














September , 2020      
Project No. 16-4360 

The Region of Peel is conducting the Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment Study for Airport Road from 100m north of King Street to 300m north of 
Huntsmill Drive in the Town of Caledon. 

2020.

Due to the current COVID-19 guidelines, the second PIC will be held in an online 
format to present the evaluation of alternative design concepts and recommended 
preliminary design. 

Join the on from to
hear more about the project and ask questions. Information on how to join the
Presentation will be provided on the Project Website.

Visit the from to review project
details: http://www.peelregion.ca/pw/transportation/environ-assess/airport-
road-improvements.htm

Share your comments during the
live session on September 23 and complete the online Survey and/or Comment
Sheet in the link above.

Additional details on the Study are provided in the attached Notice of Public 
Information Centre No. 2. If you cannot attend the PIC on September 23, you can 
view the presentation on September 24 on the Project Website and provide your 
comments online. You can also provide your comments on the enclosed Comment 
Sheet and email it to Asha Saddi at asha.saddi@peelregion.ca.

We look forward to your attendance at this online PIC. In the meantime, please do 
not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

Project Manager, Infrastructure Programming and Studies 
Tel.: 905-791-7800 ext. 7801 
Email: sonya.bubas@peelregion.ca

encl: Notice of Public Information Centre No. 2 
Comment Sheet 

cc: Asha Saddi, Technical Analyst, Region of Peel 



PLEASE PRINT

Comment Sheet

Airport Road Environmental Assessment
100m north of King Street to 300m north of Huntsmill Drive 

Town of Caledon 

Public Information Centre No.2 
Wednesday, September 23, 2020

Name: 

Date: 

E-mail:

Number & Street

City

Postal Code

Comments: 

Please send your comments by Wednesday, October 14, 2020 to:

Asha Saddi, BA(Hons), PMP 
Technical Analyst

Region of Peel 
Tel: 905-791-7800 x7794
Email: asha.saddi@peelregion.ca 

Information will be collected in accordance with the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of 
Privacy Act. With the exception of personal information, all comments will become part of the public record.



NOTICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE NO. 2
AIRPORT ROAD FROM KING STREET TO HUNTSMILL DRIVE, TOWN OF CALEDON 

MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY 

The Region of Peel is conducting a Class Environmental Assessment (EA) Study 
for Airport Road from 100m north of King Street to 300m north of Huntsmill 
Drive in the Town of Caledon (see map). The purpose of the Study is to: 

Address long term issues related to planned future growth,
Enhance the safety of the Airport Road corridor by examining intersection
improvements, potential for roundabouts and traffic calming measures for
truck and other vehicular traffic through Caledon East, and
Promote infrastructure improvements to facilitate walking and cycling.

The Study is being conducted in compliance with Schedule ‘C’ of the Municipal 
Class Environmental Assessment (Municipal Engineers Association, as amended 
in 2015), which is approved under the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. 

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE NO. 2 

Due to the current COVID-19 guidelines, the Public Information Centre (PIC) will 
be held in an online format to present the evaluation of alternative design concepts 
and recommended preliminary design. 

To have questions answered and provide input/comments you can: 

Join the live online presentation on September 23 from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. to hear more about the project and ask
questions. Information on how to join the Presentation will be provided on the Project Website.

Visit the Project Website from September 17 to October 14 to review project details:
http://www.peelregion.ca/pw/transportation/environ-assess/airport-road-improvements.htm

Provide your feedback by October 14, 2020. Share your comments during the live session on September 23 and
complete the online Survey and/or Comment Sheet in the link above. You can also email your comments to the
Project Team members listed below.

The Project Team will review and consider the feedback received at the PIC and confirm the recommended preliminary 
design. An Environmental Study Report (ESR) will be prepared to document the planning, consultation and design process. 
The ESR will be made available for public review for a minimum of 30 calendar days. 

If you have any questions or comments on the Study, please contact either of the following Project Team members: 

Sonya Bubas, MCIP, RPP 
Project Manager 
Region of Peel 
10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B, 4th Floor 
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 
Tel: 905-791-7800 ext. 7801 
Email: sonya.bubas@peelregion.ca 

Asha Saddi, BA(Hons), PMP 
Technical Analyst 
Region of Peel 
10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B, 4th Floor 
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 
Tel: 905-791-7800 ext. 7794 
Email: asha.saddi@peelregion.ca

The Region of Peel is committed to ensure that all Regional services, programs and facilities are inclusive and accessible 
for persons with disabilities. Please contact the Project Manager if you need any disability accommodation to 
participate in the study. 



Construction statement regarding COVID-19 
Critical infrastructure construction is an essential service. We’re keeping employees, contractors and the 
community safe by complying with provincial guidelines, physical distancing, using personal protective 
equipment, and adjusting work schedules and shifts.

Information will be collected in accordance with the . 
With the exception of personal information, all comments will become part of the public record 

Construction project updates can be found at peelregion.ca/construction  

Follow Peel Public Works on Twitter for service updates and changes.

This notice was first issued on September 10, 2020
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Ministry of the Environment,
Conservation and Parks

Environmental Assessment Branch

1st Floor
135 St. Clair Avenue W
Toronto ON  M4V 1P5
Tel.: 416 314-8001
Fax.: 416 314-8452

Protection de la nature et des Parcs

Direction des évaluations 
environnementales

Rez-de-chaussée
135, avenue St. Clair Ouest
Toronto ON  M4V 1P5
Tél. :     416 314-8001
Téléc. : 416 314-8452

June 25, 2021

Sonya Bubas, MCIP, RPP
Project Manager, Transportation
Infrastructure Programming & Studies
snya.bubas@peelregion.ca
BY EMAIL ONLY

Re: Airport Road from 100m north of King Street to 300m north of Huntsmill Drive
Region of Peel
Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
Draft Environmental Study Report

Dear Ms. Bubas,

The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) has reviewed the draft 
Environmental Study Report (report) for the Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 
(Class EA) for Airport Road from 100m north of King Street to 300m north of Huntsmill Drive in the 
Town of Caledon. We understand that the preferred alternative is a combination of Alternative 3
Improving traffic operations, Alternative 5 Providing for active transportation, and Alternative 7
Diverting traffic to other roads, and that the preferred design concept includes several measures to 
improve traffic operations and corridor safety, provide for active transportation, and encourage some 
of the heavy truck traffic to use alternative truck routes.

The following comments are offered for your consideration:

General Comments

1. Table 13 of the report provides Evaluation Criteria for the evaluation of alternative solutions. 
However, Table 15: Evaluation of Alternative Solutions only gives a summary of negative and 
positive impacts of each alternative. 

Appendix O provides detailed evaluation tables for the alternative design concepts. A detailed 
evaluation of the alternative planning solutions with respect to the identified Evaluation 
Criteria should also be included in the report.

Surface Water Comments

1. The Stormwater Management (SWM) Report identified minimum water quality management 
currently in this area. The proposed SWM committed to achieve enhanced treatment of water 
quality with a treatment train approach through a combination of OGS units, underground 



infiltration chambers and Jellyfish filters. The final selection of treatment approach and models 
should ensure its target performance for the selected area/location. It is recommended that
the final design and selection of SWM/Low Impact Development (LID) measures be reviewed 
by MECP to make sure enhanced water quality treatment will be achieved.  The LID
measures shall be regularly monitored and maintained to ensure long-term performance does 
not degrade significantly.

2. MECP notes that groundwater quality has not been sampled and evaluated, and it shall be 
completed by a Qualified Person prior to dewatering to identify contaminants of concern and 
whether sufficient treatment will be achieved before discharge. As runoff and dewatering 
discharge will be directed to water courses directly or via ditch/storm sewers, the project must
implement mitigation measures and Erosion and Sediment Control (ESC) measures to 
mitigate impacts to the receiving water course and sensitive environmental features identified 
in the study area. The recommendations in the report and its appendices regarding discharge 
management and ESC measures shall be adopted and implemented.

Groundwater Comments

1. The proponent is aware that in the event site conditions require construction dewatering greater 
than 400,000 L/day a Permit to Take Water (PTTW) would be required for the construction 
dewatering. As such, the MECP may be further involved in the detailed review during the PTTW 
application process. The proponent will need to determine whether a PTTW will be required for 
any portion of construction, where deeper works may encounter permeable water-bearing units 
or artesian conditions. To expedite the construction process, the proponent should consider 
initiating a pre-consultation with MECP hydrogeologists regarding the PTTW, if required for 
construction dewatering. 

2. As part of the PTTW application, the MECP requires a discussion of potential impacts to the 
natural environment, any risks posed to nearby structures due to subsidence resulting from 
construction dewatering and the potential for the movement of contaminated groundwater due 
to construction dewatering. PTTW applications should also detail the planned disposal method 
for the water taken, that the water quality meets the water quality criteria for the chosen method 
of disposal, and a groundwater depressurization assessment in the event of artesian conditions. 
Any potential effects should be identified, and appropriate monitoring and mitigation measures 
should be recommended in a comprehensive monitoring and mitigation plan. The level of detail 
required will be dependent on the significance of the potential impacts.

3. The potential effects of dewatering, construction or other activities related to the project could 
affect groundwater dependent natural features. Any potential changes to groundwater flow or 
quality from groundwater taking may interfere with the ecological processes of streams, 
wetlands or other surficial features. In addition, discharging contaminated or high volumes of 
groundwater to these features may have direct impacts on their function. Any potential effects 
should be identified, and appropriate mitigation measures should be recommended. The level 
of detail required will be dependent on the significance of the potential impacts.

4. The MECP commitment to complete an updated well survey 
to assess baseline water levels and ground water quality for private water supply wells as part 
of investigations for detailed design. The completion of a door-to-door survey is expected to 



confirm/identify any active wells located within the estimated zone of influence prior to 
construction. Local wells were not identified within the expected zone of influence of dewatering 
works. If there are such wells, the proponent should create and implement a monitoring 
program that can predict and/or confirm actual effects during construction, as well as a 
mitigation plan for the replacement of such supplies temporarily and, if needed, permanently, 
preferably before there are significant effects.

5. The MECP strongly supports the recommended completion of the additional work outlined 
above (i.e. hydrogeological investigations associated with site and artesian pond at 16399 
Airport Road, Phase I and/or II ESAs etc.) during detailed design.

6. If the project involves the transfer of ownership of a property, should a property or part of a 
property be currently known to be contaminated above applicable standards, the requirements 
of Ontario Regulation 153/04 may be applicable.

7. The MECP would like to be granted reviewer status for the detailed design phase of the 
project.

Air Quality Comments

1. The Air Quality report (AQ report) in Appendix E presented results for two scenarios, referred
to Future Build Scenario (2041) and No Build Scenario (2021 & 2041). Instead of the
existing modelling scenario as typically done for air quality impact assessments in support of
the Transportation Class EA projects, the Non-build scenario which comprises 2041 traffic 
counts and existing (2021) emission factors was employed to demonstrate the air quality 
changes at the most impacted receptors.  

It is MECP s opinion that the No Build Scenario does not represent the existing conditions
as typically done for transportation Class EA projects. In addition, when comparing the No
Build Scenario with the Future Build Scenario, it does not provide the net cumulative percent
change in air quality impacts as recommended in the MTO protocol. For these reasons, the 
ministry recommends modelling the existing/base case scenario so that the results are 
compared against the future build scenario and this can better inform the public of the percent 
change in terms of air quality impacts.

2. Further information is required to clarify if the modelling scenarios in the AQ report are 
comprised of northbound and southbound road links in the dispersion modelling to assess air 
quality impacts.  

3. Based on the supporting documentation, it is unclear how or if the proposed noise barrier was
modelled in the air quality impact assessment. Further clarification is required.

4. As noted in section 4.2 Modelled Roadways , there are no sensitive receptors near the 
roundabouts proposed on Airport Road and Castlederg Side Road/Boston Mills Road and 
Huntsmill Drive and thus these roundabouts were not modelled which is an acceptable
approach. However, it is not evident if the AQ report assessed future proposed sensitive 
receptors. Please clarify if future sensitive receptors were included in the modelling scenarios.

5. A rationale should be provided to explain the selection of the Newmarket station for
background monitoring data as oppose to other nearby AQHI Stations like Brampton station.



6. In terms of the NO2 dispersion modelling, please clarify if the Newmarket ozone concentration
was used as background.

7. The future scenario (2041) should apply the 2025 NO2 CAAQs and not the 2020 CAAQS as 
done in Table 5.2 Maximum Predicted Concentrations (ug/m3) for the 2041 Future Build
Scenario .

8. Please provide NO2 and PM2.5 input and output modelling files for the ministry s records and
review.

9. For the operational phase of the project, it is recommended to vegetate the areas where the
most impacted receptors are found with evergreen trees/shrubs to minimize particulate
impacts at nearby sensitive receptors.

10. Lastly, the AQ report did not provide the current or the proposed estimated greenhouse gas
emissions as recommended in the Environmental Guide for Assessing and Mitigation the Air 
Quality Impacts and Greenhouse Gas Emissions of Provincial Transportation Projects
(October 2020). The ministry understands that the AQ report was prepared in 2019, however
please note that greenhouse gas (climate change) impacts on a local and regional scale 
should be considered for future transportation Class EA projects.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the report. Please feel free to contact me directly at (437)
770-3731 or trevor.bell@ontario.ca with any questions you may have.

Sincerely,

Trevor Bell
Regional Environmental Planner
Project Review Unit

Cc: Asha Saddi, Technical Analyst, Region of Peel
Katy Potter, Supervisor, Project Review Unit, MECP
Loralyn Wild, Manager (A), Halton-Peel District Office, MECP
Paul Martin, APEP Supervisor, Central Region Technical Support Section, MECP
Ted Belayneh, Water Supervisor, Central Region Technical Support Section, MECP


























































