n?a /y^^/^^

fes.aw^rs U^^ fruits r< ^^ W^T®[
LAAte t^lOwJ/UfS' 1VS^UVWS' •"-"-" ^"'~"^> ',p ^A

:/^J^9
g^r op i6<

LUx^tA toes/A^
^ ^Tfe^t^ \
Wi^ WOU^A ^ A^^4^- /W^/^>



iaijl^ailil]^;(^^i^(Wf:^w(f^»,;^(/^y(e^

1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

£)^ ^\ ^\ s\[\ ^ e ^ v^-x^^ ^ >

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

^4AXA^^ CAyi^^ y^^£^. ^'
3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

^Q^- -S>^ ^ J)^^ ^O^fc ^^ ^ cU<^

^ j>^oly ^f&\ ^)o4 ^<^ ^sl / ^u-^

^ C^ y^^ ^ o^ ^4 ^(j^

4. Do you have any other comments?

l-i ^ ooj^Ue 4^ ^^^
^^J- \^^^>x ^Ji^i
^^0^- ?

Vc
^u^°



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

V cLoy^ -^. <^<^^^L_ <-^^-^^ G^r"^ 0 ^ x^ •

I c» ^ 0 V^» <=--<-sL

-VQ "S«-^-^Y<» '

^c»<r-

a«—r^

Uj?>4 e^Tr-^fLo -V-o ^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

-5^-V

\ s -

\
v-\-

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A- C-\~ <^<_3>^\^ ^ ^-\-<=-.T-^e-><-<=_^ v^-^^-k -\-V^

B-

C- C^- OL-I-S^C^^- <T-<to 0 ^ J^ 0, ^

\^s> "v^o < <- ^ e—

Is? ^-»y —<< -\-o ^'

C^ Cx-v^o)< ^- <T—&> 0 ^

4. Do you have any other comments?

\ <kj&V^ ' -^ ^ v-o^jejK- %>-

r\-€> OS^Q -Vc^ ^OL-X- <J ^^

C^ ^«£_V^^_<- p\0^^ ^«5>

-<^->(- f5c>-^v

-<-

^>v^^
\J

^>^^r^€> H

V -\-\-^\^ 4-)-



iinjliinrilil^iiiiil

1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

o!(o ^ ^^^^ u3^-^£- ^fOS<2^ 6<W-^.•J- ^

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

\&^^ ^> isl

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-^D-VS ^oAy^-4-& ^<^^<^ ^^'^^jp^^.^tAA^ (^ iV

^ -{-^(yi^t -+-K

1^
i^r[[ 50 ^re^^ f^^ '=-<r'2^ -

4. Do you have any other comments?

-p^'4- ^ ^i^ CS^



1^i^^^1^^^^^i^^^f^i^^J^^ :^i^^^!s^^^i^l^^

1. Do vou aaree / not aaree with the recommended conceDt? What would vou chanae, ifagree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

'^L^.i

4. Do you have any other comments?

X oU^-+ L^'o^ ^>-r^ic^4^ ^o^"-^^,^^
\

^O^UA./^ St '-ir1^4-h;C- S>\ U^-^'v^ ^ '-I- ^"v

^JfY. G^&^ Wol^ ^c^l>^ /-^^-C^^.^

<h(^- o^^ <^>^^Ya-^o—(y^r^o^>-j^^^

/D^^ OS^Ju^,^^^.^^'^^^^^7^^ /7K5~>^^

(is^Y^JH.

/^4/>^ ^<^/^
&yY RA ^0



iewehl%^eSfer£s^uiTy01^^^

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

4. Do you have any other comments?

7^ ^- y

^</v4

^^H/-

^CC^U(^

^^lo ^C ^ > /^H ^t^ A^

^ij-'h^, 6'^ U.i?^ c.^f€^



3%igMBi|jli^^p}S|^^^^ji3^pe)^^
1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^ el^ iA)oi^ ^ (Aj^a^
////.

ww/^n



Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

~ (^ncwZ(d ^ibou^ +^^
\}J^d^k M-k ^'^
Arfe^.

L â  n^ UJdn{
< Cc^camS fit



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

|4. Do you have any other comments?

\Conci^^^AO/^^ ^rcf~i.
QtU/Wt^QUO '^W^

l/^i€^n^€)^ ^

^
^5

^ ^^. ^
L^a^a^ ^^/^^txu^.- . ^^

'c/.. (7... /./ 'J.,. '^ ^t^/ >/i^
0.1^ ^H(W:nJL^ ^^^

^ J,^ Q^€^~

Z^z^a^£^L



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4, Do you have any other comments?

S^fkT^ AM ^ TKAW^-

h0 ^y-r ^^^ tx>/^ho77^ \



1. Do you agree / not agree with the"recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

toa^-t +Ka^ ^ ^- ^ un^

\D[^ U^Ak^L- '^ ^^ l^ca^

TI) co n^ ^H6/i ^ ^n-eA (p

^a\ocU^ t^o^t^K^~s



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments? ^
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Comment Sheet
Wyandotte Street East and Jaryis Avenue Municipal Class Environmental

Assessment

Name: Caron Braunstein
Addres
Phone 

*Please add me to the project mailing list

Summary/My preference: Do Nothing (Proposal #1) and request a local improvement
to have Jarvis repaved, as it is.

1. Do you agree/not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if
anything?
-The way the ideas were proposed to the neighbourhood was in a bully fashion: The city proposal is
to either NOT repair any current Jarvis Av paving needs OR we would have to agree to having a fast-
paced Wyandotte Street lead directly into our quiet neighbourhood.
-I did not agree with the concept that the City is budgeting 2+ million to work on their own
Wyandotte St plan, yet taxpayers of Jarvis Av that need their existing street repaved would have to
split this cost for street repair with the City.
-I Disagree: with the statement that you need to 'address limited access to Jarvis Av that limits the
provision of emergency and municipal services':

-I am an emergency services worker and I work in this exact area. There has never been an

issue regarding emergency access.

1. Police attend from all directions while on patrol. If they are coming from Police
Headquarters, there is a direct route, up Riverside Drive to Jarvis.

2. Paramedics would come from the nearest station in the town ofTecumseh and
up Dillon Dr.

3. Fire [with trucks no wider than garbage trucks) would come from Lauzon
Parkway, up McHugh St, and then up BanweII Rd. A Wyandotte St extension would NOT be
the fastest route to Jarvis for Fire.
There is NO issue with access in the event of an emergency. Leading citizens [who may not

know any better) to think this, comes across more like a scare tactic and another bully way of

presenting proposal ideas.
-The initial Notice/Flyer, that was delivered to neighbours, advising of the Public Information
meeting at Riverside Sportsmen Club on October 24th, stated that the study was considering the
Wyandotte St extension for "traffic calming". Wyandotte St between Riverdale Ave and Banwell Rd
is a speedway. I am very thankful that the extremely fast moving Wyandotte St, does not adjoin
Jarvis Av, eliminating any unnecessary safety risk to our residents.
-Regarding 'No Active Transportation Link': Not all streets need a bike path. Unsafe and busy streets
do. Residents ofjarvis Av can very safely navigate our peaceful roadway to nearby Ganatchio Trail.

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis
Avenue or Beverly Glen Street?
-I realize that the city owns property along the proposed Wyandotte St opening and that there is a
second property that cannot be accessed. A suggestion would be to only extend Wyandotte to the
East, to allow access to these 1st 2 properties, and then end in a cul-de-sac. It could either end in this
fashion, or you might consider adding in a single centralized bikeway from this Wyandotte St cul-de-
sac to Jarvis.

-The diagram of your study area encircles the Jarvis Rd properties. The rear half of the properties on
the West side ofjarvis have an extreme drainage issue in early spring, until mid/late June. This
problem was created after the [higher level) Banwell Rd properties were developed. As you know,
standing water is a breeding ground for mosquitos. I know this rear yard area is our own private
property, but if I was going to pay for something [and I know other homeowners in the area who
would pay for usable land), it would be nice to get a proposal from the City as to what it might cost
for you to run drainage along the rear of our properties, especially if you are already considering
tapping in to the Wyandotte St extension area. Please consider just giving us a rough cost to repair
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this drainage issue. This additional assistance to West side Jarvis Av residents [even at a cost) would
be more thoughtful bargaining, than just opening up Wyandotte completely, which is Not a need to
our immediate neighbourhood.

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?
"I agree that Jarvis Av should stay open at Riverside drive. This is a major emergency services access
point. Plus, the first/North block ofjarvis Av has required the most Police presence of the entire
street. Maintain this ease for routine Patrol.

-I agree that residents on the East side ofjarvis Av would benefit from parking. The East side is the
side with short driveways and some have resolved their own parking need, by putting in a stone area
on the boulevard, in front of their homes. The West side has long and often double driveways. If the
street is paved wider, with street parking, I do not want all the cars belonging across the street, to be
parked directly in front of my home. Your diagram shows potential parking on the West side of
Jarvis. Besides being on the wrong side of the need, please consider that this also puts those East side
homeowners at risk of having to cross the roadway to get to and from their vehicles every day. This
will even be more of a safety issue, if a fast-paced Wyandotte St connects directly to our street. Yes,
there are more driveways on the East side and Yes, those people need to be cautious when they back
out of their driveway, but it is their own parked cars that they are now successfully able to maneuver
around. They can choose to not park at the edge of their own driveway, if that is best for them.
Please review the parking needs for Jarvis and keep it to the East side, where it is required.
-Also, regarding having parking on East side ofjarvis:

1.1 have a fire hydrant in front of my house [West side ofjarvis). I would think that
maintaining a clear lane, without parked cars next to the hydrant, would be ideal for fire trucks.

2.1 often have had other large service vehicles [hydro, telephone, cable, etc.), who are
required to park on the West side of the street, to allow direct and safe access to the service
connection at the hydro pole at the edge of my property.

4. Do you have any other comments?
-Environmental and Habitat Concern: The homeowner at  [immediately South of a
potential Beverly Glen extension) has been dedicated to helping the at risk Monarch butterfly
population. She has maintained an environment where they thrive, and this past year she
successfully released over 300 Monarchs. Construction to the neighbouring trees, bushes and land of
the Beverly Glen area, will harm this at risk Monarch habitat.
-Even though it is proposed that many trees along Jarvis Av are not in the planning for removal,
getting so close to their extensive root system, by widening the roadway and existing sidewalk, will
cause them damage.

-One of the nice charms of the area is the thoughtful homeowner on the Northeast corner ofjarvis
and Dillon, who has placed a neighbourhood book recycling drop-off/take shelter. This represents
the essence of what this neighbourhood is all about.
-We have several major-artery-style streets in the immediate area: Little River, Cora Greenwood,
Riverside Drive, Banwell, Greenpark and Wyandotte St E. Although it may take a couple extra
seconds for me to drive around the block from Little River, it is very nice to come home to a peaceful,
established neighbourhood, with it's calming atmosphere and several mature trees. Please consider
keeping the peace.

Thank you for giving the neighbourhood residents an extension on handing in these comment sheets,
affording us the opportunity to have our own community meeting.
In summary: I would like to see the calm and peaceful Jarvis neighbourhood remain as it is, Do
Nothing, regarding a Wyandotte St full expansion and I look forward to a local improvement to have
Jarvis Av repaved. The benefit to others wanting to cut through our neighbourhood at a faster means
should not outweigh our need for safety and our own local needs.

Thank you, for taking the time to read this.

Caron Braunste v
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Dowie, Andrew

From: Kirk Raymond Gmail <kjraym >
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 5:26 PM
To: Dowie, Andrew

Subject: Wyandotte Street East to Jarvis Avenue Environmental Assessment

Attachments: 20191127142017327.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize

the sender and know the content is safe.

To: Andrew Dowie P. Eng.

City of Windsor, Engineering Department

1266 McDougall Avenue

Windsor, ON N8X3M7

November 27, 2019

Good evening Mr. Dowie,

We have been advised by neighbours that the City is soliciting comments in relation to an Environmental

Assessment currently being conducted for Wyandotte Street East and Jams Avenue. We are the owners of 

(highlighted on the attached map) which is within the study area for the
above mentioned process. Further, we reside at , Windsor which borders the same study

area. It is concerning that this process appears to have the potential to significantly impact our properties yet we
did not receive notification from the City of Windsor regarding the ongoing assessment. Unfortunately, this

also resulted in not having the opportunity to attend the Public Information Centre held on October 24, 2019.

The proposed project has our full support for a number of reasons. Jands Avenue is in desperate need of

modernization. As residents and frequent users of the entire area that is under study, we have several concerns
with the existing infrastructure which are specific to Jarvis Ave. and Wyandotte St. E. We are pleased to see

that these issues appear to be addressed in the proposed scope of work. It is readily apparent to any user that the



existing state of Jams road and associated sidewalk is substandard for the current level of use let alone any

possible increase in future demand. At this time, the general conditions include a narrow roadway, narrow

sidewalk, uneven and cracked surfacing as well as potholes. All of these deficiencies make use

hazardous. Although I am not aware of any recent problems, it is also important to note that the existing sewer
system is likely nearing the limits of its capacity and lifecycle.

Currently, the only means of access to our property at  is through the City's right of way which is
located between 591 & 911 Jams Avenue. Our property is 'landlocked' and as such, we are drastically limited

in options for use. This lack of accessibility would be resolved with the extension ofWyandotte St. E. to

Jams.

Please accept this as our formal request to be added to the project mailing list. Further, we are in support of the

scenario 3 however, we would not be opposed to scenarios 2a, 4 or 5 as they are outlined. The impacts that are

associated with the scope of work for each of the scenarios (2-5) are acceptable from our perspective. The
potential impacts to the environment as described in the Public Infonnation Display Boards are minimal when

compared to the overall improvements this project would have on the surrounding infrastructure and capacity

for emergency response. The benefit of the proposed access points, storm sewers and multi-use trail also
outweigh the minimal impact to existing trees and regional species.

We are aware of a planned ward meeting on December 4th and we will be in attendance to make sure that

Council hears our support for this project. We would also like to take this opportunity to encourage the City to

move this project forward as quickly as possible.

Regards,

Kirk & Anna Raymond

Windsor, ON

Phone:

Sent from my iPhone
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Dowie, Andrew

From: Scott Carter <scott@s

Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 3:38 PM
To: Dowie, Andrew

Subject: Re: 563 J

CAUTION-.This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize

the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Andrew,
We recently had a meeting of the residents In regards to the Wyandotte / Jarvis street
upgrade. In the presentation there were 5 options laid out. It would be our preference to
have nothing done and to leave our street as it is and not have Wyandotte come thru,
Option 1. We also feel that if there is a decision to be made it should wait until we have
a counsellor to represent our concerns at city council. If in fact Wyandotte is forced thru,
the only option that would be acceptable would be to close Jarvis at Wyandotte. Please
keep me updated as to any developments.
Thanks, Kelly and Scott Carter - 

On Tue, Oct 22, 2019 at 9:20 AM Dowie, Andrew <adowie(a)citywmdsor.ca> wrote:

Thank you Scott. I will ensure that you are added to the project list. The Public Information Centre times are 4pm to

7pm.

Best Regards,

ANDREW DOWIE, P.Eng., FEC | ENGINEER III

E!MTARIO»eAMAGA



From: Scott Carter <scott@scottcarter.ca>

Sent: Monday, October 21, 2019 10:41 AM
To: Dowie, Andrew <adowie@citywindsor.ca>

Subject: 563 Jarvis

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize

the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Andrew,

I live at  and would like to know what time the public information meeting is
on Thursday Oct. 24th at the Riverside Sportsmen's Club. I also would like to be kept
up to date on any decisions or developments that occur in regards to Jarvis.

Thanks Scott

Scott Carter | Sales Representative

Email: 



Dowie, Andrew

From: K. Stannard <stanna

Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 11:49 AM
To: Dowie, Andrew

Subject: Wyandotte Extension to Jarvis

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize

the sender and know the content is safe.

Sir;

Thank-you for the opportunity to share my view on the proposed Wyandotte St. E. extension to
Jarvis. Further to my hand written submission, and after reflection on the presentation you
provided us at the Riverside Sportsmen's Club on October 24, I would like to submit the
following.

I don't believe the counselor or city counsel has ever consulted the community to determine if
there is a political will to undertake this project. I understand that the Wyandotte extension was
always part of the plan but until the lands to the north and south are free for development, I
question the timing and linkage to the proposed work on Jarvis. I don't believe there was
any consideration of this until the last municipal election when a candidate brought this up.

While I agree with the suggestion that Jarvis needs upgrading, I realize that the decision to
complete the Jarvis portion of the project should rest with the majority of residents affected as
there is some cost sharing involved. I can understand that the extension of Beverly Glenn or the
opening of Jarvis at Little River would have the result of bringing the cul de sac into compliance
while providing emergency services with a second and southern access point to Jarvis and that
would have the least impact on the environment particularly with respect to traffic flow. To me,
the simplest and most cost efficient way would be to open Jarvis at Little River and liquidate the
lots to the east and west of the intersection. I suggest the existing access point at Riverside
should be retained.

In my view the Wyandotte extension to Jarvis will increase the traffic volume of what is a
comparatively quiet little community, and adversely affect nature and wild life, and since it will do
nothing to alleviate the flooding of privately owned lots north and south of the proposed
extension, I would suggest the extension is not necessary at this time and should be tabled until
such time that it becomes necessary due to development of the lands to the north and south.
While I don't know what the cost of the extension would be, I suggest that the money
appropriated for that project would be of much better use in more important projects like
repairing existing roadways.

Please keep us informed on the progress and when this will be scheduled for city counsel
debate. I think we need a public meeting to determine the will of the residents before too much
effort is expended.

Respectfully,
Kim Stannard



Note: If you forward this email, please delete the forwarding history, which includes my email address. It is a
courtesy to me and others who may not wish to have their email addresses sent all over the world. Erasing the

history also helps prevent Spammers from mining addresses and prevents viruses from being propagated.



Mr. Andrew Dowie, P. Eng.

City of Windsor

1266 McDougall Avenue,

Windsor ON N8X3M7

adowie@citywindsor.ca November 22, 2019

RE: Wyandotte Street East to Jarvis Avenue Environmental Assessment

Mr. Dowie:

Please accept this letter as our comment sheet regarding the above noted Environmental Assessment. We

understand that an extension of submission of comments has been allowed to accommodate the

community meeting which occurred last evening at the Riverside Sportsmen's Club.

Just to add some context to our opinions of the project; my parents moved to Jarvis in June 1958. My

mother still lives in the same home at s. A few years after we were married in 1984, my wife and

I purchased s and after the birth of our second child, built a larger home at  in 1993. My

brother and niece also have homes on the street. As you can imagine, we are well-versed on the history

of the street and the overall development issues of East Riverside. The Environmental Assessment

presented to us by your department on October 24th came as no surprise, and we were impressed by the

thought and reflection on the issues identified in the study. I have corresponded regularly over the past

decade with Councillors Gignac, Hatfield and Kusmierczyk on the progress of this project and more

specifically, the urgently needed improvements to Jarvis St. which have always been tied to its completion.

We had no urgent concerns with the assessment presented in October, but decided to attend last evening's

meeting as the organizers indicated they had new information.

Unfortunately, we felt that the agenda for the last night's meeting devolved to misinterpreting the

environmental assessment in an attempt to garner community support for a "do nothing scenario" and to

petition for the outright cancellation of the entire project. A veiled suggestion was presented that the

project was moving forward more to appease traffic flow concerns of the residents ofTecumseh's Ward 1.

We were also told that the proposal drawings presented in the assessment were misleading in that we

would surely lose many of the mature boulevard trees if the local improvement phase of Jarvis went ahead

as proposed. It was also suggested that the cost sharing brunt to the residents would be exorbitant yet we

were shown no compelling evidence of such. It was clearly obvious that the organizers of the meeting

wanted to gauge community emotion of this issue and bring it to the fore in the upcoming Ward 7 by-

election.

There was plenty of emotional discussion of the "rural charm" Jarvis exudes in its present, deteriorating

state. Our family and other long time residents, have patiently endured decades of a dangerously narrow

road used as an indiscriminate thoroughfare for heavy equipment with unmanaged traffic flow, broken

pavement, potholes, standing water, deficient storm drainage, stagnant mosquito infested drainage

ditches, complete lack of on-street parking resulting in unenforced illegal, dangerous and unsightly

permanent boulevard parking and insufficient street lighting. I could go on. Frankly, we've tired of this



"charm". We accept that we have been integrated into a fully urban community and have long anticipated

the improved infrastructure and amenities our new neighbours enjoy. As such, we fully support Scenario

3 of the Assessment, but have no real issues with scenarios 4 and 5 as presented. We are also prepared

to discuss the cost-shared local improvements to finally bring Jarvis up to accepted urban standards. Our

only concern lies in that your proposed cross sections display bike lanes on both sides ofjarvis. We would

like some confirmation that at least one side will provide allowable street vehicular parking. We would

also like some clarification as to the proposed directional flow of a new storm water system for Jarvis. It

was suggested by the organizers of last night's meeting that we would be tied into the East Riverside

Planning Area reservoir system as opposed to the current north flow towards Riverside Dr. which sen/ed

us surprisingly well through the two heavy rain events over the past several years.

Unfortunately we all do not have the luxury of time and energy to wage battle against every cause that

comes forward. We hope and trust that the engineering and urban planning recommendations put

forward by your department on behalf of the community will be carried forward by Council.

Thanks again for your all your efforts and we look forward to further discussions as this plan nears

implementation.

Chris & SandyJacobson



Comment sheet

Name: Christopher Manzon

Address: 

Phone: 

Wyandotte Street East and Jarvis Avenue municipal class environmental assessment

1. Do you agree/not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything

a. I do not agree with the recommended concept

b. I agree with recommend scenario 1 - do nothing

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue

or Beverly Glen Street?

a. Do nothing other than an upgrade to the pavement structure and drainage on Jarvis.

There has been no funds expended on the right of way infrastructure since the sanitary

sewers were installed in 1977 except pothole repair

b. There is no mention of traffic calming measures or noise attenuation measures

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

a. Do not extend Wyandotte to Jarvis

i. The extension takes a traffic issue and pushes into a neighbourhood which

currently doesn't have an issue

ii. The Jarvis neighbourhood will become the traffic calming measure and not in a

positive way. The offset created at Jarvis will create numerous issues not the

least of which is a safety problem. This issue was brought up during the original

Lakeview/East Riverside planning process and the City decided not to address it

at that time when it would have been much more economical and effective (2b).

Therefore the neighbourhood should not have to suffer because the City was

negligent in getting ahead of the potential problem

iii. The original planning process recommended the offset of Banwell at Wyandotte

in order breakup the flow of traffic and not create an extended straight corridor

not only along Wyandotte but also along Banwell yet this report is

recommending the direct linkage to Jarvis and along Jarvis

b. The recommendation to extend the class 2 arterial from Banwell to Jarvis (10.4m width)

and then along Jarvis to Dillon is unacceptable as this completely disrupts the existing

neighbourhood dynamic especially the large country like setting that is unique to this

neighbourhood including the homes along Banwell which enjoy the quiet open space in

their backyards. The widening ofJarvis especially to 10.4m is going to create a freeway

which will encourage higher speeds and failures to stop at the intersections which will

decrease safety significantly. Note that Cross Section B-B show a pavement width of

10.4m + 1.5m + 1.5m for a total width of 13.4m



c. The traffic report indicates an order of magnitude increase of traffic on Jarvis which is

unacceptable with no mention of attempting to mitigate the impact.

d. The Noise Study indicates a significant increase in noise levels with no mention of

attempting to mitigate the impact

4. Do you have any other comments?

a. There are a number of significant negative impacts on the existing neighbourhood with

no mention on mitigation measures. Those include traffic quantities and noise levels

b. This extension will not create any noticeable improvements to the surrounding areas

c. Emergency response times will not be improved by any significance (no risk reduction)

and should not be used as an excuse to push through this proposal

d. There are numerous other areas in the city which require more significant

improvements and these funds should go towards those projects before consideration

on this project which will only create negative impacts on the existing neighbourhood

e. Based on all of these items brought forward I completely disagree with the

recommendation presented in the Wyandotte Street East and Jarvis Avenue municipal

class environmental assessment

f. There is no mention to address the rear yard drainage issues created by the lack of

proper design considerations with the new subdivisions to the west ofJarvis avenue.

This has negatively impacted the neighbourhood

g. Significant mature trees will be eliminated due to the proposed widening. Offsetting to

the other side is not acceptable

h. There is not a single positive impact on the existing neighbourhood, this is why I do not

support the recommendation



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B-

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?

^s ^-^ o(/^-^c
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3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

|4. Do you have any other comments?
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1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?
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2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?
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1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?
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2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte Street East, Jarvis Avenue or
Beverly Glen Street?

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

A-

B- ,

c-

4. Do you have any other comments?
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Karen Roy Ron Kravets

1. For the residents closest to the corner of Jarvis & Wyandotte Jarvis & Dillon will have the biggest

safety concerns due to the increased traffic. Crossing the road to get to the mailbox. Also getting

into and out of their driveways because already most of the people do not stop at the stop sign

at Dillon & Jarvis. Now you want us to have another intersection to watch out for traffic. We all

know that people do not STOP. I do back into my driveway and still have concerns.

2. Safety for the 3 boys that live at the corner that are mentally challenged. The school bus stops at

that corner. All the little kids that cross Dillon at Jarvis everyday to go to meet their friends and

grandparents. Their safety is most important then anything else.

3. We currently have no ward 7 counsellor to voice the concerns of the residents of Jarvis. There

for I feel this is unfair to move ahead with the plan's.

4. Safety for everyone on this 3 block road. More so where the heavy traffic will be north of Dillon

will get the biggest increase. I understand it will be 1150 vehicles increase a day overtime.

Totally unacceptable to the residents that this will effect the most. I am one of them.

5. The green space that we will be losing and wildlife refuge that we currently have. If you don't

live here you have know idea what you miss out on. It's amazing what we have.

6. The increase development of homes that will be on Wyandotte. Along with the increase flooding

that will occur in the backyard of the residents. My backyard is flooded from April to late June

due to the poor planning of Banwell rd. With the standing water brings the perfect breeding

ground for mosques. We are talking inches of water. It's more like a pond. I have lost 5 cedar

tree's they have drowned from to much water. The roots have no oxygen die.



1. Do you agree / not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change, if anything?
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COMMENT SHEET

Diane Russett,

1. Do you agree/not agree with the recommended concept? What would you change if
anything

/ do not agree with the proposal from the City re: this project and am choosing option 1- DO
NOTHING!

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte St E, Jarvis Ave or
Beverly Glen Street?

Although there is a lot of green space (because of the private property owned mostly by residents
between the rear ofJarvis and Banwell), there is nowhere on Jarvis or even within a short walk where
kids can play. I think the Wy Extension property s/b left as greenspace, with room for kids to play.
We don't even need park equipment, Just a spot for them to play catch, shoot pucks in the winter etc.

3. What do you like and/or dislike about the concepts presented today?

Bringing Wyandptte through to Jarvis will totally change the look and feel of this street. Of course, we
all wish our road could be fixed to be in better shape, and a few more manhole covers and storm
sewers and maybe even a bit wider...... but not nearly as wide as the City is recommending.

My first big issue is traffic (not just vehicle traffic because in reality we could end up with a City Bus!).
The traffic studies done by the City, which were not widely shared at the City meeting in October,
clearly show an increase in traffic, growing over the next 10 years. This is a very quiet street, there
are a couple of houses that have special needs children. I see them playing on driveway and
sidewalks. Everyone feels safe here because traffic is light, and for the most part, the majority of cars
belong to residents on this street. We will get a lot more traffic if we open Wyandotte, and all it will do
is allow the folks from Tecumseh to continue on Wyandotte all the way through Tecumseh with few
stop signs and no stop lights. A very convenient way to get home without going on the drive for a
direct route. In addition, the wider the road, the faster the traffic! The area in between where
Wyandotte connects to Jarvis and Dillon is going to be a nightmare. In that short space at least 6
driveways intersect. Traffic will be going N/S and E/W. This is NOT safe.

The City plan says the purpose of the Wyandotte extension is to allow better access for emergency
and municipal services. Clearly at our recent Jarvis Residents meeting (held Nov 21st), homeowners
in attendance did not feel we are at risk on this street. With an entry on Wyandotte and another at
Dillon and Whistler, residents feel that we have adequate access, There are Fire fighters and Police
Officers on Jarvis, and they did not share any concerns with the current situation.

The City plan says there will be no trees removed on Jarvis but a number of trees will be removed in
order to extend Wyandotte. In February 2019, Anne Jarvis had an excellent article in the paper about



Trees. The article talked about how trees are the community's "quiet workhorses". They clean our air
and water. They cool and calm us. They protect our homes from flooding. The folks with the large
back yards are complaining now about flooding, imagine if these big beautiful trees are gone! The
article went on to say that increasing Windsor's tree canopy was voted one of council's two priorities,
however, the City is prepared to take down a bunch of big beautiful trees to bring through a road
because it's been on the City plan for many years'! The article gave a million reasons why trees are
valuable, and went on to talk about how you cannot cut down a tree even on your own property
without City approval, and if it's not diseased, approval will not be given. The plan also indicates there
will be no trees removed on Jarvis. Although there may not be plans to actually cut trees down, I
think it's naive to believe that there won't be trees damaged as the result of the road & sidewalk work.

There is very little way for the city to re-coupe any of the monies spent to extend Wyandotte, so this
road has no revenue generating potential. I have heard there is only a few residents that may be
interested in selling off property to a developer to build. The city is already getting taxes on those
large properties on the West side of Jarvis and that revenue is not likely to change with the building of
new homes.

4. Do you have any other comments?

There is so many places the City needs to spend money, on revenue generating assets as well as
necessary infrastructure. The Wyandotte extension is not a good use of tax dollars. There have
been articles in the Windsor Star about The Riverside Dike System (18.7M), A new approach to ease
flooding at Tranby Park ($2M), Work on the pumping stations.....all important projects that should be
supported through tax dollars. But this extension, this is not a good use of tax dollars at all! I truly
believe (as do other residents) that this project is nothing more than the City being able to tick a box
that says they met its goal to take Wyandotte to the City limit....which isn't really the city limit so
leaving it end at Banwell, which is a street designed for heavier traffic is the perfect ending! The folks
that will benefit the most from this expansion are the Tecumseh residents looking for a quicker way
home, even though there are plenty of EA/V routes that they can take.

I hope the City is serious about acting on our comments. This is OUR street. We love the quietness
and quaintness of it. Sure we hate the potholes and chewed up shoulders and crumbling asphalt and
homeowners will consider a local improvement petition at a later date, but keeping the street with a
very rural feel. We live here, please don't ruin our street!! Why would the City want to bring this
much traffic through a quiet community???

Sadly, we don't have a councillor at this time to represent our interests. Not sure what difference that
would make in this process. I feel that if it does, any decisions or future work on this project should
be put on hold until we get a councillor! Andrew has been very helpful during this process to date,
attentive and providing information where he can. However, he doesn't represent our interests, he
has a position in the City to figure out how to make this work,and of course taking into account
comments from Residents. We thought it would be Andrew would carry forward clearly to the senior
folks in the planning department as well as council that this project is being rejected by many of the
residents on Jarvis as well as others in the local area (Dillon, McTague, Cora Greenwood etc) before
additional dollars are spent by the City in the planning process. More tax dollars wasted if we are
successful in our request for Option 1 - DO NOTHING. We need someone working with us that will
help us shut this down and clearly outline the steps we need to take to make this happen.



COMMENT SHEET

Wyandotte Street East and Jarvis Avenue Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

Name: Ryan Marier

Address: 

Email: 

1. Do you agree/not agree with the recommended concept?

I do not agree with the technical recommendations presented. I strongly feel as a Resident ofJarvis and City of Windsor

taxpayer that I support the Scenario 1 - Do Nothing.

2. What other features would you like to see considered for Wyandotte, Jarvis or Beverly Glen?

No other features need considering

3. & 4. Likes/Dislikes and other Comments

I would like to begin by addressing the "Problem Statements" given in the EA as to why this needs to be completed.

1. Problem Statement: To address limited access to Jarvis Avenue that limits the provision of emergency and

municipal services, Windsor City Council is planning to fund the extension of Wyandotte Street East from Banwell

Road to Jar vis Avenue.

We conducted an objective meeting to discuss the EA as a neighborhood, the majority ofJarvis Ave residents attended

and Emergency Service personnel were also invited and attended. It was confirmed from that Windsor/Essex

Ambulance service currently does not have an issue given that the base is very accessible from Lesperance and can enter

Jarvis from either Dillon or Castle Hill. A Wyandotte extension made no difference in response time.

Windsor Police confirmed that Dillon and Castle Hill from the West were more than adequate for access and Riverside

Drive from the East is the best access for response time given the Police Station's location to Riverside Dr. and they

prefer being able to generally patrol the area from Riverside Dr. all the way down to the cul-de-sac.

Windsor Fire also had no issue with response coverage. The only clear advantage for a handful of seconds added would

be ifJarvis came through to Little River on the South end or if Beverly Glen was a completed road from Florence Ave but

nothing to substantiate Wyandotte being extended.

I understand that this Environmental Assessment is part of a process because a placeholder was put on future budget

funds to complete a project that was a part of a master plan from over 70 years ago. While a local improvement is

needed for Jarvis, it should not be at the expense of converting it from a small avenue into an arterial or major collector

road which is what is recommended ifWyandotte was brought through.

I disagree that the local improvement cost sharing does not follow the city's guidelines of majority resident's support of

the project. I've heard from some Jarvis neighbours that city representatives have informed them that the only way to

improve our road is to accept Wyandotte and they'll tack on the redesigned Jarvis road. It was not communicated to

them that the tacking on ofJarvis was just the standard Local Improvement program from a rural road. The Local

Improvement requires a consent from the residents of the road, this process does not seem to include that petition step

and any procession of this project without our consent I feel is bypassing our rights. If we, the Jarvis residents, are paying

for the road, sewer, curbs and lighting than the city should require our support into the design.

PAGE 1 OF 7



We could do that program without Wyandotte and potentially at a reduced cost to both the city and Jarvis resident due

to Jarvis not having to be widened as much to accept Wyandotte traffic. I also find it inconvenient that this is being

pushed along while we in Ward 7 do not have representation on City Council.

2. Problem Statement: During the last 5 inter-census periods, this district has experienced a positive population

growth and an increased number of occupied dwellings.

The recent population growth and increased occupied dwellings in "our district" have occurred either South of Little

River or West of Banwell. If this is the reason why Wyandotte through to Jarvis is needed, then the engineers have failed

to look at the map. Logistically none of those residents would ever take a Wyandotte 1 block extension to go East/West.
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Tecumseh Ward 1

Tecumseh

All these highlighted areas above are the population growth over the last 5 inter census' and all have easy access to

major roads to go in any direction.

Since there is no logical route for these district residents to use an extended Wyandotte to Jarvis this leads me to who I

firmly believe that the area that benefits the most from a Wyandotte extension are the residents ofTecumseh Ward 1

(providing them a speedier or more convenient linkage for their commutes) all while putting the few remaining streets

of Windsor at a safety risk and significant and unwanted "improvement" cost to the residents ofJarvis Ave.
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This is clearly a case of fabricating a problem so you can use this solution. The traffic reports do not substantiate a need

for this road, they arrive at the conclusion that if this road went through, more people would take it. A quick look at an

East side map tells us who those people would be.

Tecumseh Ward 1
Councilor

Andrew Dowie

—TV

The city has simply failed to point out that a real problem exists for Windsor and I strongly question the motives and

validity of the project recommendations from the engineers behind this project specifically head City Engineer, Mark

Winterton, who has stated to many folks when questioned about this project that he wants to see Wyandotte through

to Jarvis before he retires as his pet project as well as City Engineer, Andrew Dowie, who is the Tecumseh Ward 1

Councilor and Ward 1 resident himself.

I very much dislike that there is no sound basis of facts from the report or studies that make the Wyandotte extension

necessary and this project would be of little to no value to the City of Windsor and its residents. The only official reason

the city engineering department keeps pursuing this extension ofWyandotte for one more block Js because "It's part of

the master plan".
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This project is an irresponsible use of the Cit/s budget, offers no reward to our residents and has a disregard for

resident's safety.

The EA studies show potential traffic and noise but it does nothing to address community safety. The current studies do
not account for the reality of what bringing Wyandotte through will bring.

I cannot begin to imagine what the intersection ofWyandotte & Banwell will become with through Wyandotte traffic
and a stop sign at Banwell and the safety nightmare of a Wyandotte/Dillon chicane through Jarvis.

The results from searching the local news for accidents in the last 12 months are starling, and how many of them have
resulted in casualties. This is the type of story that this project is going to bring to our neighbourhood. I read one of
these tragic articles every week; a pedestrian or cyclist struck or killed by vehicle. None of these occurred on small
neighbourhood roads like the current Jarvis Ave. They all occurred on our major roads intersecting with smaller ones.
One of them where a car drove directly into a home where a fast moving road came to a tee much like the proposal for
Wyandotte would look like.

Neighbours say they are not surprised to hear

about the crash, claiming the scene is notorious

for speeders.

"I'm realty hoping for speed bumps, because I'm

sure that will help," says Jackie Lapointe.

"Maybe the city can do something to fix this

corner," adds Brierley. "There's always an

accident here, it's pretty terrifying."

Police are Investigating after red truck collided with a cyclist at the corner of

Sandwich and St. Amaud Streets In Amherstburg Tuesday. (Julle Kotsis/The

Windsor Star)
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The drivers of two vehicles have been charged following a freak crash

Pedestrian killed Tecumseh and Rose Ville

Source: (a)AHadadeanCTV

South National & Jefferson
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Windsor Police SUV. July 9, 2019. Blackburn News file photo,

Pedestrian injured in

Windsor crash

BY MARK BROWN NOVEMBER 4, 2019 8:33PM

@markbrownradio

Tecumseh Road & Felix (pedestrian)

The intersection of Wyandotte Street East and Lawrence road. (Photo by

Allanah Wills)

UPDATE: Pedestrian

struck near Wyandotte

Street East and Pillette

Road

BY AD E LLE LO I SE LLE JAN UARY 8, 2019 10:22AM

Windsor Star
Yesterday at 9:12 PM -^

Cars "flying" down Wyandotte Street East with little
regard for red lights has spurred the city's nine
business improvement associations to seek

fine-doubting Community Safety Zon...

WINDSORSTAR.COM

Speeding on Wyandotte prompts call for more
Community Safety Zones
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Local News

Pedestrian struck by car in
December has died
Julie Kotsis • Windsor Star

January 4,2019 • <1 minute read

A Windsor police forensics officer photographs evidence after a
female pedestrian was struck by a vehicle on Teumseh Road East
on the morning Dec 1 8. PHOTO BY NICK BRANCACCIO

A 68-year-old woman struck by a car Dec. 18 on

Tecumseh Road East at Banwell Road has died,

according to Windsor Police.

Police were called to the scene for a report of a

pedestrian struck by a car at approximately 9:30

a.m.

The woman was taken to Windsor Regional

Hospital in serious condition.

This was Banwell & Tecumseh.

Pedestrian struck by Windsor
police cruiser

Share this story: ^ f

CTV Windsor

Published Sept. 2, 2019 1:27 p.m. ET
Updated Sept. 3, 2019 10:28 a.m. ET

The aftermath of a collision involving a Windsor Police
Service cruiser and a pedestrian on a motorized scooter in
the intersection of Wyandotte St. E. and McDougall St, on
Monday September 2, 2019. (Photo by AMSOO's Gord
Bacon)

An investigation is underway after a

pedestrian was struck by a Windsor police

cruiser.

Windsor Star
Smins • Q

Howard Avenue just south of Tecumseh Road East
was closed on Sunday night because a man was

struck by a vehicle, say Windsor police. His injuries
were fatal.

0 WINDSOR STAR • 1 MtN READ
Pedestrian dead from collision on Howard Avenue,
say Windsor police
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Windsor police and EMS paramedics work at the scene where a
family of four pedestrians were struck on Ottawa Street at Halt
Avenue on Saturday. March 16, 2019. PHOTO BY DAX MELMER

Though a family of four walking across Ottawa

Street was struck by a vehicle Saturday morning,

the injuries appear to have been minor.

Windsor police report that a mother and three

children, all under the age of eight, were struck by

a car while they were crossing the Ottawa Street

and Hall Avenue intersection Saturday morning.

Local News

Elderly pedestrian hit by vehicle in
Kingsville
Taylor Campbell
6 days ago • 1 minute read

^B

An elderly woman sustained serious injuries when

a motor vehicle struck her in Kingsville Monday

morning, according to the Ontario Provincial

Police.

The pedestrian had been using a crosswalk when a

vehicle exiting a parking lot in the 400 block of

Main Street hit her around 10:30 a.m., police said.
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