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DATE: October 27, 2009 

TO: Chair and Members of Planning and Development Committee 

Meeting Date:  November 16, 2009 

FROM: Edward R. Sajecki 

Commissioner of Planning and Building 

SUBJECT: Regional Official Plan Amendment 24 (ROPA 24) – Places to 

Prosper, Proposing Changes Related to Growth Management, 

Employment Lands, and Greenbelt Policies 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 1. That the proposed Regional Official Plan Amendment 24 - Places 

to Prosper, Proposing Changes Related to Growth Management, 

Employment Lands, and Greenbelt Policies, attached under 

separate cover, be supported subject to the modifications identified 

and detailed in Appendix 1 of the report titled “Regional Official 

Plan Amendment 24 (ROPA 24) - Places to Prosper, Proposing 

Changes Related to Growth Management, Employment Lands, and 

Greenbelt Policies” dated October 27, 2009 from the 

Commissioner of Planning and Building. 

 

2. That the report titled “Regional Official Plan Amendment 24 

(ROPA 24) - Places to Prosper, Proposing Changes Related to 

Growth Management, Employment Lands, and Greenbelt 

Policies”, dated October 27, 2009 from the Commissioner of 

Planning and Building, be forwarded by the City Clerk, to the 

Region of Peel, the City of Brampton and the Town of Caledon. 

 

 

BACKGROUND: The Peel Regional Official Plan Review (PROPR) is underway to 

bring the Regional Official Plan into conformity with recent provincial 
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initiatives and legislation.  It is also the mandatory five-year review 

required by the Planning Act. 

 

A report titled “Peel Region Official Plan Review – Update” from the 

Commissioner of Planning and Building which summarized the 

PROPR process was brought forward to Planning and Development 

Committee on January 12, 2009. 

 

The PROPR work program was approved by Regional Council in 

September 2007.  It consists of 15 focus areas as illustrated in Figure 1 

below.  Mississauga staff have participated on working committees, 

reviewed draft discussion papers and attended Regional workshops as 

part of the PROPR process. 

 

FIGURE 1:  

Region of Peel Official Plan Review, 15 Focus Areas 

 

 
 

The results of the PROPR are intended to be implemented through 

several Regional Plan Amendments (ROPAs).  Regional Official Plan 

Amendment 24 - Places to Prosper, Proposing Changes Related to 

Growth Management, Employment Lands, and Greenbelt Policies 

(ROPA 24) incorporates policies for Greenbelt Conformity, Regional 

Forecasts, Growth Management,  Employments Land, Strategic 
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Infrastructure Study Areas and Implementation.  It was brought 

forward to Regional Council on July 9, 2009. 

 

Previous comments on ROPAs have been brought forward on: 

 

• ROPA 23: Housing Policies (September 21, 2009); 

• ROPA 22: Transportation Policies (June 29, 2009); 

• ROPA 21 Regional Official Plan Amendment 21 Proposing 

Changes to Natural Heritage, Agriculture, Air Quality and 

Integrated Waste Management (May 4, 2009); and, 

• ROPA 20 – Sustainability and Energy Policies (March 30, 

2009). 

 

The amendments, focus areas, and anticipated dates for the remaining 

ROPAs to be brought forward to Regional Council are: 

 

• ROPA 25 – Monitoring and Housekeeping (Bill 51 only) 

(September 2009); and, 

• ROPA 26 – Transportation Schedules and Housekeeping  

 (Fall 2009 to Winter 2010). 

 

The proposed ROPA bundles and dates are guidelines.  The timing and 

grouping of focus areas may change as staff work through the PROPR 

process. 

 

 

 

PRESENT STATUS: The Region of Peel has requested comments on ROPA 24, attached 

under separate cover. 

 

 

COMMENTS: 1. ROPA 24: Places to Prosper 

 

ROPA 24 revises and adds policies to the following areas: 

 

• Greenbelt Conformity – a new section is proposing policies 

pertaining to the Greenbelt Plan; 

 

• Regional Forecasts – new forecasts are proposed to a 2031 

planning horizon which are based on the Growth Plan 
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forecasts.  These will be used to guide planning decisions 

within the Region; 

 

• Growth Management – A new set of policies to address 

intensification and greenfield policies have been developed to 

address the challenges of growth management; 

 

• Employment Lands – Policies on employment and 

employment lands consistent with the Growth Plan and the 

Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) are included in this 

amendment; 

 

• Strategic Infrastructure Study Area – Adds planning and 

protection policies for a conceptual multi-use linear corridor.  

It is a response to the Growth Plan’s “Future Transportation 

Corridor” which runs along the Caledon-Brampton border; 

and, 

 

• Implementation Policies – Adds policies which introduce a 

health assessment tool and amends the provisions for a 

Regional Official Plan Amendment. 

 

Detailed comments are provided in Appendix 1 and summarized 

below. 

 

Greenbelt Conformity 

The Greenbelt policies in ROPA 24 deal with the Provincial Greenbelt 

conformity, which is limited to Caledon and a small portion of 

Brampton.  Mississauga is not within the Greenbelt.  There are no 

Greenbelt policies in ROPA 24 that apply to Mississauga and, 

therefore, there are no comments in relation to this part of the 

amendment. 

 

Regional Forecasts 

ROPA 24 amends the population and employment forecasts to 

conform to the targets established in the Growth Plan.  The combined 

municipal population and employment forecasts for 2031 exceed the 

forecasts in the Growth Plan for the Region of Peel which are 

1,640,000 persons and 870,000 jobs. 
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The 2031 population and employment forecasts in Table 3 of ROPA 

24 do not correspond with Mississauga Council’s adopted Growth 

Forecasts.  Mississauga’s 2031 forecasts have been reduced by 5,000 

persons and 6,000 jobs to 807,000 persons and 513,000 jobs as shown 

in the table below. 

 

ROPA 24  
Adjustments of Mississauga Population and Employment Forecasts 

  
Mississauga 

Forecasts 
Region of Peel 

Allocations Adjustments 

Population 738,000 738,000 0 

2011 Employment 455,000 455,000 0 

Population 775,000 770,000 -5,000 

2021 Employment 500,000 500,000 0 

Population 812,000 807,000 -5,000 

2031 Employment 519,000 513,000 -6,000 

 

The Region of Peel’s forecasts are required to conform to the 

population and employment allocations in the Growth Plan.  The 

population and employment forecasts in Table 3 represent a 

proportional reduction of growth for each municipality.  This method 

is regarded as the most reasonable approach proposed to meet the 

Growth Plan targets and the growth aspirations of all the area 

municipalities.  Staff will continue to monitor for changes which 

might influence Mississauga’s ability to meet its City growth 

initiatives; however, staff are also aware that the Region of Peel’s 

forecasts are required to correspond with the population and 

employment allocations in the Growth Plan. While, no reduction to 

Mississauga’s forecasts would be preferable, the adjustments are 

reasonable in these circumstances. 

 

Staff have comments on the following issues in relation to the 

Regional Forecast Policies in ROPA 24: 

• phasing of development; 

• lands adjacent to highways; and, 

• land use policies and policies for the Urban Growth Centre and 

Intensification Corridors. 

 

ROPA 24 provides no direction regarding phasing of development and 

how this will take place despite policies which speak to this issue 

(5.2.1.3).  Staff are requesting clarification on this. 



Planning and Development Committee - 6 - CD.01.REG 

October 27, 2009

 

 

A policy proposing to preserve and protect lands adjacent to 

highways, rail corridors, rail yards and major truck terminals for 

employment lands and infrastructure uses (5.3.1.9) fails to consider 

the diversity of the lands where these uses are located across the 

Region.  While staff agree with the underlying principle of this policy, 

there are many areas of Mississauga with existing stable residential 

development adjacent to highways and rail corridors.  This policy does 

not recognize this and should be revised to reflect the different land 

use contexts across the Region. 

 

Finally, there are a number of policies which deal with local planning 

matters in relation to Urban Growth Centres (5.3.3.2.3 and 5.3.3.2.4).  

These policies should be revised to reflect Regional responsibilities.  

Selected Growth Management policies (5.5.1.6) regarding complete 

communities and type and scale of development (5.5.3.2.7) also 

extend into local planning responsibilities.  The Regional Official Plan 

should establish a Regional policy framework and local area 

municipal plans should include detailed land use policies. 

 

Growth Management 

Generally, the Growth Management Policies proposed in ROPA 24 

are supported, however, staff have concerns that there has been no 

study to determine if the proposed density targets for lands around 

transit station areas are appropriate.  As well, this policy does not 

reflect the diversity of contexts within the Region.  Some of the transit 

station areas in Mississauga, for example, are in the Parkway Belt 

West and the proposed densities of 100 persons and jobs per hectare 

could not be achieved.  This policy should be modified to reflect local 

circumstances. 

 

Employment Lands 

Clarification is sought on a number of the policies relating to 

Employment Lands in ROPA 24.  The introduction in this section 

refers to employment growth by type (5.6).  The association of this 

with land uses is unclear.  Staff are also inquiring what is intended by 

a healthy activity rate (5.6.2.13). 
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Staff do not support the proposed employment land density of 50 jobs 

per hectare (5.6.2.13) for employment lands within the built-up area.  

This is not a requirement of the Growth Plan.  It has long been 

recognized that existing employment lands have lower densities and 

imposing this density target may lead to the development of 

inappropriate uses in order to meet this target.  Further, there has been 

no study undertaken to determine the impact or achievability of this 

policy (e.g. road capacity, destabilization of existing businesses).  This 

policy should be deleted. 

 

Strategic Infrastructure Study Areas 

A Strategic Infrastructure Study Area (SISA) has been identified in 

ROPA 24 to coincide with a conceptual “Future Transportation 

Corridor” identified in the Growth Plan.  The SISA is a large east-

west corridor of land that runs in the vicinity of the border between 

Caledon and Brampton.  Staff have no comments on these policies, 

however, continue to monitor for implications for north-south linkages 

through the Region and implications for infrastructure. 

 

Implementation  

As part of the implementation policies proposed in ROPA 24, policies 

pertaining to public health impacts are introduced.  Although the City 

of Mississauga supports the public health and urban form initiatives of 

the Region, the work on an assessment tool identified in theses 

policies (7.9.2.5) is ongoing and, as a result, these policies are 

premature. 

 

Glossary 

Staff are asking for clarification of two terms included in this 

amendment: 

 

• ROPA 24 should define what is meant by Region 

Intensification Corridor; and, 

• the definition of the Airport Employment Lands should be 

defined by major roads as employment district boundaries can 

change. 
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2. Provincial Comments 

 

Comments on ROPA 24 have also been provided to Regional staff by 

the Province.  The Province has provided direction on the following 

issues relating to ROPA 24: 

 

• the role of the Regional Official Plan; 

• population and employment allocations; 

• intensification targets; and, 

• boundary expansions. 

 

Role of the Regional Official Plan 

The Province has stated that one of the roles of the Region is to 

provide sufficient and clear policy direction with respect to matters 

assigned to the Region in the Growth Plan and PPS.  The Region has 

been asked to take a stronger role in relation to a number of policies 

including: 

 

• where growth should go within the Region; 

• phasing strategies and monitoring programs to direct growth; 

• type of development and redevelopment; 

• new policies directing municipalities to include policies to 

support pedestrian friendly environments and provide transit-

supportive opportunities for redevelopment, intensification 

and mixed land use; 

• the location of employment lands and what types of uses are 

allowed; 

• the role, function and preparation of Urban Growth Centre 

policies; 

• detailed policy direction with respect to servicing within the 

Rural system; and, 

• intensification corridors and major transit station areas, 

including density targets. 

 

Although Regional staff have not yet prepared a response to these 

comments, a consequence of these may be that some matters which 

typically have been delegated to the area municipalities may also find 

a role at the Regional level. 
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Population and Employment Allocations 

The Growth Plan provides specific population and employment 

allocations for the Region of Peel.  The Province has stated that these 

should not be modified.  The ROPA 24 allocations exceed the 

provincial forecasts by 5,000 persons and 5,000 jobs. 

 

In addition, the Province commented that in assigning the forecasts, 

intensification, redevelopment and greenfield opportunities need to be 

fully considered.  The forecast should accommodate growth in a 

manner that optimizes the use of existing infrastructure by: 

 

• maximizing opportunities for intensifying built-up areas in 

(particularly in Mississauga and Brampton); 

• creating more compact, complete and higher density 

communities in designated greenfield areas; and, 

• minimizing the need for boundary expansions. 

 

Intensification Targets 

The Provincial comments have a strong emphasis on maximizing 

opportunities for intensification.  In relation to the intensification 

targets required by the Growth Plan, the Province has stated that there 

are opportunities in the Region of Peel to exceed the 40% 

intensification target.  Further, they support higher density targets for 

the Urban Growth Centre, especially in Mississauga. 

 

In addition, Provincial comments state that information density targets 

be established for intensification areas including intensification 

corridors and major transit station areas and policies be included 

regarding the intensification of employment areas. 

 

In general, Mississauga supports the intensification policies in the 

Growth Plan and have adopted policies which conform and in some 

instances exceed these policies.  However, City staff are of the opinion 

that policies for intensification around major transit station areas 

should be location-specific as there are limited opportunities for 

densities around selected transit station areas in Mississauga.  Finally, 

the introduction of density targets in employment areas are a concern. 
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These targets may compromise other City objectives such as directing 

office development to nodes and corridors in proximity to existing and 

planned higher order transit facilities. 

 

Boundary Expansions  

A number of Provincial comments address the issue of expansions of 

the built boundary.  The policies state that the ROPA 24 exercise 

should be used to determine if boundary expansions are required both 

for the 2021 and 2031 forecasts.  They state that the Growth Plan 

requires that prior to a municipality expanding its settlement area 

boundary it must undertake a municipal comprehensive review.  As 

part of this exercise opportunities to accommodate the forecasted 

growth through intensification and in existing greenfields is to be 

explored.  The Province has commented that a number of the policies 

in ROPA 24 could provide more clarity and direction on this issue. 

 

3. Additional Comments 

 

Although ROPA 24 addresses forecasted growth by the area 

municipalities, a clear direction for growth in the Region is not 

perceptible in this amendment.  Sustainability was identified as an 

overall theme for the Regional Official Plan in ROPA 20.  A 

disconnect seems to have resulted between this theme and other 

amendments including the growth management policies proposed in 

ROPA 24. 

 

 

STRATEGIC PLAN: ROPA 24 policies regarding matters such as the allocation of 

population and employment and density targets address the “Direct 

Growth” Strategic Goal in the “Developing a Transit Oriented City” 

pillar and the “Develop Walkable, Connected Neighbourhoods” 

Strategic Goal in the “Complete our Neighbourhoods” pillar. 

 

The Region’s allocation of population growth to Mississauga does not 

meet Action 17 Increase our Population target in the City’s Action 

Plan.  Action 17 states that the City’s population forecast of 768,800 

persons for 2031 will not achieve the “complete” city objective.  It 

also states that the City will need to develop population targets and 

direct growth in a way that creates the City envisioned in the Strategic 
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Plan including funding required infrastructure and required higher-

order transit.  Despite this difference, the proposed reduction is a 

reasonable approach that meets the Growth Plan targets.  Staff will 

continue to bring these issues forward through the Region’s Technical 

Advisory Committee. 

 

FINANCIAL IMPACT: Not applicable 

 

CONCLUSION: ROPA 24 amends and establishes policies for Greenbelt Conformity, 

Regional Forecasts, Growth Management and Employments Lands, as 

required by the Growth Plan, PPS and Greenbelt Plan.  It also 

establishes new policies for Strategic Infrastructure Study Areas and 

amends its Implementation policies. 

 

Generally, the policies in ROPA 24 can be supported.  Modifications 

to selected policies are suggested in the comments where the policies 

extend to local planning matters.  The 2021 and 2031 population and 

employment forecasts do not correspond with Mississauga Council 

adopted growth forecasts.  Staff are aware that the Region of Peel’s 

forecasts are required to correspond with the population and 

employment allocations in the Growth Plan and while no reduction to 

Mississauga’s forecasts would be preferable, the adjustments to 

Mississauga’s population and employment growth is reasonable in 

these circumstances. 

 

ATTACHMENTS: Attached under 

separate cover: 

Peel Region Official Plan Review (PROPR) – 

Draft Regional Official Plan Amendment (ROPA 

24) – Places to Prosper, Proposing Changes 

Related to Growth Management, Employment 

Lands and Greenbelt Policies 

 APPENDIX 1: Summary of Comments 

 

 

    Original Signed By: 

 

Edward R. Sajecki 

Commissioner of Planning and Building 

 

Prepared By:   Emily Irvine, Planner 



 

APPENDIX 1: SUMMARY OF COMMENTS 

ROPA 24 Policy Comments     Recommendation 
Regional Forecasts 

4.2.1.2 To encourage population, household and 

employment growth based on the objectives and 

policies outlined in Chapter 5. 

 

There is no discussion of how household 

forecast have been derived or reduced to meet 

the Provincial forecasts.  The methodology 

used to determine the number of proposed 

households needs to be discussed. 

This should be clarified. 

4.2.2.2. Require an amendment to this Plan for changes 

to the population, household and employment 

forecasts shown in Table 3. 

 

With this policy would the local area 

municipalities be required to include 

household projections in their Official Plan? 

This should be clarified. 

4.2.2.3 Use, in cooperation with the area municipalities, 

among other factors, the population, household 

and employment forecasts shown in Table 3 for 

determining Regional services and establishing 

land requirements to accommodate growth to 

the year 2031.  Forecasts beyond the 

2031planning horizon may be used for long-

term infrastructure planning studies undertaken 

by the Region and/or Area Municipalities, as 

long as they maintain consistency with the 

Regional Population, Household and 

Employment Forecasts located in Table 3 up to 

2031. 

The 2031 population and employment 

Forecasts for Peel Region do not correspond 

with Mississauga’s Council adopted Growth 

Forecasts.  Staff are aware that the Region of 

Peel’s forecasts are required to correspond 

with the population and employment 

allocations in the Growth Plan.  Combined 

municipal forecasts exceed the Growth Plan 

allocations.  The population and employment 

forecasts in Table 3 represent a proportional 

reduction of growth for each municipality.  

This method is regarded as a reasonable 

approach to addressing the Growth Plan 

targets. 

 

In addition, population and employment 

allocations in Table 3 exceed the Growth Plan 

allocations for the Region of Peel.  Comments 

from the Province on ROPA 24 indicate that 

the allocations in the Region Official Plan 

need to be consistent with the population and 

employment number of Schedule 3 of the 

Growth Plan.  As such, further reductions to 

Table 3 will be required.  The proportional 

reduction methodology should be applied to 

the additional reduction. 

 

 

The policy could be supported with the recommended 

modifications. 
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ROPA 24 Policy Comments     Recommendation 
5.3.1.2 To achieve sustainable development within the 

Rural System. 

Sustainability within the urban system a 

desirable objective as well. Could this be 

included? 

 

5.2.1.3 To phase urban development within the 2031 

Regional Urban Boundary to ensure 

development occurs in a well planned and cost-

effective manner and contributes to achieving 

the Growth Plan intensification and density 

targets and at the same time allowing 

agricultural activities to continue as long as 

possible. 

 

How will the Region phase development? This should be clarified. 

5.3.1.9 Preserve and protect lands adjacent to highways, 

rail corridors, rail yards and major truck 

terminals for employment lands and 

infrastructure uses, where feasible.” 

 

This policy goes against many established 

land uses in Mississauga and would result in a 

number of non-conforming sites.  This policy 

should be modified to allow for flexibility 

across the different land use contexts for these 

lands across the Region. 

This policy could be supported with the recommended 

modifications. 

5.3.2.1 Define the Urban System, as shown on Schedule 

D, to include: all lands within the 2031 Regional 

Urban Boundary including lands identified and 

protected as part of the natural environment and 

resources in the preceding chapters of this Plan, 

Lester B. Pearson International Airport, and 

Regional Urban Nodes Urban Growth Centres. 

The Airport is referred by a different name in 

this ROPA than it is in ROPA 22. 

 

5.3.3.2.3 Examine jointly, with the area municipalities, 

Urban Growth Centres, addressing the 

following: 

 

 a) the specific role of each Urban Growth 

Centre context of the region and the Greater 

Toronto and Hamilton; 

 

 b) the provision of opportunities for residents 

work within the Urban Growth Centre; 

 

 

 

The Regional Official Plan should provide a 

high level policy framework for the two 

distinct Urban Growth Centres in Peel. Land 

uses within the Urban Growth Centre are local 

area municipal responsibilities.  This policy 

should be amended to reflect these issues. 

This policy could be supported with the recommended 

modifications. 
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ROPA 24 Policy Comments     Recommendation 
5.3.3.2.4 Require the area municipalities to prepare, in a 

reasonable time frame if they have not already 

effectively done so, policies for the Urban 

Growth Centres that are identified in this Plan 

and consistent with the Growth Plan, addressing 

the following: 

 

 a) intended role and character of the centre; 

 

 b) the extent of the centre; 

 

 c) the population and employment capacity 

objectives of the centre; 

 

 d) the location, type and density of land uses; 

 

 e) the achievement of a minimum gross density 

target of 200 residents and jobs combined per 

hectare by 2031 or earlier; 

 

 f) the nature of the streetscape, focusing on 

pedestrian safety and security; 

 

 g) the transportation system to and within the 

centre; and 

 

 h) compatibility with the characteristics of 

existing communities.5.3.3.2.4. 

 

The Regional Official Plan should provide a 

high level policy framework for the two 

distinct Urban Growth Centres in Peel. Land 

Uses within the Urban Growth Centre are 

local area municipal responsibility.  The 

issues in (a) to (h) are local planning matters. 

 

The Province has also indicated they are 

supportive of the City of Mississauga’s Urban 

Growth Centre policies striving to achieve 

densities of between 300 to 400 residents and 

jobs and have commented that the Region 

should add policies to this effect in ROPA 24. 

This policy could be supported with the recommended 

modifications. 

5.3.3.2.7 Direct the area municipalities to identify 

Regional Intensification Corridors in their 

official plans, where appropriate, consistent 

with the policies in this Plan. 

Regional Intensification Corridors have not 

defined in the glossary. 

This policy should be clarified 

Growth Management 

5.5.1.6 To plan for and achieve complete communities 

in Peel that are well-designed, offer 

transportation choices, accommodate people at 

all stages of life and have an appropriate mix of 

The characteristics identified in this policy are 

local planning matters. Could this policy be 

revised to recognize this? 

This policy could be supported with the recommended 

modifications. 
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ROPA 24 Policy Comments     Recommendation 
housing, a good range of jobs, and easy access 

to retail and services to meet daily needs. 

5.5.1.7 To protect and promote human health, specially 

the health of vulnerable populations. 

 

What is meant by vulnerable populations? 

What role are municipalities expected to play?  

Does this relate to diverse populations 

identified in Regional Official Plan 

Amendment 23? 

This should be clarified. 

5.5.4.2.2 Require the area municipalities to plan to achieve a 

minimum greenfield density of 50 residents and 

jobs combined per hectare or a minimum of 60 

residents per hectare and a minimum of 35 jobs per 

hectare by 2031. 

In stating “60 residents per hectare and a 

minimum of 35 jobs per hectare,” this policy 

reads that a density of 95 ppj needs to be 

achieved.  Was this the intent? 

This should be clarified. 

How far around transit stations does the 

development referred to in this policy apply? 

 

This should be clarified. 5.5.4.2.6 Encourage the area municipalities to require 

development around major transit stations within 

the designated greenfield area to achieve a 

minimum density of 100 residents and jobs 

combined per hectare. 

 

There has been no study to determine the 

minimum density target of 100 residents and 

jobs is appropriate. In many cases this density 

could not be achieved.  In Mississauga some 

of transit stations are in the Parkway Belt and 

cannot be developed.  Other stations in 

Mississauga are in employment areas and no 

residential development is permitted.  

Development around transit stations needs to 

be examined on a case-by-case basis and this 

is a local planning matter.  Staff understand 

the Province has commented that minimum 

density targets be established around major 

transit station areas.  We maintain that this 

policy should allow flexibility to reflect local 

circumstances. 

This policy can be supported with the recommended 

modifications. 

Employment Lands 

5.6 Employment Lands 

 

 This Plan recognizes the importance of employment 

lands and plans for approximately 50% of all 

employment growth in the Region including 

manufacturing, warehousing and office.  The 

This policy is unclear.  Land use designations, 

including the allocation of lands for 

manufacturing, warehousing and office, is a 

local area responsibility. 

This should be clarified. 
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ROPA 24 Policy Comments     Recommendation 
remainder of employment growth, including retail, 

services and institutional will be planned for at the 

area municipal level. 

5.6.2.13 Encourage employment land to be developed at a 

density of 50 jobs per hectare to contribute to 

achieving the greenfield density target and to 

promote a healthy activity rate of 50% across the 

region. 

 

It has been recognized that employment lands 

have lower densities and land extensive uses.  

A policy which requires densities on 

employment lands may lead to some 

inappropriate uses in employment areas in 

order to achieve this target. It may also 

compromise the ability to direct growth to 

nodes. 

 

Has there been any research which shows this 

density target is achievable? Is there sufficient 

capacity in the transportation network to 

support these densities?  Many of the 

employment areas in Mississauga have 

congestion issues.  How will this density 

affect the existing goods movement? 

 

Although the Provincial comments indicate 

there is some support for this direction, it is 

not a requirement of the Growth Plan and it is 

uncertain if it would be achievable or 

desirable. 

This policy should be deleted. 

Implementation 

7.9.2.5 Prepare, jointly with the area municipalities, an 

assessment tool that will allow evaluating the public 

health impacts of proposed plans or development as 

part of the approval process. 

 

 

Although the City of Mississauga supports the 

public health and urban form initiatives of the 

Region, the work on an assessment tool to 

evaluate public health impacts is ongoing. It is 

premature to include in this amendment? 

 

7.9.2.10 Maintain consistency with strategic long-term 

Principles of the Plan and strategic objectives of 

the Region of Peel and area municipalities by 

requiring a Regional municipal comprehensive 

Would this policy result in a conflict with the 

City’s identification of intensification 

corridors now or in the future?  Dundas is 

identified in the City of Mississauga’s OPA 

This should be clarified. 
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ROPA 24 Policy Comments     Recommendation 
review and a Regional Official Plan Amendment 

in the following circumstances: 

 

 - proposed amendment to the 2031 Regional 

Urban Boundary 

 

 - proposed amendment to the 2021 or 2031 Rural 

Service Centres boundary 

 

 - proposed amendment to the boundary for the 

Palgrave Estate Residential Community 

 

 - designation of a new Urban Growth Centre 

 

 - designation of a new Regional Urban Corridor 

95 as an intensification corridor. 

Definitions 

Regional intensification Corridor This should be defined. 

Airport Employment Lands This should be defined by major roads as 

employment district boundaries can change. 

This can be supported with the recommended 

modifications. 
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FIGURE

POPULATION AND
EMPLOYMENT GROWTH

IN PEEL REGION

4

This figure is for information 
purposes only.  Changes may be 
made periodically to this figure 
without requiring an amendment 
to this plan.

Note: 1971-2006 �gures have been rounded to the 
nearest hundred. 2011-2031 forecasts have been 
rounded to the nearest thousand.

All population �gures include census undercount 
(1991=3.39%, 1996=2.99%, 2001=4.2%). So as to be 
consistent with Places to Grow forecasts, the 2001 
undercount was applied to 2006, 2011, 2021 and 2031 
population �gures.

1991-2006 employment �gures include "no �xed place 
of work" as per a formula created by Hemson Consulting.

Year Measure Brampton Caledon Mississauga Peel Total
1971 Population 70,800 17,000 172,000 259,900

Employment 32,000 3,000 70,000 105,000
Activity Rate 45.20% 17.70% 40.70% 40.40%

1981 Population 149,000 26,600 315,100 490,700
Employment 58,555 6,405 164,935 229,895
Activity Rate 39.30% 24.00% 52.40% 46.80%

1991 Population 242,700 36,200 479,600 758,500
Employment 92,600 11,520 274,070 378,190
Activity Rate 38.15% 31.82% 57.15% 49.86%

1996 Population 276,500 41,100 544,400 878,800
Employment 105,770 15,220 300,300 421,290
Activity Rate 38.25% 37.03% 55.16% 47.94%

2001 Population 339,700 52,800 639,800 1,032,300
Employment 133,640 18,430 382,240 534,310
Activity Rate 39.34% 34.91% 59.74% 51.76%

2006 Population 452,800 59,600 697,900 1,210,200
Employment 155,870 21,410 430,630 607,910
Activity Rate 34.42% 35.92% 61.70% 50.23%

2011 Population 510,000 75,000 738,000 1,323,000
Employment 182,000 28,000 455,000 665,000
Activity Rate 35.69% 37.33% 61.65% 50.26%

2021 Population 638,000 87,000 770,000 1,495,000
Employment 274,000 38,000 500,000 812,000
Activity Rate 42.95% 43.68% 64.94% 54.31%

2031 Population 727,000 111,000 807,000 1,645,000
Employment 314,000 48,000 513,000 875,000
Activity Rate 43.19% 43.24% 63.57% 53.19%
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FIGURE

HOME LANGUAGES:
PEEL REGION
AND ONTARIO

8

This figure is for information 
purposes only.  Changes may be 
made periodically to this figure 
without requiring an amendment 
to this plan.

Note: Excludes 2006 Census Undercount of 4.94%

Non-institutional Population by 
Home Language Ontario

Percentage 
of Ontario Peel

Percentage 
of Peel

Total Population 12,160,282 100.00% 1,159,405 100.00%
Institutional Population 131,387 1.08% 5,335 0.46%
Non-Institutional Population 12,028,895 98.92% 1,154,070 99.54%
1. Single responses 11,756,485 97.74% 1,101,650 95.46%
   a. Official Languages 9,944,865 82.67% 787,040 68.20%
    English 9,655,830 80.27% 781,855 67.75%
    French 289,035 2.40% 5,185 0.45%
   b. Non-official languages 1,811,620 15.06% 314,610 27.26%
      Panjabi (Punjabi) 117,445 0.98% 75,320 6.53%
      Urdu 81,380 0.68% 29,615 2.57%
      Polish 72,850 0.61% 22,590 1.96%
      Spanish 97,895 0.81% 14,800 1.28%
      Tagalog (Pilipino, Filipino) 60,610 0.50% 13,580 1.18%
      Chinese, n.o.s. 161,815 1.35% 13,370 1.16%
      Portuguese 77,010 0.64% 13,165 1.14%
      Cantonese 154,315 1.28% 12,440 1.08%
      Tamil 79,070 0.66% 12,120 1.05%
      Arabic 67,495 0.56% 11,195 0.97%
      Vietnamese 53,755 0.45% 11,030 0.96%
      Gujarati 40,830 0.34% 9,715 0.84%
      Hindi 23,540 0.20% 9,005 0.78%
      Italian 107,170 0.89% 8,390 0.73%
      Mandarin 63,220 0.53% 6,755 0.59%
      Other languages 41,880 0.35% 5,345 0.46%
      Korean 46,845 0.39% 4,875 0.42%
      Persian (Farsi) 58,525 0.49% 4,150 0.36%
      Croatian 15,625 0.13% 3,730 0.32%
      Ukrainian 17,980 0.15% 3,465 0.30%
      Russian 59,165 0.49% 2,975 0.26%
      Bengali 22,020 0.18% 2,880 0.25%
      Serbian 26,190 0.22% 2,560 0.22%
      Akan (Twi) 6,050 0.05% 1,830 0.16%
      Romanian 23,415 0.19% 1,680 0.15%
      Greek 26,000 0.22% 1,335 0.12%
      Bosnian 4,520 0.04% 1,160 0.10%
      Malayalam 4,325 0.04% 1,135 0.10%
      Telugu 3,160 0.03% 955 0.08%
      Turkish 9,320 0.08% 925 0.08%
      German 42,525 0.35% 895 0.08%
      Macedonian 8,185 0.07% 805 0.07%
      Sinhala (Sinhalese) 3,460 0.03% 795 0.07%
      Bulgarian 5,835 0.05% 750 0.06%
      Pashto 4,495 0.04% 710 0.06%
      Hungarian 13,860 0.12% 690 0.06%
      Malay 1,880 0.02% 670 0.06%
      Japanese 5,800 0.05% 640 0.06%
      Somali 13,535 0.11% 625 0.05%
      Creoles 3,195 0.03% 625 0.05%
      Sindhi 3,330 0.03% 610 0.05%
      Bisayan languages 2,605 0.02% 500 0.04%
      Serbo-Croatian 3,135 0.03% 405 0.04%
      Slovak 3,375 0.03% 380 0.03%
      Lao 3,600 0.03% 355 0.03%
      Armenian 8,795 0.07% 330 0.03%
      Slovenian 2,100 0.02% 295 0.03%
      Lithuanian 2,225 0.02% 295 0.03%
      Czech 3,445 0.03% 290 0.03%
      Maltese 1,090 0.01% 280 0.02%
      Dutch 6,310 0.05% 215 0.02%
      Ilocano 2,785 0.02% 200 0.02%
      Tigrigna 2,435 0.02% 160 0.01%
      Khmer (Cambodian) 4,330 0.04% 160 0.01%
      Amharic 4,285 0.04% 15H 0.01%
      Taiwanese 1,040 0.01% 150 0.01%
      Swahili 1,650 0.01% 140 0.01%
      Kurdish 2,615 0.02% 105 0.01%
      Estonian 1,810 0.02% 80 0.01%
2. Multiple responses 272,410 2.26% 52,415 4.54%

Source: 2006 Census of Canada.
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This figure is for information 
purposes only.  Changes may be 
made periodically to this figure 
without requiring an amendment 
to this plan.

Table A:  Employment Lands in Peel, Base Year 2006, Net. Ha.
Existing Developed Vacant Emp Lands Total Emp Land

Brampton 2,790                           1,490                            4,280                               
Caledon 321                              439                               760                                  
Mississauga 5,500                           1,001                            6,501                               
Region of Peel 8,611                           2,930                            11,541                             

Table B:  Employment Growth by Municipality, 2006-2031
2006 2031 Growth, 06-31

Brampton 155,000                       314,000                        159,000                           
Caledon 21,000                         48,000                          27,000                             
Mississauga 425,000                       513,000                        88,000                             
Region of Peel 601,000                       875,000                        274,000                           

Table C:  Location of Employment Growth, 2006-2031
In Built Boundary Greenfield Total

Brampton 75,000                         84,000                          159,000                           
Caledon -                               27,000                          27,000                             
Mississauga 86,800                         1,200                            88,000                             
Region of Peel 161,800                       112,200                        274,000                           

Table D:  Employment Densities for Calculation of Land Need
Major Office Population Serving Employment Lands

Brampton 200                              75                                 38                                    
Caledon 200                              75                                 26                                    
Mississauga 250                              75                                 42                                    
Sources:  MKI employment database; various GTA employment lands studies

Table E:  Employment Land Need to 2031 - (Net Ha.)
Supply Demand Shortfall

Brampton 1,341                           2,249                            908                                  
Caledon 395                              729                               334                                  
Mississauga 811                              810                               -
Region of Peel 2,547                           3,788                            1,241                               
Note:  Net Hectares refers to actual developable area (excludes lands for roads and infrastructure)
Note: A structural vacancy factor has been deducted from vacant lands to arrive at the Supply figures

Table F:  Employment Land Need (Gross Hectares) through 2031
Net Gross

Brampton 908                              1,135                            
Caledon 334                              417                               
Mississauga -                               -                               
Region of Peel 1,242                           1,552                            



QEW

19

17

20

4

403

1

3

5

401

407

410

15

6

16 107

7

427

8

10

4

14

14

1

1

4

9

8

50

7

7

10
19

24

24

22

12

403

409

42

11

13

8

6

3

403

QEW

38

5

10

407

401

52

23

22

5

7

124

11

107

109

136

136

427

27

400

72

56

57

57

7

49

407
55

17 73

25

11

27

50

427

18

14

401

50

9

9

10

LESTER B. PEARSON
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

VAUGHAN

YO
RK

 RE
GI

ON KING

NEW TECUMSETH

ADJALA - TOSORONTIO
SIMCOE COUNTY

DUFFERIN COUNTY

ORANGEVILLE

ERIN

ERIN
VILLAGE WE

LL
IN

GT
ON

 C
OU

NT
Y

HA
LT

ON
 R

EG
IO

N

H umber R

ive r

NVCA

LSRCA

NVCA
TRCA

LSRCATRCA

           Etobicok
e C reek

             Credit River

 Credit  R iv e r

West Humber R

iver

Humber River

Mi mico C
reek

ORANGEVILLEEAST GARAFRAXA

ERIN

ERIN
VILLAGE

MONO

KING

VAUGHAN

TO
RO

NT
O

OAKVILLE

MILTON

HALTON
HILLS

LAKE ONTARIO

K I NG ST W

HEALEY RD

DI
XI

E 
RD

AI
RP

OR
T 

RD

KING ST

TH
E 

GO
RE

 R
D

HU
RO

NT
AR

IO
 S

T

MAYFIELD RD

MI
SS

IS
SA

UG
A 

RD

TO
RB

RA
M 

RD

BR
AM

AL
EA

 R
D

NI
NT

H 
LI

MA
VI

S 
RD

KE
NN

ED
Y 

RD

HE
RI

TA
GE

 R
D

IN
NI

S 
LA

KE
 R

D
GO

RE
W

AY
 D

R

MA
IN

 S
T

CR
ED

IT
VI

EW
 R

D

TO
MK

EN
 R

D
HE

AR
T 

LA
KE

 R
D

QUEEN ST E

SH
AW

S 
CR

EE
K 

RD

CH
IN

GU
AC

OU
SY

 R
D

OLD SCHOOL RD

W
IN

ST
ON

 C
HU

RC
HI

LL
 B

V

CE
NT

RE
VI

LL
E 

CR
EE

K 
RD

MC
LA

UG
HL

IN
 R

D

THE GRANGE SR

ST
 A

ND
RE

W
 S

 R
D

DERRY RD E

STEELES AV E

OLDE BASE LIN E RD

HO
RS

ES
HO

E 
HI

LL
 R

D

BOSTON MILLS RD

ERIN MILLS PY

W
ILL

OU
GH

BY
 R

D

MO
UN

T 
HO

PE
 R

D

DUNDAS ST W

OLD CHURCH R D

CASTLEDERG SR

HEALEY RD

BEECH  GROVE SR

EGLINTON  AV W

WANLESS DR

TE
NT

H 
LI 

W

WILLIAMS PY E

MC
VE

AN
 D

R

BRITANNIA RD W

BOVAIRD DR W

BOVAIRD DR E

STEELES AV W

HIGHPOINT RD

DU
FF

YS
 L

N

ESCAR PMENT SR

EGLINTON  AV E

CA
W

TH
RA

 R
D

PATTERSON SR

MO
UN

T 
PL

EA
SA

NT
 R

D

DUNDAS ST E

KE
NN

ED
Y 

RD
 N

QUEENSWAY E

MC
LA

RE
N 

RD

BLOOR ST

CL
AR

KW
AY

 D
R

QUEEN ST W

BURNHAMTHORPE RD W

SANDALW OOD PY E

MC
LA

UG
HL

IN
 R

D 
N

MO
UN

T 
W

OL
FE

 R
D

KE
NN

ED
Y 

RD
 S

CASTLEMORE RD

BRISTOL RD  W

FINNERTY SR

MA
IN

 S
T 

S
MA

IN
 S

T 
N

LAKESHORE RD E

CAL/E GARAFRAXA TOWN LI

MC
LA

UG
HL

IN
 R

D 
S

BURNHAMTHORPE RD E

MATHESON BV E

COURTNEYPARK DR E

CENTRAL PY W

SO
UT

HD
OW

N 
RD

CA
LE

DO
N K

IN
G 

TO
WN

 LI
 S

FINCH AV

AL
BI

ON
 TL

EASTGATE PY

BUSH ST

WILLIAMS PY W

HUNSDEN SR

SANDALW OOD PY W

CO
LE

RA
IN

E 
DR

EMBLETON RD

EBENEZER RD

SE
CO

ND
 L

I W

MO
UN

TA
IN

VI
EW

 R
D

COLUMBIA WY

AL
BI

ON
 VA

UG
HA

N 
RD

MATHESON BV W

DERRY RD W

QU
EE

N 
ST

 S

GL
EN

 H
AF

FY
 R

D

LAKESHORE RD W

HALLS LAKE SR

ROYAL WINDSOR DR

BRISTOL RD  E

QU
EE

N 
ST

 N

COURTNEYPARK DR W

RO
CK

SI
DE

 R
D

RE
NF

OR
TH

 D
R

CHARLESTON SR

COUNTRYSIDE DR

OLD MAIN ST

HU
MB

ER
 S

TA
TIO

N 
RD

W
IN

ST
ON

 C
HU

RC
HI

LL
 B

V

KE
NN

ED
Y 

RD

DERRY RD W

CR
ED

IT
VI

EW
 R

D

HE
AR

T 
LA

KE
 R

D

HU
RO

NT
AR

IO
 S

T

QUEEN ST E

COUNTRYSIDE DR

KE
NN

ED
Y 

RD

BEECH  GROVE SR

DU
FF

YS
 L

N

FINNERTY SR

MAIN ST

CR
ED

IT
VI

EW
 R

D

MISSISSAUGA RD

CH
IN

GU
AC

OU
SY

 R
D

MC
LA

UG
HL

IN
 R

D

MI
SS

IS
SA

UG
A 

RD

HE
RI

TA
GE

 R
D

CO
LE

RA
IN

E 
DR

8T
H 

LIN
E

KING RD

9T
H 

LIN
E

2ND LINE

3RD LINE

HWY 2
7

KIRBY RD

10
TH

 L
IN

E

JA
NE S

T

IS
LIN

GT
ON

 A
VE

5TH SIDEROAD

5T
H LI

NE RD

32ND SIDEROAD

19TH SIDEROAD

2N
D LI

NE RD

27TH SIDEROAD

7T
H LI

NE RD

7T
H LI

NE EHS

10TH SIDEROAD

STEELES AVE

CORNWALL RD

RUTHERFORD RD

ALBION RD

10T
H CONCES

SIO
N

4T
H LI

NE RD

WES
TO

N RD

HWY 7

KIP
LIN

G 
AV

12T
H CONCES

SIO
N

MAJOR MACKENZIE DR

MONO/ADJA
LA

 TO
WNLIN

E

PIN
E V

ALL
EY

 DR

COLD
 CREE

K RD

LANGSTAFF RD

UPPER MIDDLE RD

17TH SIDEROAD

KING/VAUGHAN RD

CLA
RENCE S

T

8T
H CONCESS

ION

ERIN/E. GARAFRAXA TOWNLINE

REXDALE BV

CO
NF

ED
ER

AT
IO

N  
ST

18TH SIDEROAD

15TH SIDEROAD

BURNHAMTHORPE RD

16TH SIDEROAD

NASHVILLE RD

LAKE SHORE BV W

KIPLIN
G AVE

MA
RT

IN 
GR

OV
E R

D

FO
RD

 D
R

11T
H CONCES

SIO
N

DIXON RD

17TH SIDEROAD

10T
H SI

DEROAD

5TH SIDEROAD

5TH SIDEROAD

10TH SIDEROAD

5T
H S

IDE
RO

AD

8T
H 

LIN
E

10
TH

 L
IN

E

8T
H 

LIN
E

BURNHAMTHORPE RD

9T
H 

LIN
E

HW
Y 2

7

C A L E D O N

B R A M P T O N

M I S S I S S A U G A

FIGURE

THE GROWTH PLAN
POLICY AREAS IN PEEL

July 2009
16

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Km

0 1 2 3 4 5 miles

Scale:

Legend

Regional Boundary
Municipal Boundary

Urban Area outside Peel Region 
Agricultural and Rural Area
Designated Greenfield Area

Settlement with Undelineated
Built-up Area

Delineated Built-up Area 

Urban Growth Centre (As defined
by Mississauga and Brampton)

Greenbelt


	Item 3 PDC Agenda November 16, 2009. Regional Official Plan Amendment 24 (ROPA 24) - Places to Prosper, Proposing Changes Related to Growth Management, Employment Lands, and Greenbelt Policies File: CD.01.REG
	Recommendation/Background:
	Present Status/Comments:
	Strategic Plan:
	Conclusion:
	Attachments:
	Appendix 1: Summary of Comments

	Peel Region Official Plan Review (PROPR) - Draft Regional Official Plan Amendment (ROPA 24)



