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8.0 Monitoring Program 

Although attempts have been made to be conservative in estimating environmental effects, 

there is always a degree of uncertainty.  Construction plans will be finalized during and after 

filing of the Final ESR with the Ministry of the Environment.  There is always potential for 

actual field construction to vary from the plan.  For example, property owner preferences, 

results from the geotechnical survey, material supply delays and weather conditions can 

affect schedules. 

 

Monitoring helps to confirm that predictions of effects are accurate and mitigation measures 

are effective.  Monitoring also confirms that the commitments, conditions of approval, 

where applicable, and compliance with other environmental legislation, e.g. the Environmental 

Protection Act, are met.  An Environmental Specialist will be assigned to the project for the 

duration of construction to monitor construction activities and provide guidance on needed 

field changes. 

 

As previously noted in Section 7.0, a project-specific Environmental Specification will be 

prepared to guide construction activities. The specification will be based on the 

commitments, requirements of all relevant environmental legislation, terms and conditions 

of approval (if any) and good environmental construction practices, e.g. as set out in Hydro 

One’s Environmental Guidelines for Construction and Maintenance of Transmission Facilities (Hydro 

One 1993). 

 

At the end of construction, an as-constructed plan will be prepared to guide ongoing 

operation and maintenance activities.  The plan will document as constructed conditions as 

well as any ongoing monitoring requirements. The plan will be put in place to ensure that the 

project is constructed in compliance with the:  

 

• Commitment made in the Class EA, 

• Terms and conditions of OEB approval and other permits, licenses and approvals, 

and 

• Other legislated requirements.  



Draft Environmental Study Report –  
Commerce Way TS and Associated Transmission Line Upgrades 

  111

  

Some issues monitored during construction will include: 

• Noise and dust levels; 

• Water drainage, runoff, silt and spills; 

• Waste materials management; 

• Protection of cultural and heritage features; 

• Effects on agricultural resources, e.g. minimizing soil compaction; 

• Storm water management measures at the construction site; 

• Restoration of the ROW. 

 

A post-construction monitoring program will include inspection of areas that have been 

restored, including any newly planted trees and any other vegetation, ditch crossings and 

potential erosion areas identified during construction (as required). The effects of the 

project, the effectiveness of the mitigation approaches, and the need for remedial action will 

be assessed in the program.  

 

Monitoring reports will be prepared and submitted as required to the OEB after the 

completion of the project. 
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9.0 Conclusions 

Hydro One Networks Inc (Hydro One) is proposing to construct a new transformer station 

(TS) and replace an existing 115 kilovolt (kV) single-circuit transmission line with a double-

circuit line. The line would be continue to be operated as a 115 kV facility but is designed to 

be operated at 230 kV in the future. The proposed undertaking is supported by Woodstock 

Hydro and addresses the growing electricity needs created by strong economic and industrial 

growth in the Woodstock area.   

 

The transmission line upgrades and TS construction fall within the definition of the projects 

covered by the Class EA document which is approved under the EA Act.    

 

This Draft Environmental Study Report (ESR) has been prepared in compliance with the 

requirements of the EA Act and it described the Class EA process that has been carried out 

for this project. Contingent upon the successful completion of the approval process, detailed 

engineering and construction would start around February 2010. The Commerce Way TS 

and the upgraded transmission line between Woodstock TS and the new station constitute 

the first phase of the undertaking and are planned to be in-service by December 2011. The 

second phase, which involves the line upgrade between Commerce Way TS and Toyota 

Junction, would take place at some point in the future, as required.  

 

Environmental, socio-economic and technical criteria were established to evaluate the site 

alternatives. Based on the analysis undertaken, Site G was selected as the preferred site. The 

location of the preferred site for the new Commerce Way TS site is south of Parkinson 

Road, and west of Commerce Way, within the Commerce Way Business Park in the City of 

Woodstock, just west of Norwich Township.  

 

Potential short term environmental effects were identified and corresponding mitigation 

measures were suggested for the proposed transformer station and the transmission line 

upgrade.  No long term environmental effects were identified. 
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Hydro One has conducted extensive public and government agency consultations since 

December 2007 to inform stakeholders about the project and to identify issues and concerns 

and to resolve or propose appropriate measures to mitigate concerns. Provincial ministries, 

agencies, county and local municipalities and Conservation Authorities were consulted by 

way of meetings, telephone conversations and mailing of project information.    

 

Two Public Information Centres (PIC) were held for this project in February 2008 and 

February 2009.  The local community and key interest groups were notified about the 

project and the PICs by way of newspaper advertisements and direct mail outs.  A dedicated 

project contact was made available and a project web page was also created on Hydro One’s 

corporate website.  A toll-free inquiry line also provided the public with the ability to speak 

with a Hydro One representative at any time to provide comments or obtain further 

information on the project. 

 

This Draft ESR is being made available for public and government agency review and 

comment from March 12 to April 13, 2009.  During the review period, comments and issues 

received regarding the proposed project will be reviewed and addressed.  The issues raised 

and Hydro One responses will be documented in the Final ESR.  Any request to elevate or 

“bump-up” this Class EA to an Individual EA will also be included in the Final ESR.  After 

the review period, the ESR will be finalized and filed with the MOE for a decision, and the 

project would be considered acceptable.  
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