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MEETING NOTES

JOB TITLE

City of Richmond Hill - Crosby Avenue Extension Feasibility Study

PROJECT NUMBER CA0034856.2442 DATE Thursday, November 21, 2024
TIME 13:00 VENUE Virtual (Teams)
SUBJECT Stakeholder Meeting #2
CLIENT City of Richmond Hill
Name Organization/Address Email
PROJECT TEAM
Irfan Akram City of Richmond Hill — Traffic & Transportation irfan.akram@richmondhill.ca
Hubert Ng City of Richmond Hill — Traffic & Transportation hubert.ng@richmondhill.ca
Shawn Smith WSP shawn.smith@wsp.com
Patrick Malloy WSP patrick.malloy@wsp.com
Matan Yihia WSP matan.yihia@wsp.com

ADDITIONAL CITY STAFF

Anant Patel

City of Richmond Hill — Parks

anant.patel@richmondhill.ca

Kunal Chaudhry

City of Richmond Hill — Urban Design

kunal.chaudhry@richmondhill.ca

James Pavlidis

City of Richmond Hill — Urban Design

james.pavlidis@richmondhill.ca

Leila Bal

City of Richmond Hill — Waste Management

leila.bal@richmondhill.ca

Tong Wang

City of Richmond Hill — Traffic & Transportation

tong.wang@richmondhill.ca

Darlene Myrie

City of Richmond Hill — Traffic & Transportation

darlene.myrie@richmondhill.ca

Kaitlyn Graham

City of Richmond Hill — Planning

kaitlyn.graham@richmondhill.ca

PROPERTY OWNERS/CONSULTANTS

Ali Vakili

Owner/10288 & 10300 Yonge Street

Amir Keshev

Owner/10312, 10318 & 10330 Yonge Street

Angela K. Pollard

Resident/31 Wright Street

Debang Chen

LEA Consulting/26 Benson Avenue, 10366 Yonge Street
and 10350 Yonge Street

Jim Meng

Avenu Properties/26 Benson Avenue, 10366 Yonge Street
and 10350 Yonge Street

Charles Hajj

Ross Carter-Wingrove

Lemay Architects/26 Benson Avenue, 10366 Yonge Street
and 10350 Yonge Street

Brad Rogers

Heath Purtell-Sharp

Groundswell Planning/26 Benson Avenue, 10366 Yonge
Street and 10350 Yonge Street

Eldon Theodore

Shadi Adab

MHBC Planning/26 Benson Avenue, 10366 Yonge Street
and 10350 Yonge Street

Vincent Lacoursiere

Ecole secondaire Norval-Morrisseau/51 Wright Street
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MEETING NOTES

MATTERS ARISING

ACTION

1.0

INTRODUCTION

2.0

PROJECT OVERVIEW

Shawn Smith (SS) provided a recap of the presentation given at the first stakeholder meeting
as well as what has been completed on the project since the last meeting.

Last meeting’s stakeholder input was incorporated into the preferred design.

A second interim conditions option was added to the project stages to reflect comments
received after the first stakeholder meeting.

Preferred cross sections were presented.

3.0

ALIGNMENT OVERVIEW

Patrick Malloy (PM) presented the preferred alignment, incorporating comments from the
first stakeholder meeting.

The linear park north of the future east-west section of the future public road will include a
Multi-Use Path (MUP), which will provide an Active Transportation connection between
Yonge Street and the future Privately-Owned Publicly Accessible Space (POPS) on the
10366 Yonge St property.

A future public pedestrian connection is envisioned to connect through the properties of 107
Hall Street and 10350 Yonge Street to provide greater pedestrian permeability between Hall
Street and Yonge Street via the new Crosby Avenue extension.

The future north-south section portion of the road connecting to Benson Ave will serve as a
private laneway.

Interim Option 1 would involve a laneway connection to the future townhouse parcel south
of the temporary turnaround space, which would be north of the laneway. The townhouse
connection will function as a laneway with no impact to the 10330 Yonge St property.
Interim Option 2 would involve the turnaround area would be located further south and
would impact the 10330 Yonge St property.

The school will not be impacted in either interim option.

The alignment has not changed significantly since the first stakeholder meeting held in
September 2024.

4.0

QU

ESTIONS

Angela Pollard (APO) asked what the effects of the preferred alignment on 31 Wright St.
PM responded that the purple dashed line in the plan represents the new right-of-way. A
daylight triangle will be required at the connection to Wright St. Trees are not expected to be
impacted by the plan, though shrubbery closest to Wright Street may have to be removed.
During further design stages, site-specific decisions will have to be made (e.g. driveway
location).

Eldon Theodore (ET) inquired if there are plans for the linear park aside from the MUP.
Anant Patel (APA) answered that details were not decided yet; fitness areas, benches, and
other amenities will be considered.

Amir Keshev (AK) raised concerns both in emails sent to the City and in the meeting. They
focused on the preferred alignment and the effects on 10330 Yonge St. He added that it
impacts the ability to develop 10330 Yonge Street as per the existing concept plans dating
back to 2021 and that there is no access from the new road to 10318, 10312, and 10300
Yonge St. Irfan Akram (1A) replied to AK, saying interim option 2 would most certainly
provide access to the lands in question and that the City does not consider the lands
undevelopable in the context of interim option 2.

Ali Vakili (AV) mentioned he agrees with AK and echoed the concern regarding the
connection of 10318, 10312, and 10300 Yonge St to the new road.

Debang Chen (DC) wanted to confirm that the private road was requested by the developer;
IA confirmed.

AK asked if further discussions were made with the school (51 Wright St) since the last
meeting and what would be the purpose of the property east of the new alignment. SS said
the school still opposes the plan and has no plans to redevelop. The school wouldn’t operate
with the full extension built. The property east of the new alignment would be developable
land. IA added that this portion of the road will be constructed in the long term.
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Shadi Adab (SA) asked about the trails and the difference between each of them. Blue
represents the MUP, and magenta represents the pedestrian path. SA also inquired about
what happens in a case where one owner owns both sides of the pedestrian trail (townhouses,
10366 Yonge St, 107 Hall St). 1A answered that the purpose of the trail is to provide a
seamless pedestrian connection and encourage the usage of active transportation as a method
of travel (e.g., walking, biking), and is conceptual at this stage. The details of the trail will be
discussed per application. The application at 107 Hall St has received zoning approval. The
City can share the development plans.

Meng (JM) asked if it is necessary to have pedestrian facilities on both sides of the road. SS
echoed IA's previous response regarding the City’s aspiration to promote active
transportation and create a walkable area. 1A added that the City aims to provide safe space
for cyclists and pedestrians, to promote Active Transportation, and to encourage residents to
use other modes of transportation besides automobiles.

DC mentioned there are existing curb cuts at 10350 Yonge St. and the current access to the
property is from Yonge St. 1A replied that the intent is to provide access consolidation off of
Yonge Street.

5.0

NEXT STEPS AND MEETING CONCLUSION

Miro board link was shared with the attendees in the meeting
(https://miro.com/app/board/uXjVKhnmmng=/). Commenting process was demonstrated.
Comments were requested within two weeks (by December 5, 2024) via email or on the
Miro board.

The project team aims to submit the final project deliverable by December 20, 2024.

These minutes are considered to be accurate recording of all items discussed. Written notice of discrepancies, errors or omission must
be given within seven (7) days, otherwise the minutes will be accepted as written.
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