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This memorandum summarizes the activities associated with the distribution of the Draft
Environmental Project Report and other Review Materials for the Mississauga City Centre BRT
Transit Project Assessment Process to members of the Government Technical Review Team.
The draft Environmental Project Report is available online at:
http://www.mississauga.ca/portal/residents/rathburnroadtransitpriorityproject.

A Distribution List

. A copy of the updated contact/distribution list for the project is included as
Attachment 1.

Distribution of Draft Environmental Project Report (EPR)

Notification of the Public Information Centre was carried out as follows:

City of Mississauga and Region of Peel Stakeholders

• City of Mississauga c-mailed notification to internal stakeholders at the City of
Mississauga and Region of Peel that the draft Environmental Project Report was
available online for review on March 2010. A copy of the notification is
included as Attachment 2.

• 0 comments were submitted by City of Mississauga or Region of Peel
stakeholders.
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• MRC mailed hard copies of the Draft Environmental Project Report to
Government Technical Review Agencies on March 4th 2010). A copy of the
covering letters is attached as Attachment 3.

• The Ministry of Transportation requested an additional 4 copies of the draft
Environmental Project Report for internal reviewers on March 8thi, 2010.
McCormick Rankin Corporation provided copies of the report on March 8th,

2010. A copy of the transmittal is included as Attachment 4.

B.3 Transit Operators

• City of Mississauga e-mailed notification to Mississauga Transit that the draft
Environmental Project Report was available online for review on March
2010. A copy of the notification is included as Attachment 2.

B.4 Aboriginal Communities

• The City of Mississauga distributed a memorandum describing the study and
identifying the lands on which the proposed works would occur (per the direction
of the MOE) on March 2nd, 2010. Copies of the memoranda are included as
Attachment 5.

o Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
o Metis Nation of Ontario

• 0 responses to the Notice of Study Commencement were received from
Aboriginal community representatives.

B.5 Utility Owners

• City of Mississauga e-mailed notification to owners of utilities in the study area
that the draft Environmental Project Report was available online for review on
March 2010. A copy of the notification is included as Attachment 2.

• A total of 3 responses were received (Telus, Allstream, Cogeco).

C Public Mailing List

• The draft Environmental Project Report was not circulated to members of the
general public for comment.

• McCormick Rankin Corporation (MRC) circulated hard copies of the draft
Environmental Project Report to property owners within 30m of the project
(Oxford Properties and 4310 Sherwoodtowne Boulevard) for their review on
March 4th, 2010. Copies of the cover letters are included as Attachment 6.

• Oxford Properties requested that an additional copy of the report be provided to
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their transportation engineering consultant, BA Group, for review. MRC provided
the report to BA Group on March 2010.

• Comments have been submitted by BA Group (transportation engineering
consultants) on behalf of Oxford Properties. The comments related to the traffic
analysis and the City/MRC are currently preparing responses. The comments and
responses will be documented in the Environmental Project Report.

D Study Website

• The City of Mississauga arranged to have the draft EPR posted on the project
website for review by agencies and the public. The document was posted on
March 5th, 2010, at the following location:
http

































































Record of Comments from the 
Ministry of the Environment 

 
March 2010 

















Record of Comments from 
Ontario Realty Corporation 

 
March 2010 



March 10, 2010 

To:  Mr. W. Scott Anderson, Transportation Project Officer 

Re:  ORC EA requirements 

Thank for Contacting the ORC regarding the proposed undertaking. 

ORC is required, by the MOE and the environmental assessment act, to follow the “MEI Class EA 
Process for Realty Activities Other Than Electricity Projects (approved April 2004, amended 
September 11, 2008)” prior to any activities on ORC managed lands.    

The Class EA parent document can be found at: 

http://www.ontariorealty.ca/Assets/MEI+Class+EA+Document+(amended)_11Sep2008.pdf

Issue #1:  Identification of undertaking(s) and trigger to MEI Class EA 

Generally, for EA projects, the ORC is consulted regarding the applicability of the MEA/IEA Class 
EA processes and requirements when a proponent’s proposed undertaking may directly or 
indirectly affect lands or facilities owned by MEI and managed by ORC.  This would ensure that 
the correct undertaking described in the MEI Class EA is clearly identified and addressed.  
Please refer to section 9.7 of the Class EA, referenced in the preceding section, which explains 
that despite a proponent receiving an approval under the EA Act (“Act”), MEI, ORC, or an 
authorized agency under MEI (“MEI/ORC/Agency”), are still responsible for meeting the 
requirements of the Act when carrying out an undertaking on behalf of the proponent.  (For
example, this means that if a proponent’s undertaking includes acquiring an easement or transfer 
of ownership of land owned by MEI and transacted by ORC on the ministry’s behalf, then such 
realty activities to be conducted by ORC must be clearly identified and assessed in the 
proponent’s EA study; otherwise, MEI/ORC/Agency must conduct a separate EA under the MEI 
Class EA process to meet its requirements under the Act.) 

In addition, please ensure to include any lands that have been, or are subject to, an easement 
that include Hydro One towers and transmission lines on Bill 58 lands. MEI/ORC’s realty 
undertaking should be clearly identified, and be made separate from undertakings conducted by 
Hydro One.  MEI is the owner for all Bill 58 lands and is solely responsible for granting any 
easements or conducting any disposition of such lands to another party.   

The proponent is requested to identify how the EA meets MEI/ORC’s minimum EA requirements 
by referring to the seven point analysis, as described in section 4.2, Step B1 of the MEI Class EA 
and detailed within the Consultation and Documentation Report template located in Appendix 
3.                                                

According to the MEI Class EA, an undertaking is defined on Page 9-11, in the Glossary of 
Terms.  Undertakings are broken down into components; that is, one or more actions which may 
apply to one or more subgroups.  MEI/ORC/Agency undertakings need to be identified as real 
estate activities, including the issuance of a license/lease, granting of an easement, or 
disposition.  Each undertaking has a different category level of consultation and analysis 
associated with it, as identified in Figure 2.2 EA Category Listing Matrix of the MEI Class EA.   

Issue #2:  Identifying the associated EA Category and ability to defer to an alternative EA 

Please note that different undertakings in combination with the type of land to be impacted, 
determines the ORC EA Class. As an example, granting an easement on ORC managed lands is 
considered a Category “B” and an easement on Bill 58 lands, managed by Hydro One, is 
considered a Category “A”.  Category “A” is applied to undertakings that are minor in scale and 
have minimal or no adverse environmental effects.  Based on the criteria of a Category “A” EA 
and depending on the scale of the area to be impacted by an undertaking, proper due diligence of 
an easement, impacting hydro corridor land, could require an elevation to a Category “B”.  Please 
note that licenses and leases on Hydro corridor lands are considered a Category “A” and 
therefore, generally do not require any EA work; however, the purchase of Hydro corridor lands is 
considered a Category “B” EA, according to the Figure 2.2 Category Listing Matrix.   

As stated previously, the EA must meet the 7 point analysis identified in the MEI/ORC’s Class 
EA.

Issue #3:  Consultation with ORC Stakeholders

MEI/ORC/Agency is required to circulate major stakeholders prior to land transfer, dispositions or 
easements, depending on the type of land to be impacted and it is possible under the MEI Class 
EA Process to defer to an alternative EA, if the client ministry or agency’s EA circulates the 
appropriate stakeholder.  One major stakeholder to contact is the MNR.  Often the MNR is not a 
significant contributor to the MEA process; however, they are in ORC’s Class EA, as the MNR 
has a greater interest in our projects (being another government agency).  This is where 
confusion lies between a Municipal Class EA and ORC's Class EA.  Because of MNR's significant 
role in our EA, especially where there are significant natural features, we need to ensure that 
there comments are addressed.  It would create potential future problems, with the MNR, if we 
choose to ignore there concerns, especially when they could be quite reasonable.  As such, a “no 
response” is not sufficient for ORC.  ORC will require a letter indicating the MNR is choosing to 
decline and documentation of consultation with the stakeholder is required. 

Issue #4: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and Stage 1/II Archaeolgoical 
Assessments/Cultural Heritage Assessments 

Depending on the type of realty activity to be completed, there is potential, based on the MEI 
Class EA Process, that a Phase I/II Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), Stage I/II 
Archaeological Assessment or Cultural Heritage Assessment may be required.  The Phase I ESA 
must be, within CSA standards and reliance must be extended to the ORC.  Please note that 
although a Phase I ESA was not completed for ORC managed lands, the deferral to the EA is still 
possible; however, the Phase I ESA must still be completed prior to disposition or granting of the 
easements according to the standards indicated.  

Issue #5:  Ability to defer

The ability to defer to an alternative EA is determined if the EA meets MEI’s Class EA seven point 
analysis.  The identification of the MEI realty undertaking and sufficient consultation must be 
adequately documented.  When the EA has been reviewed by ORC staff, and approval to defer 
has been granted, then the proponent will be required to complete and sign a deferral sheet 
acknowledging that the EA meets ORC’s/MEI’s Class EA requirements. 



Concluding Remarks

If the proposed undertaking has a potential to cause impacts to MEI-owned property, it also has 
the potential to cause net negative environmental effects.  Our comments are intended to ensure 
that outstanding issues of environmental, socio-economic and cultural heritage concerns related 
to this property, as well as complying with all regulations, will be appropriately addressed prior to 
the commencement of this undertaking.  ORC looks forward to continuing communication 
regarding this project and we look forward to the opportunity to comment on the Draft EA. 

Please note that in addition to the above requirements, and depending on the type of agreement, 
ORC may also be required to circulate First Nations regarding the undertaking.  Should First 
Nations consultation be a requirement of your EA, I recommend you contact ORC for further 
details regarding this subject. 

Please contact the undersigned at your earliest convenience to incorporate the above 
requirements into the Environmental Project Report. 

Regards, 

Lisa Myslicki 
Environmental Coordinator 
Ontario Realty Corporation - Professional Services 
1 Dundas Street West, 
Suite 2000, Toronto, Ontario 
M5G 2L5 
(416) 212-3768 
lisa.myslicki@ontariorealty.ca









Ministry of Tourism and Culture Ministère du Tourisme et de la Culture 

Culture Programs Unit  Unité des programmes culturels 
Programs and Services Branch Direction des programmes et des services 
400 University Avenue, 4th floor 400, avenue University, 4e étage   
Toronto, ON, M7A 2R9 Toronto, ON, M7A 2R9 
Telephone: 416-212-8003 Téléphone:  416-212-8003 
Facsimile: 416-314-7175 Télécopieur:  416-314-7175 
Email :  Norbert.Stanchly@ontario.ca Email :  Norbert.Stanchly@ontario.ca 

March 26, 2010 

Mr. Philip Woodley 
New Directions Archaeology Ltd. 
55 Valmont Street 
Ancaster, Ontario 
L9G 4Z4 

RE:  Review and Acceptance into the Provincial Register of Reports: Archaeological Assessment 
Report Entitled, “Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment of Rathburn Road, from Duke of York 
Boulevard to Shipp Drive, City of Mississauga", Report Addendum Dated March 24, 2010, 
Report Addendum Received March 15, 2010, MCL Project Information Form Number P018-
300-2010, MCL RIMS Number 21RD109

Dear Mr. Woodley: 

This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, which has been submitted to this Ministry as a 
condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18.  This 
review is to ensure that the licensed professional consultant archaeologist has met the terms and conditions 
of their archaeological licence, that archaeological sites have been identified and documented according to 
the 1993 technical guidelines set by the Ministry and that the archaeological fieldwork and report 
recommendations ensure the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario. 

As the result of our review, this Ministry accepts the above titled report into the Provincial register of 
archaeological reports. The report indicates that the subject property has low archaeological potential and, 
consequently, a Stage 2 assessment is not required.  This Ministry concurs with this recommendation.  

Given the above, this Ministry is satisfied that concerns for archaeological sites have been met for the area 
of this development project as depicted by Figure 1 of the above titled report addendum. 

Should you require further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.  

Sincerely, 

Norbert Stanchly 
Archaeology Review Officer 

cc. Archaeological Licensing Office 
 McCormick Rankin Corporation 
 Mark Warrack, Heritage Co-ordinator, City of Mississauga 
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Shea, Andrew

From: Scott W Anderson [ScottW.Anderson@mississauga.ca]
Sent: April 1, 2010 8:17 AM
To: Marray, Liam
Cc: Willy Ing; Geoff Wright; Shea, Andrew
Subject: RE: Rathburn Road Transit Priority Measures Project

Hi Liam : 

  Thanks for your response: 

 The City is aware of the current spill potential at Rathburn Road, and, the proposed ramp configuration, should in fact 

reduce  future impacts.  

  We will work with you to determine what, in addition to Stormceptors, may be of help, and are aware that CVC permit 

will be required.  

 

Again, thank you for responding .  

 

Scott Anderson, P.Eng. 

(905) 615-3200 x-4399.  

 

 

From: Marray, Liam [mailto:LMarray@creditvalleyca.ca]  

Sent: 2010/03/31 8:52 AM 
To: Scott W Anderson 

Cc: Shea, Andrew; Willy Ing; Geoff Wright 
Subject: RE: Rathburn Road Transit Priority Measures Project 

 

Scott 
 
We have had internal discussions with respect to this project and request the following additions to the EPR. 
 

1. There needs to be recognition in the main document that portions of Rathburn Road are within a spill area 
associated with Cooksville Creek.  CVC recognizes that it may be beyond the scope of this project to 
eliminate the spill but the City needs to recognize the issue and that it will be addressed through the 
appropriate process. 

2. CVC in general does not support the use of stormceptors as stand alone facilities to address water quality.  
The report should recommend that as part of detail design that other opportunities for water quality treatment 
be reviewed including LID.   

3. That a permit will be required from CVC for works with the regulated area associated Cooksville Creek. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. 
 
Liam Marray 
Credit Valley Conservation 
Senior Planner/Ecologist 
1255 Old Derry Road West 
Meadowvale, Ontario L5N 6R4 
Tel:       (905) 670-1615 Ext. 239 
Fax:      (905) 670-2210 

Email:   lmarray@creditvalleyca.ca 
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From: Scott W Anderson [mailto:ScottW.Anderson@mississauga.ca]  

Sent: March 29, 2010 12:31 PM 
To: Marray, Liam 

Cc: Shea, Andrew; Willy Ing; Geoff Wright 
Subject: RE: Rathburn Road Transit Priority Measures Project 

 

Hi Liam : 

   Of note, we are having a teleconference with MOE this Wednesday March 31 and intending to file the EPR for 

Rathburn Road Transit Priority Measures Project, on April 8, 2010.  

   We trust your concerns have been addressed through the peer review recently undertaken for the BRT East project, 

but would be pleased to meet with you, upon your review, if requested.  

 

Thanks, 

  

Scott Anderson, P.Eng. 

Transportation and Works Dep't. 

201 City Centre Drive, Suite 800 

Mississauga , On   

L5B 2T4  

 

From: Marray, Liam [mailto:LMarray@creditvalleyca.ca]  

Sent: 2010/03/29 9:05 AM 

To: Shea, Andrew; Ul Haq, Rizwan 
Cc: Willy Ing; Scott W Anderson; Geoff Wright; Lim, Peter; Bowers, Scott 

Subject: RE: Rathburn Road Transit Priority Measures Project 

 

Andrew  
 
Sorry for the delay in responding.  The draft report is presently under review.  Based upon my preliminary review the 
primary concerns relate to the spill from Cooksville Creek onto Rathburn Road and stormwater management. 
 
A meeting is probably the best way to address these items.  If you have any questions do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Liam Marray 
Credit Valley Conservation 
Senior Planner/Ecologist 
1255 Old Derry Road West 
Meadowvale, Ontario L5N 6R4 
Tel:       (905) 670-1615 Ext. 239 
Fax:      (905) 670-2210 
Email:   lmarray@creditvalleyca.ca 
 
 
 

From: Shea, Andrew [mailto:AShea@mrc.ca]  

Sent: February 24, 2010 1:41 PM 

To: Marray, Liam 
Cc: Willy Ing; Scott W Anderson; Geoff Wright; Lim, Peter; Bowers, Scott 

Subject: RE: Rathburn Road Transit Priority Measures Project 

 

Mr. Marray, 

 

I am just following up with you regarding your review of the material provided in the e-mail below.  Have you had a 

chance to review the material? 
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We would like to arrange for a meeting to discuss any comments/concerns that the Credit Valley Conservation Authority 

may have with the transit project and impact assessment.  Are you available next week to meet and discuss the project? 

 

Thanks, 

Andrew 

 
Andrew Shea, P. Eng. | McCormick Rankin Corporation 
______________________________________________________ 
2655 North Sheridan Way | Mississauga, ON  L5K 2P8 
P 905.823.8500  |  F 905.823.8503  |  www.mrc.ca 
 

From: Shea, Andrew  

Sent: February 10, 2010 4:49 PM 

To: Marray, Liam 
Cc: Schijns, Steve; 'Willy Ing'; 'Scott W Anderson'; Geoff Wright; Turvey, Dale; Lim, Peter; Kroess, Veronica 

Subject: Rathburn Road Transit Priority Measures Project 

 

Mr. Marray, 

 

Further to the Notice of Study Commencement for the above-noted project (copy attached), distributed to you in our 

letter of December 8th, 2009, we would like to provide the Credit Valley Conservation Authority with an opportunity to 

review the proposed design and impact assessment as it relates to the natural environment. 

 

The final Environmental Project Report (EPR) for the project will be circulated for formal review, targeted for March, 

2010.  However, given the limited time available under the Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP), we are circulating 

preliminary documentation on the impacts and proposed mitigation measures for your early review/comment in order 

for them to be incorporated into the final EPR.  We would appreciate your timely response on the attached material. 

 

Attached you will find the following documents for your review/comment: 

• Notice of Study Commencement (December 9th, 2009) 

• Memorandum: Rathburn Road Transit Priority Measures Transit Project Assessment Process - Information 

Package (February 8th, 2010) 

• Memorandum: City Centre BRT Tree Inventory (November 11th, 2009) 

• Technical Memorandum: Drainage and SWM, City Centre BRT (February 9th, 2010) 

 

If you have any questions or wish to discuss further, please feel free to contact either myself or Steve Schijns at 908-823-

8500 x1268. 

 

Regards, 

Andrew 

 
Andrew Shea, P. Eng. | McCormick Rankin Corporation 
______________________________________________________ 
2655 North Sheridan Way | Mississauga, ON  L5K 2P8 
P 905.823.8500  |  F 905.823.8503  |  www.mrc.ca 
 
 

 

Please consider our environment before printing this e-mail. 

 

 

This e-mail message in its entirety (including attachments) is 

confidential and is intended only for the addressee(s) named above. 

The message contents may contain confidential or privileged information. 

Any unauthorized use or disclosure is strictly prohibited.  If you are not 

the intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete all copies. 
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The information contained in this Credit Valley Conservation electronic message is 

directed in confidence solely to the person(s) named above and may not be otherwise 

distributed, copied or disclosed including attachments.  The message may contain 

information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under the 

Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection and Privacy Act and by the Personal 

Information Protection Electronic Documents Act. The use of such personal information 

except in compliance with the Acts, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 

message in error, please notify the sender immediately advising of the error and delete 

the message without making a copy. Thank you. 

The information contained in this Credit Valley Conservation electronic message is 

directed in confidence solely to the person(s) named above and may not be otherwise 

distributed, copied or disclosed including attachments.  The message may contain 

information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under the 

Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection and Privacy Act and by the Personal 

Information Protection Electronic Documents Act. The use of such personal information 

except in compliance with the Acts, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 

message in error, please notify the sender immediately advising of the error and delete 

the message without making a copy. Thank you. 












































































