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From: ONT Environment / Environnement ONT <EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca>

Sent: Monday, December 5, 2022 11:13 AM

To: Zandvliet, Samantha

Cc: syeda.banuri@peelregion.ca

Subject: RE: Region of Peel Snow Storage Sites Analysis and Conceptual Design Project - Notice
of Commencement and PIC

Attachments: Peel Snow Storage_Notice of Commencement and PIC.pdf

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

UNCLASSIFIED / NON CLASSIFIE
Greetings,
Thank you for your correspondence.

Please note Transport Canada does not require receipt of all individual or Class EA related notifications. We are
requesting project proponents self-assess if their project:

1. Will interact with a federal property and/or waterway by reviewing the Directory of Federal Real Property,
available at at www.tbs-sct.gc.ca/dfrp-rbif/; and

2. Will require approval and/or authorization under any Acts administered by Transport Canada* available at
http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/acts-regulations/menu.htm.

Projects that will occur on federal property prior to exercising a power, performing a function or duty in relation to that
project, will be subject to a determination of the likelihood of significant adverse environmental effects, per Section
82 of the Impact Assessment Act, 2019.

If the aforementioned does not apply, the Environmental Assessment program should not be included in any further
correspondence and future notifications will not receive a response. If there is a role under the program,
correspondence should be forwarded electronically to: EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca with a brief description of Transport
Canada’s expected role.

*Below is a summary of the most common Acts that have applied to projects in an Environmental Assessment context:

e Canadian Navigable Waters Act (CNWA) — the Act applies primarily to works constructed or placed in, on, over,
under, through, or across navigable waters set out under the Act. The Navigation Protection Program
administers the CNWA through the review and authorization of works affecting navigable waters. Information
about the Program, CNWA and approval process is available at: http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/programs-621.html.
Enquiries can be directed to NPPONT-PPNONT@tc.gc.ca or by calling (519) 383-1863.




e Railway Safety Act (RSA) — the Act provides the regulatory framework for railway safety, security, and some of
the environmental impacts of railway operations in Canada. The Rail Safety Program develops and enforces
regulations, rules, standards and procedures governing safe railway operations. Additional information about
the Program is available at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/railsafety/menu.htm. Enquiries can be directed to
RailSafety@tc.gc.ca or by calling (613) 998-2985.

e Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act (TDGA) — the transportation of dangerous goods by air, marine, rail and
road is regulated under the TDGA. Transport Canada, based on risks, develops safety standards and regulations,
provides oversight and gives expert advice on dangerous goods to promote public safety. Additional information
about the transportation of dangerous goods is available at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/tdg/safety-menu.htm.
Enquiries can be directed to TDG-TMDOntario@tc.gc.ca or by calling (416) 973-1868.

e Aeronautics Act — Transport Canada has sole jurisdiction over aeronautics, which includes aerodromes and all
related buildings or services used for aviation purposes. Aviation safety in Canada is regulated under this Act and
the Canadian Aviation Regulations (CARs). Elevated Structures, such as wind turbines and communication
towers, would be examples of projects that must be assessed for lighting and marking requirements in
accordance with the CARs. Transport Canada also has an interest in projects that have the potential to cause
interference between wildlife and aviation activities. One example would be waste facilities, which may attract
birds into commercial and recreational flight paths. The Land Use In The Vicinity of Aerodromes publication
recommends guidelines for and uses in the vicinity of aerodromes, available at:
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/civilaviation/publications/tp1247-menu-1418.htm. Enquires can be directed to
tc.aviationservicesont-servicesaviationont.tc@tc.gc.ca or by calling 1 (800) 305-2059 / (416) 952-0230.

Please advise if additional information is needed.
Thank you,
Environmental Assessment Program, Ontario Region

Transport Canada / Government of Canada / 4900 Yonge St., Toronto, ON M2N 6A5
EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca / Facsimile : (416) 952-0514 / TTY: 1-888-675-6863

Programme d'évaluation environnementale, Région de I'Ontario
Transports Canada / Gouvernement du Canada / 4900, rue Yonge, Toronto, ON, M2N 6A5
EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca / télécopieur: (416) 952-0514

From: Zandvliet, Samantha <Samantha.Zandvliet@aecom.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 01, 2022 1:28 PM

Cc: syeda.banuri@peelregion.ca

Subject: Region of Peel Snow Storage Sites Analysis and Conceptual Design Project - Notice of Commencement and PIC

Hello,

The Region of Peel has initiated a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment study to evaluate snow storage
opportunities at selected Region of Peel (and one Town of Caledon) owned properties. The snow storage sites identified
will provide near and long-term snow storage solutions that are environmentally sound and acceptable for the Region
and its area municipalities.

For further information, please find attached the Notice of Commencement and Public Information Centre. To view the
Public Information Centre presentation (video), please visit the project webpage: Study for Snow Storage Sites - Region
of Peel (peelregion.ca)




We look forward to receiving your input to this study. Please direct any questions or comments to the Region’s Project
Manager:

Syeda Banuri, M.Eng., P.Eng.
Project Manager, Region of Peel
416 407 7860

syeda.banuri@ @peelregion.ca

Thank you,

Samantha Zandvliet

Environmental Planner, Impact Assessment and Permitting
D +1-905-390-2047

samantha.zandvliet@aecom.com

AECOM

45 Goderich Road, Suite 201
Hamilton, ON L8E 4W8, Canada
T +1-905-578-3040

aecom.com

Delivering a better world

LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram
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From: Zandvliet, Samantha

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2022 5:10 PM

To: Bell, Trevor (MECP)

Cc: Grueneis, Karl; Gray, Derek; Trenouth, Bill

Subject: RE: Peel Region Snow Storage Facilities - Indigenous Communities
Hi Trevor,

Thank you for confirming the potentially interested Indigenous communities.

Best regards,

Samantha Zandvliet

Environmental Planner, Impact Assessment and Permitting
D +1-905-390-2047

samantha.zandvliet@aecom.com

AECOM

45 Goderich Road, Suite 201
Hamilton, ON L8E 4W8, Canada
T +1-905-578-3040

aecom.com

Delivering a better world

LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram

From: Bell, Trevor (MECP) <Trevor.Bell@ontario.ca>

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2022 3:57 PM

To: Zandvliet, Samantha <Samantha.Zandvliet@aecom.com>

Cc: Grueneis, Karl <Karl.Grueneis@aecom.com>; Gray, Derek <Derek.Gray@aecom.com>; Trenouth, Bill
<bill.trenouth@aecom.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Peel Region Snow Storage Facilities - Indigenous Communities

Good afternoon,

The ministry has identified the following Indigenous communities that may have an interest in your
project:

e Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation
e Six Nations of the Grand River (Both the Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs Council and the
Haudenosaunee Development Institute).

Please note this is based on information currently available and could change as more information
becomes available.

Sincerely,

Trevor Bell | Regional Environmental Planner
Project Review Unit, Environmental Assessment Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks



5775 Yonge Street, 8t floor, Toronto ON, M2M 4]1
New Phone: 437-770-3731 | trevor.bell@ontario.ca

From: Bell, Trevor (MECP)

Sent: February 17, 2022 12:14 PM

To: Zandvliet, Samantha <Samantha.Zandvliet@aecom.com>

Cc: Grueneis, Karl <Karl.Grueneis@aecom.com>; Gray, Derek <Derek.Gray@aecom.com>; Trenouth, Bill
<bill.trenouth@aecom.com>

Subject: RE: Peel Region Snow Storage Facilities - Indigenous Communities

Thank you for your email. | sent a request for a list of potentially interested Indigenous communities
and I'll respond to you asap.

Thanks,
Trevor

Trevor Bell | Regional Environmental Planner
Project Review Unit, Environmental Assessment Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
5775 Yonge Street, 8% floor, Toronto ON, M2M 4]1

New Phone: 437-770-3731 | trevor.bell@ontario.ca

From: Zandvliet, Samantha <Samantha.Zandvliet@aecom.com>

Sent: February 16, 2022 12:16 PM

To: Bell, Trevor (MECP) <Trevor.Bell@ontario.ca>

Cc: Grueneis, Karl <Karl.Grueneis@aecom.com>; Gray, Derek <Derek.Gray@aecom.com>; Trenouth, Bill
<bill.trenouth@aecom.com>

Subject: Peel Region Snow Storage Facilities - Indigenous Communities

CAUTION -- EXTERNAL E-MAIL - Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender.
Hi Trevor,

AECOM has been retained by the Region of Peel to complete a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) for
the analysis and preliminary design of snow storage facilities on suitable Peel- and lower-tier municipally-owned
properties. The project is considered a Schedule A or pre-approved project, but we are following a process similar to
that of a Schedule B project. A long list of snow storage sites will be subject to a screening/evaluation exercise.
Confirmed, validated sites will be identified that will provide near and long-term snow storage solutions that are
environmentally sound and politically acceptable for the Region in order to safely dispose of any snow removed from
the Region’s roadways and facilities, while mitigating against undesirable environmental and operational impacts.

Please refer to the Region’s webpage for this project, which includes the attached site locations map for the potential
snow storage sites currently under consideration: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) study for Snow

Storage Sites.

At this time, we are requesting that MECP confirm the list of Indigenous Communities that may be interested in the
project so that we can include them on our study contact list and for information sharing purposes.

Please note that you will be circulated on future notifications for this project.



Thank you and we look forward to hearing from you.

Best regards,

Samantha Zandvliet

Environmental Planner, Impact Assessment and Permitting
D +1-905-390-2047

samantha.zandvliet@aecom.com

AECOM

45 Goderich Road, Suite 201
Hamilton, ON L8E 4W8, Canada
T +1-905-578-3040

aecom.com

Delivering a better world

LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram




From: Bell, Trevor (MECP) <Trevor.Bell@ontario.ca>

Sent: Thursday, December 29, 2022 3:08 PM

To: Banuri, Syeda

Cc: Battarino, Gavin (MECP); Dufresne, Tina (MECP); Zandvliet, Samantha

Subject: Peel Snow Storage Sites Analysis and Conceptual Design Project - Schedule B Municipal
Class EA

Attachments: MECP Response_Notice of Commencement_Snow Storage Sites Analysis and

Conceptual Design Project.pdf

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Good afternoon,

Please find attached a letter from the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks,
Environmental Assessment Branch, regarding the above mentioned project. Feel free to contact me
directly with any questions or concerns you may have.

Sincerely,

Trevor Bell | Regional Environmental Planner
Project Review Unit, Environmental Assessment Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
5775 Yonge Street, 8t floor, Toronto ON, M2M 4]1

New Phone: 437-770-3731 | trevor.bell@ontario.ca




Ministry of the Environment,
Conservation and Parks

Environmental Assessment Branch

1% Floor

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

Ministére de PEnvironnement, de la
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

Ontario

December 29, 2022

Syeda Banuri, M.Eng., P.Eng.
Project Manager

Region of Peel
syeda.banuri@peelregion.ca

BY EMAIL ONLY

Re:  Snow Storage Sites Analysis and Conceptual Design Project
Region of Peel
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
Notice of Study Commencement

Dear Ms. Banuri,

This letter is in response to the Notice of Commencement for the above noted project. The
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) acknowledges that the project is
following the approved environmental planning process for a Schedule B project under the
Municipal Engineers Association’s Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA).

The attached “Areas of Interest” document provides guidance regarding the ministry’s interests
with respect to the Class EA process. Please identify the areas of interest which are applicable
to the project and ensure they are addressed. Proponents who address all the applicable areas
of interest can minimize potential delays to the project schedule.

The Crown has a legal duty to consult Aboriginal communities when it has knowledge, real or
constructive, of the existence or potential existence of an Aboriginal or treaty right and
contemplates conduct that may adversely impact that right. Before authorizing this project, the
Crown must ensure that its duty to consult has been fulfilled, where such a duty is triggered.
Although the duty to consult with Aboriginal peoples is a duty of the Crown, the Crown may
delegate procedural aspects of this duty to project proponents while retaining oversight of the
consultation process.

The proposed project may have the potential to affect Aboriginal or treaty rights protected under
Section 35 of Canada’s Constitution Act 1982. Where the Crown’s duty to consult is triggered in
relation to the proposed project, the MECP is delegating the procedural aspects of rights-
based consultation to the proponent through this letter. The Crown intends to rely on the
delegated consultation process in discharging its duty to consult and maintains the right to
participate in the consultation process as it sees fit.


mailto:syeda.banuri@peelregion.ca

Based on information provided to date and the Crown's preliminary assessment the proponent
is required to consult with the following communities who have been identified as potentially
affected by the proposed project:

e Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation; and

e Six Nations of the Grand River (Both the Six Nations Elected Council and the
Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs Council (HCCC)/Haudenosaunee Development
Institute (HDI))

Steps that the proponent may need to take in relation to Aboriginal consultation for the proposed
project are outlined in the “Code of Practice for Consultation in Ontario’s Environmental
Assessment Process”.

Additional information related to Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Act is available online at:
www.ontario.ca/environmentalassessments

Please also refer to the attached document “A Proponent’s Introduction to the Delegation of
Procedural Aspects of consultation with Aboriginal Communities” for further information.

The proponent must contact the Director of Environmental Assessment Branch under the
following circumstances after initial discussions with the communities identified by MECP:

o Aboriginal or treaty rights impacts are identified to you by the communities;

e You have reason to believe that your proposed project may adversely affect an
Aboriginal or treaty right;

e Consultation with Indigenous communities or other stakeholders has reached an
impasse; or

e A Section 16 Order request is expected based on impacts to Aboriginal or treaty rights.

The MECP will then assess the extent of any Crown duty to consult for the circumstances and
will consider whether additional steps should be taken, including what role you will be asked to
play should additional steps and activities be required.

Once the report is finalized, the proponent must issue a Notice of Completion providing a
minimum 30-day period during which documentation may be reviewed and comment and input
can be submitted to the Proponent.

Please ensure that the Notice of Completion advises that outstanding concerns are to be directed
to the proponent for a response, and that in the event there are outstanding concerns regarding
potential adverse impacts to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights, Section 16
Order requests on those matters should be addressed in writing to:

Minister David Piccini

Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks
777 Bay Street, 5" Floor

Toronto ON M7A 233

minister.mecp@ontario.ca

and
Director, Environmental Assessment Branch


https://www.ontario.ca/document/consultation-ontarios-environmental-assessment-process
https://www.ontario.ca/document/consultation-ontarios-environmental-assessment-process
http://www.ontario.ca/environmentalassessments
mailto:minister.mecp@ontario.ca

Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks
135 St. Clair Ave. W, 1t Floor

Toronto ON, M4V 1P5

EABDirector@ontario.ca

Please note the project cannot proceed until at least 30 days after the end of the public review
period provided for in the Notice of Completion.

Further, the project may not proceed after this time if:

e a Section 16 Order request has been submitted to the ministry regarding potential adverse
impacts to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights; or
o the Director has issued a Notice of Proposed Order regarding the project.

The public can request a higher level of assessment on a project if they are concerned about
potential adverse impacts to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights. In addition, the
Minister may issue an order on his or her own initiative within a specified time period. The Director
will issue a Notice of Proposed Order to the proponent if the Minister is considering an order for
the project within 30 days after the conclusion of the comment period on the Notice of Completion.
At this time, the Director may request additional information from the proponent.

Once the requested information has been received, the Minister will have 30 days to make a
decision or impose conditions on your project.

A draft copy of the report should be sent to me prior to the filing of the final report, allowing a
minimum of 30 days for the ministry’s technical reviewers to provide comments.

Please also ensure a copy of the final notice is sent to the ministry’s Central Region EA
notification email account (eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca) after the report is finalized.

Should you or your project team members have any questions regarding the material above,
please contact me at trevor.bell@ontario.ca.

Sincerely,

‘/__4_
Trevor Bell
Regional Environmental Planner

CcC: Gavin Battarino, Supervisor (A), Project Review Unit, EAB, MECP
Tina Dufresne, Manager, Halton Peel District Office, MECP
Samantha Zandvliet, Environmental Planner, AECOM

Attachments: Areas of Interest
A Proponent’s Introduction to the Delegation of Procedural Aspects of
consultation with Aboriginal Communities


mailto:ClassEAnotices@ontario.ca
mailto:eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca

AREAS OF INTEREST
It is suggested that you check off each applicable area after you have considered / addressed it.

[] Species at Risk

The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks has now assumed responsibility of
Ontario’s Species at Risk program. For any questions related to subsequent permit
requirements, please contact SAROntario@ontario.ca.

O

Planning and Policy

o Ontario has released “A Place to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe
(2019)” which replaces the “Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (2017)”. More
information, including the Plan, is found here: https://www.placestogrow.ca.

o Parts of the study area may be subject to the A Place to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe (2019), Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan (2017), Niagara
Escarpment Plan (2017), Greenbelt Plan (2017) or Lake Simcoe Protection Plan (2014).
Applicable policies should be referenced in the report, and the proponent should describe
how the proposed project adheres to the relevant policies in these plans.

e The Provincial Policy Statement (2020) contains policies that protect Ontario’s natural
heritage and water resources. Applicable policies should be referenced in the report, and
the proponent should describe how the proposed project is consistent with these policies.

[J Source Water Protection (all projects)

The Clean Water Act, 2006 (CWA) aims to protect existing and future sources of drinking water.
To achieve this, several types of vulnerable areas have been delineated around surface water
intakes and wellheads for every municipal residential drinking water system that is located in a
source protection area. These vulnerable areas are known as a Wellhead Protection Areas
(WHPAs) and surface water Intake Protection Zones (IPZs). Other vulnerable areas that have
been delineated under the CWA include Highly Vulnerable Aquifers (HVAs), Significant
Groundwater Recharge Areas (SGRASs), Event-based modelling areas (EBAS), and Issues
Contributing Areas (ICAs). Source protection plans have been developed that include policies
to address existing and future risks to sources of municipal drinking water within these
vulnerable areas.

Projects that are subject to the Environmental Assessment Act that fall under a Class EA, or
one of the Regulations, have the potential to impact sources of drinking water if they occur in
designated vulnerable areas or in the vicinity of other at-risk drinking water systems (i.e.
systems that are not municipal residential systems). MEA Class EA projects may include
activities that, if located in a vulnerable area, could be a threat to sources of drinking water (i.e.
have the potential to adversely affect the quality or quantity of drinking water sources) and the
activity could therefore be subject to policies in a source protection plan. Where an activity
poses a risk to drinking water, policies in the local source protection plan may impact how or
where that activity is undertaken. Policies may prohibit certain activities, or they may require risk
management measures for these activities. Municipal Official Plans, planning decisions, Class
EA projects (where the project includes an activity that is a threat to drinking water) and


mailto:SAROntario@ontario.ca
https://www.placestogrow.ca/
https://www.ontario.ca/document/place-grow-growth-plan-greater-golden-horseshoe
https://www.ontario.ca/document/place-grow-growth-plan-greater-golden-horseshoe
https://www.ontario.ca/page/oak-ridges-moraine-conservation-plan-2017
https://www.escarpment.org/LandPlanning/NEP
https://www.escarpment.org/LandPlanning/NEP
https://www.ontario.ca/document/greenbelt-plan-2017/
https://www.ontario.ca/page/lake-simcoe-protection-plan
https://www.ontario.ca/page/provincial-policy-statement-2020

prescribed instruments must conform with policies that address significant risks to drinking
water and must have regard for policies that address moderate or low risks.

e In October 2015, the MEA Parent Class EA document was amended to include reference to
the Clean Water Act (Section A.2.10.6) and indicates that proponents undertaking a
Municipal Class EA project must identify early in their process whether a project is or could
potentially be occurring with a vulnerable area. Given this requirement, please include a
section in the report on source water protection.

o The proponent should identify the source protection area and should clearly
document how the proximity of the project to sources of drinking water (municipal or
other) and any delineated vulnerable areas was considered and assessed.
Specifically, the report should discuss whether or not the project is located in a
vulnerable area and provide applicable details about the area.

o If located in a vulnerable area, proponents should document whether any project
activities are prescribed drinking water threats and thus pose a risk to drinking water
(this should be consulted on with the appropriate Source Protection Authority).
Where an activity poses a risk to drinking water, the proponent must document and
discuss in the report how the project adheres to or has regard to applicable policies
in the local source protection plan. This section should then be used to inform and be
reflected in other sections of the report, such as the identification of net
positive/negative effects of alternatives, mitigation measures, evaluation of
alternatives etc.

¢ While most source protection plans focused on including policies for significant drinking
water threats in the WHPASs and IPZs it should be noted that even though source protection
plan policies may not apply in HVAs, these are areas where aquifers are sensitive and at
risk to impacts and within these areas, activities may impact the quality of sources of
drinking water for systems other than municipal residential systems.

¢ In order to determine if this project is occurring within a vulnerable area, proponents can use
this mapping tool: http://www.applications.ene.gov.on.ca/swp/en/index.php.The mapping
tool will also provide a link to the appropriate source protection plan in order to identify what
policies may be applicable in the vulnerable area.

o For further information on the maps or source protection plan policies which may relate to
their project, proponents must contact the appropriate source protection authority. Please
consult with the local source protection authority to discuss potential impacts on
drinking water. Please document the results of that consultation within the report and
include all communication documents/correspondence.

More Information

For more information on the Clean Water Act, source protection areas and plans, including
specific information on the vulnerable areas and drinking water threats, please refer to
Conservation Ontario’s website where you will also find links to the local source protection
plan/assessment report.

A list of the prescribed drinking water threats can be found in section 1.1 of Ontario Regulation
287/07 made under the Clean Water Act. In addition to prescribed drinking water threats, some
source protection plans may include policies to address additional “local” threat activities, as


http://www.applications.ene.gov.on.ca/swp/en/index.php
http://www.conservation-ontario.on.ca/uncategorised/143-otherswpregionsindex
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/070287#BK3
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/070287#BK3

approved by the MECP.

[J Climate Change

Ontario is leading the fight against climate change through the Climate Change Action Plan.
Recently released, the plan lays out the specific actions Ontario will take in the next five years to
meet its 2020 greenhouse gas reduction targets and establishes the framework necessary to
meet its long-term targets. As a commitment of the action plan, the province has now
finalized a guide, "Considering Climate Change in the Environmental Assessment Process"
(Guide).

The Guide is now a part of the Environmental Assessment program's Guides and Codes of
Practice. The Guide sets out the MECP's expectation for considering climate change in the
preparation, execution and documentation of environmental assessment studies and processes.
The guide provides examples, approaches, resources, and references to assist proponents with
consideration of climate change in EA. Proponents should review this Guide in detail.

¢ The MECP expects proponents to:

1. Consider during the assessment of alternative solutions and alternative designs, the
following:
a. the project's expected production of greenhouse gas emissions and impacts on
carbon sinks (climate change mitigation); and
b. resilience or vulnerability of the undertaking to changing climatic conditions
(climate change adaptation).
2. Include a discrete section in the report detailing how climate change was considered in
the EA.

How climate change is considered can be qualitative or quantitative in nature, and should be
scaled to the project’s level of environmental effect. In all instances, both a project's impacts
on climate change (mitigation) and impacts of climate change on a project (adaptation)
should be considered.

¢ The MECP has also prepared another guide to support provincial land use planning direction
related to the completion of energy and emission plans. The "Community Emissions
Reduction Planning: A Guide for Municipalities" document is designed to educate
stakeholders on the municipal opportunities to reduce energy and greenhouse gas
emissions, and to provide guidance on methods and techniques to incorporate consideration
of energy and greenhouse gas emissions into municipal activities of all types. We
encourage you to review the Guide for information.

[J Air Quality, Dust and Noise

o If there are sensitive receptors in the surrounding area of this project, an air quality/odour
impact assessment will be useful to evaluate alternatives, determine impacts and identify
appropriate mitigation measures. The scope of the assessment can be determined based on
the potential effects of the proposed alternatives, and typically includes source and receptor
characterization and a quantification of local air quality impacts on the sensitive receptors
and the environment in the study area. The assessment will compare to all applicable
standards or guidelines for all contaminants of concern. Please contact this office for



https://www.ontario.ca/page/climate-change-action-plan
https://www.ontario.ca/page/considering-climate-change-environmental-assessment-process
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/013-2083?_ga=2.113331267.532557834.1525694946-2101883328.1501507205
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/013-2083?_ga=2.113331267.532557834.1525694946-2101883328.1501507205

further consultation on the level of Air Quality Impact Assessment required for this
project if not already advised.

e If afull Air Quality Impact Assessment is not required for the project, the report
should still contain:

o Adiscussion of local air quality including existing activities/sources that significantly
impact local air quality and how the project may impact existing conditions;

o Adiscussion of the nearby sensitive receptors and the project’s potential air quality
impacts on present and future sensitive receptors;

o A discussion of local air quality impacts that could arise from this project during both
construction and operation; and

o A discussion of potential mitigation measures.

o As a common practice, “air quality” should be used an evaluation criterion for all road
projects.

¢ Dust and noise control measures should be addressed and included in the construction
plans to ensure that nearby residential and other sensitive land uses within the study area
are not adversely affected during construction activities.

e The MECP recommends that non-chloride dust-suppressants be applied. For a
comprehensive list of fugitive dust prevention and control measures that could be applied,
refer to Cheminfo Services Inc. Best Practices for the Reduction of Air Emissions from
Construction and Demolition Activities. report prepared for Environment Canada. March
2005.

e The report should consider the potential impacts of increased noise levels during the
operation of the completed project. The proponent should explore all potential measures to
mitigate significant noise impacts during the assessment of alternatives.

[J Ecosystem Protection and Restoration

e Any impacts to ecosystem form and function must be avoided where possible. The report
should describe any proposed mitigation measures and how project planning will protect
and enhance the local ecosystem.

e All natural heritage features should be identified and described in detail to assess potential
impacts and to develop appropriate mitigation measures. The following sensitive
environmental features may be located within or adjacent to the study area:

Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest (ANSIs)
Rare Species of flora or fauna

Watercourses

Wetlands

Woodlots

We recommend consulting with the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF),
Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) and your local conservation authority to determine if
special measures or additional studies will be necessary to preserve and protect these


http://www.bv.transports.gouv.qc.ca/mono/1173259.pdf
http://www.bv.transports.gouv.qc.ca/mono/1173259.pdf

sensitive features. In addition, you may consider the provisions of the Rouge Park
Management Plan if applicable.

[] Surface Water

e The report must include enough information to demonstrate that there will be no negative
impacts on the natural features or ecological functions of any watercourses within the study
area. Measures should be included in the planning and design process to ensure that any
impacts to watercourses from construction or operational activities (e.g. spills, erosion,
pollution) are mitigated as part of the proposed undertaking.

o Additional stormwater runoff from new pavement can impact receiving watercourses and
flood conditions. Quality and quantity control measures to treat stormwater runoff should be
considered for all new impervious areas and, where possible, existing surfaces. The
ministry’s Stormwater Management Planning and Design Manual (2003) should be
referenced in the report and utilized when designing stormwater control methods. A
Stormwater Management Plan should be prepared as part of the Class EA process
that includes:

e Strategies to address potential water quantity and erosion impacts related to
stormwater draining into streams or other sensitive environmental features, and to
ensure that adequate (enhanced) water quality is maintained

o Watershed information, drainage conditions, and other relevant background
information

e Future drainage conditions, stormwater management options, information on erosion
and sediment control during construction, and other details of the proposed works

¢ Information on maintenance and monitoring commitments.

e Ontario Regulation 60/08 under the Ontario Water Resources Act (OWRA) applies to the
Lake Simcoe Basin, which encompasses Lake Simcoe and the lands from which surface
water drains into Lake Simcoe. If the proposed sewage treatment plant is listed in Table 1 of
the regulation, the report should describe how the proposed project and its mitigation
measures are consistent with the requirements of this regulation and the OWRA.

e Any potential approval requirements for surface water taking or discharge should be
identified in the report. A Permit to Take Water (PTTW) under the OWRA will be required for
any water takings that exceed 50,000 L/day, except for certain water taking activities that
have been prescribed by the Water Taking EASR Regulation — O. Reg. 63/16. These
prescribed water-taking activities require registration in the EASR instead of a PTTW.
Please review the Water Taking User Guide for EASR for more information. Additionally, an
Environmental Compliance Approval under the OWRA is required for municipal stormwater
management works.

[0 Groundwater

e The status of, and potential impacts to any well water supplies should be addressed. If the
project involves groundwater takings or changes to drainage patterns, the quantity and
quality of groundwater may be affected due to drawdown effects or the redirection of
existing contamination flows. In addition, project activities may infringe on existing wells
such that they must be reconstructed or sealed and abandoned. Appropriate information to


https://dr6j45jk9xcmk.cloudfront.net/documents/1757/195-stormwater-planning-and-design-en.pdf
https://www.ontario.ca/page/water-taking-user-guide-environmental-activity-and-sector-registry
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define existing groundwater conditions should be included in the report.

If the potential construction or decommissioning of water wells is identified as an issue, the
report should refer to Ontario Regulation 903, Wells, under the OWRA.

Potential impacts to groundwater-dependent natural features should be addressed. Any
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.

Any potential approval requirements for groundwater taking or discharge should be
identified in the report. A Permit to Take Water (PTTW) under the OWRA will be required for
any water takings that exceed 50,000 L/day, with the exception of certain water taking
activities that have been prescribed by the Water Taking EASR Regulation — O. Reg. 63/16.
These prescribed water-taking activities require registration in the EASR instead of a PTTW.
Please review the Water Taking User Guide for EASR for more information.

Contaminated Soils

Since the removal or movement of soils may be required, appropriate tests to determine
contaminant levels from previous land uses or dumping should be undertaken. If the soils
are contaminated, you must determine how and where they are to be disposed of,
consistent with Part XV.1 of the Environmental Protection Act (EPA) and Ontario Regulation
153/04, Records of Site Condition, which details the new requirements related to site
assessment and clean up. Please contact the appropriate MECP District Office for further
consultation if contaminated sites are present.

Any current or historical waste disposal sites should be identified in the report. The status of
these sites should be determined to confirm whether approval pursuant to Section 46 of the
EPA may be required for land uses on former disposal sites.

The location of any underground storage tanks should be investigated in the report.
Measures should be identified to ensure the integrity of these tanks and to ensure an
appropriate response in the event of a spill. The ministry’s Spills Action Centre must be
contacted in such an event.

The report should identify any underground transmission lines in the study area. The owners
should be consulted to avoid impacts to this infrastructure, including potential spills.

Excess Materials Management
Activities involving the management of excess soil should be completed in accordance with

the MECP’s current guidance document titled “Management of Excess Soil — A Guide for
Best Management Practices” (2014).

All waste generated during construction must be disposed of in accordance with ministry
requirements


https://www.ontario.ca/page/water-taking-user-guide-environmental-activity-and-sector-registry
http://www.ontario.ca/document/management-excess-soil-guide-best-management-practices
http://www.ontario.ca/document/management-excess-soil-guide-best-management-practices
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Servicing and Facilities

Any facility that releases emissions to the atmosphere, discharges contaminants to ground
or surface water, provides potable water supplies, or stores, transports or disposes of waste
must have an Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA) before it can operate lawfully.
Please consult with the Environmental Approvals Access and Service Integration Branch
(EAASIB) to determine whether a new or amended ECA will be required for any proposed
infrastructure.

We recommend referring to the ministry’s environmental land use planning guides to ensure
that any potential land use conflicts are considered when planning for any infrastructure or
facilities related to wastewater, pipelines, landfills or industrial uses.

Mitigation and Monitoring

Contractors must be made aware of all environmental considerations so that all
environmental standards and commitments for both construction and operation are met.
Mitigation measures should be clearly referenced in the report and regularly monitored
during the construction stage of the project. In addition, we encourage proponents to
conduct post-construction monitoring to ensure all mitigation measures have been effective
and are functioning properly.

Design and construction reports and plans should be based on a best management
approach that centres on the prevention of impacts, protection of the existing environment,
and opportunities for rehabilitation and enhancement of any impacted areas.

The proponent’s construction and post-construction monitoring plans must be documented
in the report, as outlined in Section A.2.5 and A.4.1 of the MEA Class EA parent document.

Consultation

The report must demonstrate how the consultation provisions of the Class EA have been
fulfilled, including documentation of all stakeholder consultation efforts undertaken during
the planning process. This includes a discussion in the SR that identifies concerns that were
raised and describes how they have been addressed by the proponent throughout the
planning process. The Class EA also directs proponents to include copies of comments
submitted on the project by interested stakeholders, and the proponent’s responses to these
comments.

Class EA Process

The report should provide clear and complete documentation of the planning process in
order to allow for transparency in decision-making.

If this project is a Master Plan: there are several different approaches that can be used to
conduct a Master Plan, examples of which are outlined in Appendix 4 of the Class EA. The
Master Plan should clearly indicate the selected approach for conducting the plan, by
identifying whether the levels of assessment, consultation and documentation are sufficient
to fulfill the requirements for Schedule B or C projects. Please note that any Schedule B or
C projects identified in the plan would be subject to Section 16 Order requests under the

10
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Environmental Assessment Act, although the plan itself would not be.

The report must demonstrate how the consultation provisions of the Class EA have been
fulfilled, including documentation of all stakeholder consultation efforts undertaken during
the planning process. This includes a discussion in the report that identifies concerns that
were raised and describes how they have been addressed by the proponent throughout
the planning process. The Class EA also directs proponents to include copies of comments
submitted on the project by interested stakeholders, and the proponent’s responses to these
comments.

The Class EA requires the consideration of the effects of each alternative on all aspects of
the environment. The report should include a level of detail (e.g. hydrogeological
investigations, terrestrial and aquatic assessments) such that all potential impacts can be
identified, and appropriate mitigation measures can be developed. Any supporting studies
conducted during the Class EA process should be referenced and included as part of the
report.

Please include in the report a list of all subsequent permits or approvals that may be
required for the implementation of the preferred alternative, including but not limited to,
MECP’s PTTW, EASR Registrations, ECAs, and Species at Risk permits, Conservation
Authority permits, and approvals under the Impact Assessment Act, 2019.

Ministry guidelines and other information related to the issues above are available at
http://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/environment-and-energy. We encourage you
to review all the available guides and to reference any relevant information in the report.
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A PROPONENT’S INTRODUCTION TO THE DELEGATION OF PROCEDURAL ASPECTS
OF CONSULTATION WITH ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES

Definitions
The following definitions are specific to this document and may not apply in other contexts:

Aboriginal communities — the First Nation or Métis communities identified by the Crown for the purpose
of consultation.

Consultation — the Crown’s legal obligation to consult when the Crown has knowledge of an established
or asserted Aboriginal or treaty right and contemplates conduct that might adversely impact that right.
This is the type of consultation required pursuant to s. 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982. Note that this
definition does not include consultation with Aboriginal communities for other reasons, such as regulatory
requirements.

Crown — the Ontario Crown, acting through a particular ministry or ministries.

Procedural aspects of consultation — those portions of consultation related to the process of
consultation, such as notifying an Aboriginal community about a project, providing information about the
potential impacts of a project, responding to concerns raised by an Aboriginal community and proposing
changes to the project to avoid negative impacts.

Proponent — the person or entity that wants to undertake a project and requires an Ontario Crown
decision or approval for the project.

l. Purpose

The Crown has a legal duty to consult Aboriginal communities when it has knowledge of an
existing or asserted Aboriginal or treaty right and contemplates conduct that may adversely
impact that right. In outlining a framework for the duty to consult, the Supreme Court of Canada
has stated that the Crown may delegate procedural aspects of consultation to third parties. This
document provides general information about the Ontario Crown’s approach to delegation of the
procedural aspects of consultation to proponents.

This document is not intended to instruct a proponent about an individual project, and it does
not constitute legal advice.

II. Why is it Necessary to Consult with Aboriginal Communities?

The objective of the modern law of Aboriginal and treaty rights is the reconciliation of Aboriginal
peoples and non-Aboriginal peoples and their respective rights, claims and interests.
Consultation is an important component of the reconciliation process.

The Crown has a legal duty to consult Aboriginal communities when it has knowledge of an
existing or asserted Aboriginal or treaty right and contemplates conduct that might adversely
impact that right. For example, the Crown’s duty to consult is triggered when it considers
issuing a permit, authorization or approval for a project which has the potential to adversely
impact an Aboriginal right, such as the right to hunt, fish, or trap in a particular area.
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The scope of consultation required in particular circumstances ranges across a spectrum
depending on both the nature of the asserted or established right and the seriousness of the
potential adverse impacts on that right.

Depending on the particular circumstances, the Crown may also need to take steps to
accommodate the potentially impacted Aboriginal or treaty right. For example, the Crown may
be required to avoid or minimize the potential adverse impacts of the project.

lll. The Crown’s Role and Responsibilities in the Delegated Consultation Process

The Crown has the responsibility for ensuring that the duty to consult, and accommodate where
appropriate, is met. However, the Crown may delegate the procedural aspects of consultation to
a proponent.

There are different ways in which the Crown may delegate the procedural aspects of
consultation to a proponent, including through a letter, a memorandum of understanding,
legislation, regulation, policy and codes of practice.

If the Crown decides to delegate procedural aspects of consultation, the Crown will generally:

e Ensure that the delegation of procedural aspects of consultation and the responsibilities
of the proponent are clearly communicated to the proponent;

e ldentify which Aboriginal communities must be consulted;

e Provide contact information for the Aboriginal communities;

¢ Revise, as necessary, the list of Aboriginal communities to be consulted as new
information becomes available and is assessed by the Crown;

e Assess the scope of consultation owed to the Aboriginal communities;

¢ Maintain appropriate oversight of the actions taken by the proponent in fulfilling the
procedural aspects of consultation;

e Assess the adequacy of consultation that is undertaken and any accommodation that
may be required,;

¢ Provide a contact within any responsible ministry in case issues arise that require
direction from the Crown; and

¢ Participate in the consultation process as necessary and as determined by the Crown.

IV. The Proponent’s Role and Responsibilities in the Delegated Consultation Process

Where aspects of the consultation process have been delegated to a proponent, the Crown, in
meeting its duty to consult, will rely on the proponent’s consultation activities and documentation
of those activities. The consultation process informs the Crown’s decision of whether or not to
approve a proposed project or activity.

A proponent’s role and responsibilities will vary depending on a variety of factors including the
extent of consultation required in the circumstance and the procedural aspects of consultation
the Crown has delegated to it. Proponents are often in a better position than the Crown to
discuss a project and its potential impacts with Aboriginal communities and to determine ways
to avoid or minimize the adverse impacts of a project.
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A proponent can raise issues or questions with the Crown at any time during the consultation
process. If issues or concerns arise during the consultation that cannot be addressed by the
proponent, the proponent should contact the Crown.

a) What might a proponent be required to do in carrying out the procedural aspects of
consultation?

Where the Crown delegates procedural aspects of consultation, it is often the proponent’s
responsibility to provide notice of the proposed project to the identified Aboriginal communities.
The notice should indicate that the Crown has delegated the procedural aspects of consultation
to the proponent and should include the following information:

e adescription of the proposed project or activity;

e mapping;

e proposed timelines;

e details regarding anticipated environmental and other impacts;
e details regarding opportunities to comment; and

e any changes to the proposed project that have been made for seasonal conditions or
other factors, where relevant.

Proponents should provide enough information and time to allow Aboriginal communities to
provide meaningful feedback regarding the potential impacts of the project. Depending on the
nature of consultation required for a project, a proponent also may be required to:

e provide the Crown with copies of any consultation plans prepared and an opportunity to
review and comment;

e ensure that any necessary follow-up discussions with Aboriginal communities take place
in a timely manner, including to confirm receipt of information, share and update
information and to address questions or concerns that may arise;

e as appropriate, discuss with Aboriginal communities potential mitigation measures
and/or changes to the project in response to concerns raised by Aboriginal communities;

e use language that is accessible and not overly technical, and translate material into
Aboriginal languages where requested or appropriate;

e bear the reasonable costs associated with the consultation process such as, but not
limited to, meeting hall rental, meal costs, document translation(s), or to address
technical & capacity issues;

e provide the Crown with all the details about potential impacts on established or asserted
Aboriginal or treaty rights, how these concerns have been considered and addressed by
the proponent and the Aboriginal communities and any steps taken to mitigate the
potential impacts;

e provide the Crown with complete and accurate documentation from these meetings and
communications; and

o notify the Crown immediately if an Aboriginal community not identified by the Crown
approaches the proponent seeking consultation opportunities.

b) What documentation and reporting does the Crown need from the proponent?

14



Proponents should keep records of all communications with the Aboriginal communities
involved in the consultation process and any information provided to these Aboriginal
communities.

As the Crown is required to assess the adequacy of consultation, it needs documentation to
satisfy itself that the proponent has fulfilled the procedural aspects of consultation delegated to
it. The documentation required would typically include:

e the date of meetings, the agendas, any materials distributed, those in attendance and
copies of any minutes prepared;

¢ the description of the proposed project that was shared at the meeting;

e any and all concerns or other feedback provided by the communities;

e any information that was shared by a community in relation to its asserted or established
Aboriginal or treaty rights and any potential adverse impacts of the proposed activity,
approval or disposition on such rights;

e any proposed project changes or mitigation measures that were discussed, and
feedback from Aboriginal communities about the proposed changes and measures;

e any commitments made by the proponent in response to any concerns raised, and
feedback from Aboriginal communities on those commitments;

e copies of correspondence to or from Aboriginal communities, and any materials
distributed electronically or by mail;

¢ information regarding any financial assistance provided by the proponent to enable
participation by Aboriginal communities in the consultation;

e periodic consultation progress reports or copies of meeting notes if requested by the
Crown;

e asummary of how the delegated aspects of consultation were carried out and the
results; and

e asummary of issues raised by the Aboriginal communities, how the issues were
addressed and any outstanding issues.

In certain circumstances, the Crown may share and discuss the proponent’s consultation record
with an Aboriginal community to ensure that it is an accurate reflection of the consultation
process.

¢) Will the Crown require a proponent to provide information about its commercial
arrangements with Aboriginal communities?

The Crown may require a proponent to share information about aspects of commercial
arrangements between the proponent and Aboriginal communities where the arrangements:

¢ include elements that are directed at mitigating or otherwise addressing impacts of the
project;

¢ include securing an Aboriginal community’s support for the project; or

e may potentially affect the obligations of the Crown to the Aboriginal communities.

The proponent should make every reasonable effort to exempt the Crown from confidentiality

provisions in commercial arrangements with Aboriginal communities to the extent necessary to
allow this information to be shared with the Crown.
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The Crown cannot guarantee that information shared with the Crown will remain confidential.
Confidential commercial information should not be provided to the Crown as part of the
consultation record if it is not relevant to the duty to consult or otherwise required to be
submitted to the Crown as part of the regulatory process.

V. What are the Roles and Responsibilities of Aboriginal Communities’ in the
Consultation Process?

Like the Crown, Abariginal communities are expected to engage in consultation in good faith.
This includes:

responding to the consultation notice;

engaging in the proposed consultation process;

providing relevant documentation;

clearly articulating the potential impacts of the proposed project on Aboriginal or treaty
rights; and

o discussing ways to mitigates any adverse impacts.

Some Aboriginal communities have developed tools, such as consultation protocols, policies or
processes that provide guidance on how they would prefer to be consulted. Although not legally
binding, proponents are encouraged to respect these community processes where it is
reasonable to do so. Please note that there is no obligation for a proponent to pay a fee to an
Aboriginal community in order to enter into a consultation process.

To ensure that the Crown is aware of existing community consultation protocols, proponents
should contact the relevant Crown ministry when presented with a consultation protocol by an
Aboriginal community or anyone purporting to be a representative of an Aboriginal community.

VI. What if More Than One Provincial Crown Ministry is Involved in Approving a
Proponent’s Project?

Depending on the project and the required permits or approvals, one or more ministries may
delegate procedural aspects of the Crown’s duty to consult to the proponent. The proponent
may contact individual ministries for guidance related to the delegation of procedural aspects of
consultation for ministry-specific permits/approvals required for the project in question.
Proponents are encouraged to seek input from all involved Crown ministries sooner rather than
later.
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From: Gray, Derek

Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 10:58 AM

To: ghazanfar.mohammad@brampton.ca; bino.varghese@brampton.ca;
tim.gallagher@mississauga.ca; tim.manley@caledon.ca

Cc: Grueneis, Karl; Zandvliet, Samantha; Trenouth, Bill; Waz, Anna; Banuri, Syeda

Subject: Peel Snow Storage Sites - 13-4007B and 60646784

Attachments: 60646748_PSS_Sites1t09_20210223.pdf

Good morning, | hope this email finds you well.

I’'m reaching out on behalf of Syeda Banuri from the Region of Peel (Peel), whom most of you have dealt with previously
for snow storage sites across the Region. AECOM has been retained by Peel as their consultant to undertake and
complete the necessary studies to evaluate and validate the functional snow storage opportunities at the selected Peel
(and one Caledon) owned properties for the near and long-term from an environmental, social, economic and technical
perspective. The project will follow a similar planning process as the Schedule “B” Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment (EA) process although it is considered a Schedule “A” or pre-approved project.

| wanted to reach out to you at this time to provide preliminary introductions and advise you of the current status of the
project. | am the designated project manager and will be supported by Bill Trenouth, who is our deputy project
manager/LID/SWM Lead and Karl Grueneis our EA lead. Both are cc’d in this email, along with Anna Waz and Samantha
Zandvliet who are supporting the project.

You may recall from previous discussions with Syeda that a total of nine sites were identified during a preliminary
internal screening completed by Peel Staff to be included in this study. The nine sites are represented in the attached
Map package. Please note that the information presented in the attached is preliminary and is intended to facilitate
meaningful discussions with stakeholders. Information for each site will continue to evolve as the project progresses and
will be revised/refined through your input.

Since this work will be proceeding as a Schedule ‘B’ EA, the scope of work includes a myriad of studies including - but not
limited to - the natural environment, archaeology, cultural heritage, hydrogeological, geotechnical and contaminated
site assessment, source protection, subsurface utility investigations, topographic survey, fluvial geomorphology,
stormwater, and traffic management along with public and agency consultation. It is anticipated that four or five of the
sites will be validated and selected to proceed to preliminary design, which will also be completed through this
assighment.

Recently, construction was completed at one of the Region’s first snow storage sites along Charleston Sideroad west of
Main Street/Cataract Road in Caledon. This site which was designed by AECOM and included a bioswale to manage both
water quality and quantity from the site, in addition to treating snowmelt.

At this time we are currently wading through a significant amount of data that Peel has provided us for the nine sites
and reaching out to other stakeholders. Given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic our field program is being carefully
considered to ensure the health and safety of staff at AECOM, Peel and other external stakeholders.

The plan is to set up a meeting with you in the not too distant future to review the sites and the project.

If you have any questions or concerns I’'m available at your convenience. The best way to reach me is via email.

Stay well,



Derek R. Gray, P.Eng., A.A.E

Manager, Water Resources and Resiliency
derek.gray@aecom.com

Cell # 416 452 5390

AZCOM

5090 Explorer Drive
Suite 1000
Mississauga, Ontario
LAW 4X6

www.aecom.com

Imagine it. Delivered.
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From: Gray, Derek

Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 10:58 AM

To: ghazanfar.mohammad@brampton.ca; bino.varghese@brampton.ca;
tim.gallagher@mississauga.ca; tim.manley@caledon.ca

Cc: Grueneis, Karl; Zandvliet, Samantha; Trenouth, Bill; Waz, Anna; Banuri, Syeda

Subject: Peel Snow Storage Sites - 13-4007B and 60646784

Attachments: 60646748_PSS_Sites1t09_20210223.pdf

Good morning, | hope this email finds you well.

I’'m reaching out on behalf of Syeda Banuri from the Region of Peel (Peel), whom most of you have dealt with previously
for snow storage sites across the Region. AECOM has been retained by Peel as their consultant to undertake and
complete the necessary studies to evaluate and validate the functional snow storage opportunities at the selected Peel
(and one Caledon) owned properties for the near and long-term from an environmental, social, economic and technical
perspective. The project will follow a similar planning process as the Schedule “B” Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment (EA) process although it is considered a Schedule “A” or pre-approved project.

| wanted to reach out to you at this time to provide preliminary introductions and advise you of the current status of the
project. | am the designated project manager and will be supported by Bill Trenouth, who is our deputy project
manager/LID/SWM Lead and Karl Grueneis our EA lead. Both are cc’d in this email, along with Anna Waz and Samantha
Zandvliet who are supporting the project.

You may recall from previous discussions with Syeda that a total of nine sites were identified during a preliminary
internal screening completed by Peel Staff to be included in this study. The nine sites are represented in the attached
Map package. Please note that the information presented in the attached is preliminary and is intended to facilitate
meaningful discussions with stakeholders. Information for each site will continue to evolve as the project progresses and
will be revised/refined through your input.

Since this work will be proceeding as a Schedule ‘B’ EA, the scope of work includes a myriad of studies including - but not
limited to - the natural environment, archaeology, cultural heritage, hydrogeological, geotechnical and contaminated
site assessment, source protection, subsurface utility investigations, topographic survey, fluvial geomorphology,
stormwater, and traffic management along with public and agency consultation. It is anticipated that four or five of the
sites will be validated and selected to proceed to preliminary design, which will also be completed through this
assighment.

Recently, construction was completed at one of the Region’s first snow storage sites along Charleston Sideroad west of
Main Street/Cataract Road in Caledon. This site which was designed by AECOM and included a bioswale to manage both
water quality and quantity from the site, in addition to treating snowmelt.

At this time we are currently wading through a significant amount of data that Peel has provided us for the nine sites
and reaching out to other stakeholders. Given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic our field program is being carefully
considered to ensure the health and safety of staff at AECOM, Peel and other external stakeholders.

The plan is to set up a meeting with you in the not too distant future to review the sites and the project.

If you have any questions or concerns I’'m available at your convenience. The best way to reach me is via email.

Stay well,



Derek R. Gray, P.Eng., A.A.E

Manager, Water Resources and Resiliency
derek.gray@aecom.com

Cell # 416 452 5390

AZCOM

5090 Explorer Drive
Suite 1000
Mississauga, Ontario
LAW 4X6

www.aecom.com

Imagine it. Delivered.
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