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From:
Report:
Date:

Sandra Austin, Director Corporate Policy and Strategic Initiatives
#2019-INFO-39
June 14, 2019

Subject:
Durham Region Response to Modernizing Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Program
Discussion Paper – Environmental Registry of Ontario (ERO) Number 013-5102
Recommendation:
Receive for information
Report:
1.

Purpose

1.1

To inform Regional Council of the submission made by Regional staff on the
discussion paper on Modernizing Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Program.

2.

Background

2.1

On April 25, 2019 the Province posted the discussion paper on the ERO for public
review and comment until May 25, 2019. Because of the short time frame for
commenting and the need for a multi-department review, Regional staff prepared a
submission responding to the questions in the discussion paper. The responses
are based on established Regional positions, best practices and staff’s experience
with the existing process.

2.2

Staff from the CAO’s Office, Corporate Services – Legal, Durham Region Transit,
Planning and Economic Development and Works participated in the review and
compilation of the submission.

2.3

Staff from the Works Department have also participated in the ongoing review of
the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process being conducted by the
Municipal Engineers Association and support changes being proposed through that
sectoral process. This was noted in the submission.
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2.4

Regional staff also participated in the development of the submission by the
Regional Public Works Commissioners of Ontario on the discussion paper.

3.

Conclusion

3.1

The submission (Attachment 1) was sent to the Ministry of the Environment
Conservation and Parks on May 25, 2019 via e-mail from the CAO’s Office.

3.2

For additional information, contact: Christine Drimmie, Manager, Corporate
Initiatives at 905-668-7711, extension 2029.

4.

Attachments
Attachment #1:

Region of Durham Response to ERO # 013-5102, Modernizing
Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Program Discussion
Paper.

Respectfully submitted,
Original signed by:
Sandra Austin
Director, Corporate Policy and Strategic Initiatives

May 24, 2019

The Regional
Municipality of
Durham
Office of the Chief
Administrative Officer
605 Rossland Rd. E.
Level 5
PO Box 623
Whitby, ON L1N 6A3
Canada

905-668-7711
1-800-372-1102
Fax: 905-668-1567
durham.ca
Elaine Baxter-Trahair
B.M.Edu., MBA
Chief Administrative
Officer

Sharifa Wyndham-Nguyen
Client Services and Permissions Branch
135 St. Clair Avenue West
1st Floor
Toronto, ON M4V 1P5
Via Email: eamondernization.mecp@ontario.ca
Dear Ms. Wyndham-Nguyen,
RE:

Environmental Registry of Ontario Number 013-5102
Modernizing Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Program

Please find attached a response prepared by Region of Durham staff on
the changes to the Environmental Assessment Act proposed in Bill 108
and the discussion paper on Modernizing Ontario’s Environmental
Assessment Program. We appreciate the efforts being made to improve
the process.
To meet the commenting deadline, the attached submission outlining our
response has not yet been reviewed by Regional Council which does not
meet again until May 29. The comments on the discussion paper will be
shared with Regional Council at a future date. A 30-day consultation
period is insufficient for the Region to respond with thorough, Councilendorsed advice and comments.
While we value the opportunity to comment, we respectfully suggest that a
longer consultation period is required to allow for meaningful consultation
on major changes to provincial policy and processes.
Respectfully submitted,
Original signed by
Elaine Baxter-Trahair
Chief Administrative Officer
Attachment 1: Region of Durham Response to the Modernizing Ontario’s
Environmental Assessment Program Discussion Paper

If you require this information in an accessible format, please contact C. Drimmie at 1-800-372-1102 ext. 2029

cc:

Hon. Rod Phillips, Minister of Environment, Conservation and
Parks
Hon. John Yakabuski, Minister of Natural Resources and
Forestry
Hon. Peter Bethlenfalvy, MPP (Pickering/Uxbridge)
Lorne Coe, MPP (Whitby)
Jennifer French, MPP (Oshawa)
Lindsey Park, MPP (Durham)
Hon. Laurie Scott, MPP (Haliburton/Kawartha Lakes/Brock)
David Piccini, MPP (Northumberland-Peterborough South)
Brian Bridgeman, Region of Durham
John Presta, Region of Durham
Ralph Walton, Region of Durham

Region of Durham Response to ERO# 013-5102

May 24, 2019

Region of Durham Responses to the Modernizing Ontario’s
Environmental Assessment Program Discussion Paper
General comments on the Discussion Paper
The discussion paper states that the Environmental Assessment (EA) Act, which has
remained much the same for 50 years, is now “discouraging job creators from coming to
Ontario to do business” but provides no statistics or evidence to support this. Such an
analysis would be valuable in pointing out the specific aspects of the act that are
problematic. This assertion is also of interest since the paper states (on page 2) that the
EA Act “generally applies to projects by provincial ministries, municipalities and public
bodies. Some private sector applicants may be required by regulation to complete an
EA or they may voluntarily do so”.
The stated objective of the review is modernizing and expediting the EA process and
“protecting what Ontarians care about” which is not specified in the EA context.
Ensuring protection of the environment is not listed as a specific priority of the review.

Comments on Early Actions included in Bill 108
With respect to changes to the Environmental Assessment Act already included in Bill
108 the Region offers the following comments.
Re: Amending an approved Environmental Assessment (EA)
Once an approval is granted by a Minister, after years of EA study, there should need to
be compelling new information for that approval to be rescinded. At some point, a
decision needs to be considered final so that the proponents can invest in their project
with confidence. This level of certainty aligns with the current government’s desire to
“make Ontario open for business”.
The new process for amending an approved EA includes a requirement to provide
adequate public notice that the Minister is making an amendment and opportunity for
the public to comment. The Minister is to give written reasons to the proponent and
others as advisable. These written reasons should be published on the Environmental
Registry of Ontario at the same time the decision is provided to the proponent.
Re: Timeliness of Part II Order decisions
Within the amendments to the section relating to a Part II order, the Minister can order
more studies under Section 16 only if it relates to a protection of rights of aboriginal
peoples or a prescribed matter of provincial importance. The Minister’s ability to order or
require a proponent to provide more studies or information related to the undertaking
1
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should be related to the specific issue raised in the Part II Order, not a review of the
entire project.
The Region agrees that the Minister and Ministry should also be subject to strict
timelines in the delivery of decisions, especially where significant public investments by
other entities are being put in limbo by the lack of decision.
Some further analysis of the Part II order statistics presented on page 12 of the
discussion paper would be valuable in knowing how best to amend this process. In five
years with 172 requests, only one bump-up was granted and 65 requests were denied
with conditions. Do the conditions imposed indicate a common gap in the EA process?
In addition, how many requests went undecided within six months of a proponent
responding with all needed submissions? How many of the undecided requests were
holding up private sector proponents?
The Minister should immediately provide written reasons if he/she does not meet the
deadline for decision on a Part II order.

Responses to Discussion Paper Questions
Issue 1: Ensure better alignment between level of assessment and level of
environmental risk of a project
Consultation Questions
What kind of projects should require environmental assessment in Ontario? (i.e. be on a
project list)
Ontario already uses lists of projects that qualify for existing sector-based class EAs. If
Ontario further adopts a project list approach as is used at the federal level, it should
include that projects that fall below the threshold for federal EAs but are still at high to
medium risk of creating significant effects in the provincial context.
These projects could be mandated for an EA at the Provincial level or subject to a
screening process to identify the type of EA required. Key factors in this determination
could be scale, scope, complexity, geographic context, impacts on Indigenous peoples
and lands, impacts on municipalities, duration of the activity, range of alternatives
considered, and level of risk and uncertainty related to the activity.
As a Durham-specific example, decommissioning of nuclear generating stations is not
currently on the federal project list. The decommissioning of nuclear plants in an
urbanized area is uncharted territory in Canada. Because of this uniqueness, as well as
the large scale, high risk, lengthy duration and geographic context of the project, it
should be subject to individual environmental assessment of the impacts on the natural
environment and socio-economic effects.
2
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Given that the federal list is in transition, the Province could press for integrated one
window assessments on any projects that may be included on both the federal and
provincial lists.
The Province could establish lists for
a) projects that always require individual EAs (e.g. nuclear undertakings);
b) projects that require sector-based class EAs with clearly defined project
descriptions;
c) clearly defined projects that are exempt from class EAs due to their local nature
and low risks; and
d) other projects to be screened using a criteria-based questionnaire (e.g. scope,
scale, geographic context, risk, potential impact, frequency of similar activity in
the area) to qualify a project for a streamlined class EA process.
There should be no distinction between public and private projects. If they are likely to
have an environmental impact, they should be subject to a screening process to
determine EA requirements appropriately aligned with the level of risk involved.
Where an EA for a private sector activity is integrated with a land use planning process,
the process must maintain the community’s ability to identify their needs and impose
normal planning conditions, standards and bylaws.
If Ontario opts not to adopt a list approach, the need for and complexity of an
environmental assessment process for a given project could be based the proponent’s
response to an automated, online version of the screening tool described in part d
above.
The application of a screening tool to current Class EA projects might allow for specific
projects that are currently in the Class EA Schedule B or C lists, for example, to be
identified as low risk and be exempted or qualify for a streamlined process. This would
align with the direction of Regional Council’s motion of January 16, 2019 requesting the
Province to dispense with Class Environmental Assessments for expansion of existing
roads.
With respect to projects at a local and regional level, we recommend that all changes
related to transportation, water and wastewater projects be determined via the
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) document utilizing the workshops
already established between the Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) and the
Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP).
Are there some types of projects where a streamlined assessment process is
appropriate?
Nuclear undertakings should be on both the federal and provincial lists but fully
coordinated so that all environmental and socio-economic factors are considered
(federal jurisdiction plus provincial jurisdiction) in a single set of studies for the project.
3
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With respect to larger regional projects, some waste and transportation projects that
currently do not fall under the streamlined process could possibly be reassessed
through the MEA and MECP workshop to determine the feasibility of streamlining some
projects. The streamlined process now used for transit projects (TPAP) could potentially
be adapted and applied to other sectors.
Waste management projects with well understood, mitigated or low risk environmental
impacts should be added to the Class EA list.
The Region supports exempting very low risk projects so that Ministry staff can
concentrate on processing higher risk projects.

Issue 2: Avoid duplication between environmental assessments and other
planning and approvals processes
Consultation Question

What could a one-project-one-review process look like for projects in Ontario subject to
both provincial and federal requirements?
The Region is very supportive of the one-project-one-review process. Continued
consultation with the MEA, MECP, consultants and federal government staff through the
workshops to determine how to improve upon the current harmonization process would
be a starting point.
As a longer-term goal, Ontario could create an integrated, and streamlined system of
environmental assessment and approval processes, including those that are currently
administered under separate acts and regulations. For example, approvals of aggregate
operations are administered under the Aggregate Resources Act. An integrated system
would ensure that all approvals are handled consistently, guided by shared principles
and approaches, and up-to-date science.
One example where duplication could be reduced is within the rigorous MECP
Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA) process that grants operating approvals to
waste management projects of all types and sizes. As part of the ECA application
process, proponents must demonstrate that their project will meet strict Ministry
requirements for air, water and waste emissions. ECA applications for waste projects
are also provided by the Ministry to the local municipality for review. ECAs also include
requirements for ongoing environmental monitoring and reporting that can be redundant
with those placed in EA Notices to Proceed. The evaluation of impacts in an EA
currently goes beyond environmental issues for items such as visual or social/cultural or
economic assessment. The EA should focus on impacts to land, air and water.
Evaluating alternatives and sites should focus on meeting municipal zoning
requirements and regulatory limits. If the proposed project will meet the regulatory
requirements, the proponent should be allowed to select the technology and location
that meets the business need of the project.
4
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If the intent of the EA is to ensure adequate public consultation, this requirement can be
met via a streamlined process that is conducted in parallel with the ECA application
process. This would reduce duplication of effort by the Ministry and the proponent.
Once the proponent commits to meeting the regulatory requirements, any requests for
bump-ups should not be approved.
When full Environmental Assessments are conducted, the proponent will frequently
evaluate scenarios to meet the immediate operating needs of the project and scenarios
that meet anticipated expansion needs for the future. However, only the immediate
operating needs are approved in an EA. Future requests for facility expansion should
acknowledge the long-term evaluation already completed and be conducted under an
abbreviated or streamlined process.

Issue 3: Redundancy with provincial processes
Consultation Questions

Can you identify any other examples of provincial processes that could be better
integrated?
The Region recognizes some overlap between the municipal planning process and the
Municipal Class EA process for municipal infrastructure projects. However, if EAs for
major infrastructure, such as new arterial or collector roads in a new development area,
are no longer required, alignments for key road corridors may become fragmented if we
rely solely on the Planning Act development application process. Operating under this
process, developers typically deal only with sections of arterial or collector roads inside
their lands. The municipality deals with sections outside the proposed development
boundaries. Developer decisions on roads that yield the most units or least cost within
their lands may lead to road alignments that do not adequately consider flow,
connectivity and safety of the road network outside of their lands.
As a streamlined process, the Municipal Class EA process already contains an
integrated approach, which combines the requirements of a Planning Act and Class EA
process simultaneously.
There are other examples of multiple overlapping provincial ministry processes which
could be candidates for integration. For example, requirements under the Clean Water
Act administered by the MECP, for source protection policies and risk management
plans overlap with programs and processes required under other Acts, ministries,
municipalities and agencies including TSSA, OMAFRA, MMAH and MNRF.
The Clean Water Act, the Planning Act, the Greenbelt Plan, Oak Ridges Moraine Plan,
and Lake Simcoe Protection Plan, ECA approvals, Renewable Energy approvals,
aggregate removal approvals, official plans, zoning and other bylaws are all attempts at
various scales to manage or minimize the impact of human activities on the landscape.
5
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Navigating these many layers can be costly and time consuming for property owners as
well as municipalities implementing projects through EA or other processes.
What other actions can the ministry take to eliminate duplicative or redundant processes
or approvals?
Many approval processes share similar objectives of understanding, avoiding, reducing
or mitigating and monitoring the environmental impacts, as a basis for approving or
denying an application. The Province should examine whether each Act or regulation
needs its own process. The Region would support eliminating duplicate legislation or
programs that overlap existing processes which could free resources to process EA
applications faster.

Issue 4: Find efficiencies in the environmental assessment process and
related planning and approvals processes to shorten the timing from start
to finish.
Consultation Questions

What could a coordinated one-window approach look like for Ontario projects?
The Region fully supports the one-window approach. The initial ideas suggested by the
Province provide a good start if the resources are made available.
Can you identify any areas in the environmental assessment process that could be
better streamlined with the municipal planning process or with other provincial
processes?
Historically it has not been the process that has delayed the timelines but the lack of
resources available to complete timely reviews.
The Region supports clear and less redundant wording between various legislative
requirements to have better, more streamlined coordination of reviews.
What advantages and disadvantages do you see with the ministry’s environmental
assessment process being the one-window for other approval/permit processes?
The advantages of a one window approach would be streamlining the projects, allowing
for the establishment of a critical path and what permits/approvals will be required at the
beginning and through the progress updates on the project (i.e. communication plan) as
well as improved timeliness.
The only potential disadvantage is that of the public process, with the permits and
approvals being public documents or going through the public process. If the proposed
changes to the Part II Order Request process will eliminate the frivolous claims, this
comment would be moot.
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Issue 5: Setting Expectations
Consultation Questions

What areas of the environmental assessment program could benefit from clearer
guidance from the ministry?
The Region supports the clarity provided with the Climate Change Guidance Document.
An issue that has been coming up on transportation projects is the MECP asking for an
air quality assessment for the recommended alternative of an EA. This makes sense for
transit project. However, in our opinion doing air quality assessments for road
transportation projects is costly, time consuming and has limited value as it will not
impact the decision making. We would appreciate if this requirement be eliminated for
road projects.
What other actions can we take to reduce delays and provide certainty on timelines for
environmental assessment?
The Region will reiterate that continued work through the MEA and on the workshops
with those in the industry, digital submissions, and providing sufficient resources to
undertake the reviews at the various agency levels is key.
Setting clear expectations, timelines and deliverables at the beginning of an EA
process, whether through Terms of Reference, the screening tool results, or clear Class
EA descriptions, should help reduce pauses to seek additional information later in the
process.
With respect to the Part II Order Request submissions, the Minister is asked to focus
only on the specific request versus review of the entire project.
If the Minister has not decided for an extended period (> 1 year) due to the complexity
of a project, the Province may want to have an option available for the Minister to refer
the Part II Order Request to the Environmental Review Tribunal for decision within a set
timeframe. This process has been used in the past within the Class EA process (e.g. for
a Part II Order request on the Ajax Water Supply Plant EA) and provides an avenue for
complex issues and decisions to be resolved by an expert panel.

Issue 6: Using Sector-based terms of reference
Consultation Questions

What are the advantages and disadvantages of using a sector-based terms of
reference?
For local and Regional projects, the MCEA document has already defined the projects
using a sector-based terms of reference. This approach is acceptable and better defines
the projects in the acceptable class and schedules as appropriate. As a disadvantage,
the local and regional approach is not as transferrable to the provincial EA program.
7
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Issue 7: Reducing Timelines
Consultation Question

Are there other ways we could improve our review timelines?
Ensure the resources are available to complete the project reviews and provide for
online submissions, agency review (online tracking mechanism with project portal so all
engaged on project can view) and online payments.

Issue 8: Go Digital by permitting online submissions
Consultation Questions

How would you like to be consulted on environmental assessment projects?
Digital communications, emails, social media, being able to register for email updates
on specific projects of interest is a good approach. Projects within or near an area so
use of maps is a great tool.
Would an online environmental assessment registry be helpful for you in submitting an
environmental assessment or accessing environmental assessment information?
The Region would be very supportive of this approach.
While EA approvals often require outcome monitoring, proponents generally are
monitoring only the site of the project. A one window approach could link to a results
database at the Province. With open data, it would provide opportunities to study,
model and understand broader area, cumulative or long-term impacts of hundreds of
routine approvals.
What type(s) of environmental assessment project information would you like to access
online?
Public consultation needs to be modernized in recognition of the outreach provided by
social media. Disseminating information and soliciting input to the project can be
enhanced through the internet. The government should assume that the majority of the
population has access to the internet.
For local or regional projects, a digital portal that would allow submissions and online
tracking of provincial/federal review. In addition, this portal would allow for
sharing/uploading of documents for comments and input.
Are there any existing online tools that would be appropriate to use for environmental
assessment information?
No Comment.
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Sandra Austin, Director, Corporate Policy and Strategic Initiatives
#2019-INFO-40
June 14, 2019

From:
Report:
Date:
Subject:

Durham Region Response to Discussion Papers on Proposed Federal Impact
Assessment Act
Recommendation:
Receive for information
Report:
1.

Purpose

1.1

To inform Regional Council of the submissions made by Regional staff on two
federal discussion papers outlining regulations proposed under Bill C-69, the
Impact Assessment Act:
a.
b.

The Discussion Paper on the Proposed Project List
The Discussion Paper on Information Requirements and Time Management
Regulatory Proposal

1.2

The two papers were posted on www.impactassesmentregulations.ca for public
review and comment on May 1, 2019. The deadline for comments was May 31,
2019.

2.

Background

2.1

Bill C-69, the Impact Assessment Act (IAA), is progressing through the federal
legislative process and is currently under review by the Senate. The key
elements of the Act are to repeal the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act
(CEAA) and replaces it with the IAA and the Canadian Energy Regulator Act.

2.2

The IAA names the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada as the authority
responsible for impact assessments and outlines “a process for assessing the
environmental, health, social and economic effects of designated projects with a
view to preventing certain adverse effects and fostering sustainability”. For more
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details on the contents of Bill C-69, a legislative summary is available on
the website of the Parliament of Canada.
2.3

The Bill also repeals the National Energy Board Act, amends the Navigation
Protection Act and renames it the Canadian Navigable Waters Act and makes
consequential amendments to other acts.

2.4

Regional staff from Durham Region Transit, Planning and Economic
Development and Works Departments and Corporate Services - Legal
Services participated in the development of the attached submissions.

2.5

The Region has previously participated in the consultation process on the
proposals to move to a new impact assessment with submissions to Natural
Resources Canada in 2017, and correspondence to the Minister of
Environment and Climate Change Canada in 2018. These submissions
focused primarily on concerns about nuclear-related projects.

3.

Conclusion

3.1

The submissions (Attachment 1) were sent to the Canadian Environmental
Assessment Agency on May 31, 2019 via e-mail from the CAO’s Office and posted
by staff via the submission portals at www.impactassesmentregulations.ca. The
regional submissions are posted there along with all other submissions made by
stakeholders.

3.2

For additional information, contact: Christine Drimmie, Manager, Corporate
Initiatives at 905-668-7711, extension 2029.

4.

Attachments
Attachment #1:

Region of Durham Submissions to the CEAA on the Discussion
Papers on the Proposed Project List and on the Information and
Time Management Regulatory Proposal

Respectfully submitted,
Original signed by:
Sandra Austin
Director, Corporate Policy and Strategic Initiatives

May 31, 2019
The Regional
Municipality of
Durham
Office of the CAO
605 Rossland Rd. E.
Level 5
PO Box 623
Whitby, ON L1N 6A3
Canada
905-668-7711
1-800-372-1102
Fax: 905-668-5831
durham.ca
Elaine Baxter-Trahair
B.M.Edu., MBA
Chief Administrative
Officer

Ms. Christine Loth-Bown
Vice President, Policy Development Sector
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency
22nd Floor, Place Bell
160 Elgin Street
Ottawa, Ontario
K1A 0H3
Via email: ceaa.regulations-reglements.acee@canada.ca
And www.impactassessmentregulations.ca
Re: The Discussion Paper on the Proposed Project List and the
Discussion Paper on Information Requirements and the Time
Management Regulatory Proposal
_______________________________________________________
Dear Ms. Loth-Brown:
Please find attached submissions from staff of the Regional
Municipality of Durham in response to the Discussion Paper on the
Proposed Project List (Attachment 1) and the Discussion Paper on
Information Requirements and the Time Management Regulatory
Proposal (Attachment 2).
As an upper tier municipal government in a Region that is home to
two nuclear generating stations and the federal lands at Pickering,
we feel it is important to participate in this process. Unfortunately, the
31-day comment period was insufficient for us to review the
documents and seek Regional Council’s endorsement of the
comments. We will share our submissions with Regional Council for
their information at a future date.
In general, Regional staff is supportive of a more transparent,
accountable, timely process supported by an online public registry.
We have two key concerns with the proposals:

If you require this information in an accessible format, please contact 1-800-372-1102 ext. 2009.

•

•

The Region feels strongly that decommissioning nuclear plants in
Durham must be subject to a full impact assessment (IA) that
takes into account and provides mitigation for the social,
economic and health impacts on the surrounding urban
community during the fifty-year long decommissioning project.
Municipalities that host these major infrastructure and facility
undertakings must be considered as a level of government and
key stakeholder in the IA process and be eligible for funding to
support their participation in it.

Please refer to the attached submissions for more detailed comments
and suggestions. We appreciate the opportunity to comment on
these two regulatory proposals.
Sincerely,

Original signed by
Elaine Baxter-Trahair
Chief Administrative Officer
Attachment 1: Region of Durham Submission on the Discussion
Paper on the Proposed Project List
Attachment 2: Region of Durham Submission on the Discussion
Paper on Information Requirements and the Time Management
Regulatory Proposal

c:

Brian Bridgeman, Commissioner of Planning and Economic
Development
John Presta, Acting Commissioner of Works

Region of Durham Submission on the Discussion
Paper on the Proposed Project List
Context
The Regional Municipality of Durham is an upper tier municipality situated directly east
of the City of Toronto and York Region. It has a population of 700,000 spread over an
area of 2,500 square kilometers. More than 80 per cent lives in the five communities
lining the north shore of Lake Ontario: Pickering, Ajax, Whitby, Oshawa and Clarington.
The three northern townships of Brock, Scugog and Uxbridge are situated in Ontario’s
Greenbelt and include smaller towns, hamlets and a large rural area. The Region is
forecast to grow to 1.2 million people by 2041.
Durham Region hosts two nuclear generating stations operated by Ontario Power
Generation (OPG) at Darlington and Pickering. The Pickering Nuclear Generating
Station (NGS) is located on a site that is now surrounded by urban development. The
Darlington NGS is in a less-populated industrial area south of the community of
Bowmanville. OPG conducted a federal Environmental Assessment (EA) and received
approval to construct four additional reactors at this site. Although that project was put
on hold by the Province, OPG maintains its “licence to prepare the site”. Almost 50
percent of the used nuclear fuel in Ontario is presently stored in Durham Region in
licenced, “interim” above-ground facilities, directly on the shore of Lake Ontario.
The Region also borders on the Rouge National Urban Park and is the site of the
federal lands (9,600 acres) at Pickering that have been designated for a future airport.
There is also a federal port located on Lake Ontario in the City of Oshawa. Power
transmission lines, rail lines and pipelines cross the Region.
As a regional municipality, Durham is responsible for delivering a broad range of
services:
•
•
•

•

human services including public health, child care, family counselling, long-term
care, social housing and social services, accessibility and inclusion initiatives;
emergency services including policing, land ambulance and emergency
management;
infrastructure services including water supply and distribution, sewage
collection and treatment, transportation routes, transit service and waste
management and disposal; and
policy and planning services including property tax policy, climate change
mitigation and adaptation, energy planning, strategic land use planning,
innovation, economic development and tourism.

Region of Durham Submission on the Proposed Project List
May 2019
The following comments are provided by Region of Durham staff. The 31-day comment
period was insufficient time to prepare and present the analysis and comments to
Regional Council for their endorsement.

General Comments:
The Region is generally supportive of the changes proposed in the discussion paper
that support greater transparency, timeliness and accountability in the impact
assessment process. The Region supports a requirement that the Agency make its
decision and reasons for it public.
Because of the high stakes for a community like ours, which hosts a nuclear plant
scheduled to close in 2024, the need for decommissioning of large nuclear reactor
facilities to be included on the Project List is now an urgent matter. The
decommissioning process for Pickering NGS is planned to last for about 50 years and
will occur in the heart of a city.
The Region is heartened that “Impact assessment will provide a cohesive
understanding of environmental, health, social and economic effects, both positive
and negative, of a proposed project and promote more informed decision-making”. Our
experience with previous nuclear EAs and licencing activities has been that socioeconomic impacts that occur beyond the site boundaries are given little consideration.
The paper states that Canada has “a mature regulatory framework” and the federal
approach seems to rely on the notion of complementarity of the regulation of projects by
entities and jurisdictions. The Region questions if the regulatory framework is consistent
across the country. It seems likely that gaps and inconsistencies may arise from
ideological differences, differences in range of projects covered or staff capacity in
various provinces. Provinces and territories should be canvassed to determine the
consistency of coverage of projects nation-wide.

Specific Comments:
Section 3: Creating the New Project List and Section 4.7 Nuclear
In line with the description of criteria for projects requiring full impact assessment in the
discussion paper, Durham Region recommends that decommissioning of nuclear plants
should be added to the Project List because:
•
•
•

nuclear is an area of federal jurisdiction;
the Province of Ontario does not conduct EAs for nuclear projects;
Ontario’s three nuclear generating stations all are of a size and scale to meet
federal threshold of 900 MW;
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•
•
•

•

•

•

nuclear decommissioning is a large, new and complex project at the plant site
encompassing a new set of activities that require a detailed plan and licence;
decommissioning of a nuclear plant is a rare occurrence and has not happened
in an urban area in Canada;
decommissioning as proposed by the generator will be at least a 50-year
process, involving storage, movement, security, demolition and stigma related to
high and intermediate level radioactive wastes, impacting the surrounding
communities throughout that duration;
there is a high risk that planned facilities for the long-term storage/permanent
disposal of nuclear wastes will not be ready for use at the time Pickering NGS is
to be dismantled and the generator (OPG) has no alternate plan for the waste at
this time;
no past EA is comparable. For example, neither the Darlington NGS nor
Pickering NGS was subject to a modern EA process at the time they were being
proposed and planned; and
the EA process conducted by the nuclear life-cycle regulator (Canadian Nuclear
Safety Commission – CNSC) under the Nuclear Safety and Control Act takes a
narrower approach to project assessment, focussed on the onsite, technical
aspects of the project. It does not typically provide “a cohesive understanding of
environmental, health, social and economic effects, both positive and negative of
a proposed project.”

The CNSC EA process is rigorous in relation to the onsite safety, emergency planning
and narrowly defined environmental effects. OPG’s preliminary decommissioning plan
(PDP) for the Pickering NGS deals in detail with these technical issues but disregards
the long-enduring offsite and socio-economic effects of the plant closure followed by a
long storage period with nuclear waste remaining on site. The community impacts of the
eventual waste removal and plant dismantling and demolition are barely mentioned in
the PDP. The relatively high risk to the community of delays in or failure to execute the
PDP in a timely fashion are not acknowledged. The requirement for the generator to
have an “ongoing engagement with local communities” does not ensure that these
concerns related to a future state are being appropriately discussed now. The power
differential between the host municipalities and the OPG (a provincial agency) is
considerable. The facility already exists in the community. The municipality has little
leverage to extract any concessions. For these reasons and those outlined above,
decommissioning of nuclear plants should be included in the federal Project List.
Since decommissioning of Darlington and Bruce nuclear generating stations will not
likely take place until mid-century or later, an option for the federal government may be
to include only the Pickering station (scheduled for end of operations in 2024) on the list
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at this time as a test case. This IA experience would provide a basis for assessing the
need for nuclear decommissioning to be on the Project List in a future review.

Designation for IA
Another option available to the federal government is for the Minister to designate
projects that are not on the list. This may be done when a project is of heightened public
concern, proposed in a very sensitive location, is on federal lands or is a unique project
not contemplated when the List was developed. Designation could be relevant where a
project may not meet the size or capacity threshold of the List but is seen to be of
significant impact in a certain location.
The timing and process for seeking a designation needs to clear and accessible for the
public and municipalities to participate. While this approach could be an option for
nuclear decommissioning, it puts a significant burden on the community to raise its
concerns and make the case to the IA agency and the minister for the project to be
designated. Municipalities which represent “the public” in that community should have
access to funding to support their participation in this process.
At Pickering, although the decommissioning project has not yet “substantially begun”,
the current operating licence (to 2028) allows OPG to begin dewatering and defueling
the reactors after 2024. Permission to proceed with this first step towards
decommissioning should not be a factor that later precludes a full IA.
The mere existence of another regulatory process should not be grounds for refusing to
designate a project. The CNSC advised, at the public hearing in June 2018 for Pickering
relicensing, that assessing socio-economic impacts of a nuclear project is not their
focus or expertise. The EA process conducted by the CNSC is narrowly focused on the
onsite environmental effects and safety of the project with little consideration of
community impacts beyond emergency planning. When community issues are raised at
CNSC hearings, their response typically is that these issues are out of scope.
Decision-making around nuclear projects in Canada is very fragmented. Some
decisions are made by the CNSC, some by the Canadian Environmental Assessment
Agency (CEAA) joint panels. There are separate licences for different phases of facility
development and lifespan, usually assessed on operational and technical issues. This
means that municipalities are vulnerable to the impact of a series of regulatory
decisions that never consider the overall effect on their community. The licensing
of nuclear operations separate from licensing of nuclear waste management facilities is
a prime example. Once a licence to extend operations has been granted, the CNSC is
in no position to refuse a licence for storage of waste, because of the safety
implications. This failure to consider the cumulative impact of such decisions has led
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directly to the situation in which Canada’s growing stockpile of nuclear waste has no
where to go.
An IA of decommissioning of a nuclear plant must be scoped to look at the impact of the
entire, multi-decade process and related long-term community effects.
The Region supports a requirement that the Minister’s decision be posted within 90
days and further, that the Agency’s recommendation and the Minister’s reasons for the
decision be made public.

Comments on Section 4: Results of the Approach
Why are thresholds, such as production capacity, considered a suitable proxy for
likelihood of risk of environmental damage or effect? This may be effective for some
projects but not all. In the case of a nuclear plant, the risk lies less in the size of the
facility than it does in ensuring safe operations which in many respects is the same for
one reactor or eight. A single offshore oil well that is poorly sited, constructed or
managed may produce devastating pollution if it fails or is not properly
decommissioned, regardless of its production capacity.
A large facility in a remote area may present a significantly lower risk to people than a
much smaller facility in an urban area. You would probably not site a nuclear plant in an
active earthquake zone. The same capacity plant might be considered perfectly safe in
a seismically stable zone. Risk (and therefore the need for IA) often depends on
environmental context rather than scale or production capacity.

4.4 Linear and transportation related projects
In general, the federal process fails to acknowledge the affected municipality(ies) as key
stakeholders in the outcome of the federal decision. Municipalities along a linear project
directly bear a burden associated with such facilities (e.g. emergency response plans,
extra costs associated with providing community crossings of a linear right of way that
divides a community or with managing traffic associated with an intermodal facility).
Jobs associated with a pipeline or powerline construction may offer temporary benefits
to a community, but these may be offset by the inconvenience and disruption created by
construction. Further, the community may be permanently left with the barrier of a
closed access right of way winding through the area that necessitates dead-ending of
roads or expensive bridge infrastructure to “fly over” the closed right of way.
The rights of Indigenous communities to be consulted have been recognized by the
courts and integrated into the process for both historic reasons and due to current
impacts on their lands and way of life. Certain facilities proposed in other parts of
Canada also may affect the quality of life and livelihood of entire communities. These
communities, generally represented by a municipal government, also should be heard
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and their views considered during the process and have project impacts on their
communities mitigated.

4.7 Nuclear
See comments above.

4.8 Hazardous Waste
The Region owns and operates household hazardous waste transfer stations at three,
soon to be four locations. These locations operate under a provincial permit with
storage quantity limits. Processing does not occur at these locations – only bulking of
materials is performed on site. The hazardous waste category should be clarified to
exempt household hazardous waste storage below a certain quantity (e.g. 5 tonnes)
and bulking or minor processing operations.

4.9 Federal Lands
Given the federal ownership and extent of the lands at Pickering and Rouge National
Park, the Region could have a significant interest in federal impact assessments of such
lands. Even if the project type is not on the list, an assessment would be required under
section 82 of the proposed IA Act to determine the likelihood of significant
environmental effects. Federal authorities do not have to follow a process in making
their determination. The Impact Assessment Agency would “provide guidance” for such
an assessment of a non-designated activity. We recommend that the IA Agency
recognize the value and effectiveness of engaging the Region and area municipalities
early and often during an assessment process related to projects on federal lands in our
Region.

Section 5: Periodic Reviews
The Region supports reviews of the project list on a five-year cycle.

Annex 1
The paper stresses that type of project that should be subject to federal assessment is
large, complex, unprecedented or somehow unique. Using a single scale or capacity
threshold as the deciding factor in whether a project should be on the list of projects
subject to IA seems like an inappropriate way to judge the risk associated with such a
project. The calculation of risk should be based on multiple factors. An alternative to a
very prescriptive project list is to introduce a screening questionnaire that applies to a
broader range of major projects in a sector. The screening calculation could include
duration, scale, duration, emissions, track record of past failures, toxicity of waste
products, effect of failure, geographic context (close to water bodies or population).
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Consideration of GHG emissions
GHGs emissions are the single greatest environmental threat of our era. To ignore the
emissions from listed projects as part of the risk associated with that project is
irresponsible. Therefore, estimating GHG emissions should be part of an initial risk
calculation applied to all projects, along with the ability to successfully offset those
emissions throughout the project life. The Region recommends that:
• the 0.5 Mt threshold be clarified to state whether it includes GHGs from biomass
combustion or just fossil fuel combustion;
• a sector-specific list of GHG emitters that are subject to federal IA could allow
projects with a net GHG benefit (compared to alternative methods of delivering
the project) to advance without being subject to the federal process; and
• a focus on methane emissions would also yield a bigger benefit from the federal
approach as methane is a more potent GHG.

Final Comments
There should be no distinction in process between the public and private sector
projects. IA requirements should be aligned with the level of risk involved regardless of
proponent.
Municipalities that host major infrastructure and facility projects must be considered as a
level government in the IA process and be eligible for funding to support their
participation in it.
An IA for an activity or facility should also integrate requirements of the municipal land
use planning process and maintain the municipality’s ability to identify their needs and
impose normal planning conditions, standards and bylaws that would apply to any
comparable land use or activity proposed in the community.
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Region of Durham Submission on the Discussion
Paper on Information Requirements and Time
Management Regulatory Proposal
General Comments
The Region generally agrees with the changes proposed in the discussion paper that
support greater transparency, timeliness and accountability in the impact assessment
(IA) process.
The Region also supports the new focus on engaging Indigenous groups, provinces,
stakeholders and the public in the early planning stages to support a timely IA process.
We recommend that municipalities in which the projects are to be sited also be specified
as critical stakeholders to engage during the early planning phase and development of
the project description and through out the IA process.
The proposed Impact Assessment Act will enhance opportunities for cooperation and
harmonization with the provinces…to achieve “one window, one project assessment.”
Project specific cooperation plans will be developed to reduce duplication of effort which
may include harmonized timelines, joint consultation, etc. The Region supports the
move to a “one window, one project assessment” if the process ensures that the
incremental value-added studies required by each participating jurisdiction are
incorporated but not duplicated.
The Region also supports:
•
•
•
•

•

the intent to make all information and consultation requirements clear from the start
making all project documentation publicly available on line through a registry;
the specification of timelines for all aspects of the impact assessment;
increased accountability and transparency of decision making through the
publication of clear decision statements and written rationales for the decision on the
Agency’s public online registry; and
the publication of information on compliance verification and enforcement actions.

Specific Comments:
3.1 Early Planning Phase
The written description of the phases is complicated and there is some inconsistency in
terminology. The first phase is called the “early planning phase” but later on there is
reference to a “planning phase”.
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The paper states that one purpose of this phase is for the Impact Assessment Agency
to determine whether an IA of a designated project is required. It is not clear whether
the Early Planning Phase is the only phase of the IA process that would be mandatory
for all projects on the Project List. The document seems to indicate that it is possible
some listed projects would be found by the Agency not to require an IA at the
conclusion of this first phase. Is this potential outcome only applicable to the situation
where the Minister has been requested to designate the project?
This potential outcome and its next steps should be more fully described. How will the
stakeholders and public participants be notified that an impact assessment will not be
conducted for a significant project and what will happen instead? How will concerns
raised during the early planning phase be addressed? How will the proponent be held
accountable outside the IA process? This should be explained.
The Region supports having the Agency’s decision on whether an IA is required, and
the reasons why or why not, made public as soon as the decision is announced.
Within the Early Planning Phase, there are multiple opportunities for the proponent to
update the Project Description or add new information. We recommend that
mechanisms be incorporated in the process to notify other participants of changes and
to track the changes made. In this way, everyone will be aware of the updates.

3.3 Impact Assessment Phase
Regional staff are pleased to see that factors considered in the Impact Assessment
Phase include “positive and negative environmental, health, social and economic effects
of proposed projects, measures to mitigate potential adverse effects, potential impacts
on Indigenous peoples and their rights, and potential impacts on Canada’s ability to
meet its environmental obligations and climate change commitments.”

4.2 Extension of Timelines
While suspensions of timeline (stopping the clock) are initiated by a request of the
proponent, extensions of the timelines are intended to address “inside-government”
issues such as alignment with processes in other jurisdictions. We recommend that
there should be clear criteria for granting an extension and a limit on the number and
length of extensions permitted. Otherwise there is a significant risk that the information
basis of the Agency’s recommendation will become out-dated and need to be revisited.

4.3 Timeline Transparency
The Region is very supportive of the initiatives outlined in this section to create a
modern, user focused, public registry as a single window into the IA process. We
suggest that whatever software is used to support this registry also be adapted to
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support the parallel review processes undertaken by life-cycle regulators. Making these
systems consistent, linked, and easy to navigate should be key objectives. A user
should not have to know in advance if the nuclear project they are seeking information
on is being assessed by the Impact Assessment Agency (the Agency) or the Canadian
Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC). They should be able use the registry as one
window to access any of those project assessments.
Consideration should also be given to ensuring the online system is accessible to
people of all abilities with content that meets the standards outlined in Web Content
Accessibility Guidelines (WCAG) 2.0, Level AA. This is the standard that Durham
Region and Ontario are working toward meeting by 2021. Making public information
fully accessible to people with disabilities should be the standard across Canada. If the
federal government is building a new information system, it will be much easier to
integrate accessibility standards at the design stage than to retrofit the system later.

5.0 Information Requirements
Regional staff support the key deliverables outlined in Section 5.3 (tailored impact
statement guidelines, cooperation plan, indigenous engagement and partnership plan,
public participation plan and permitting plan). However, we recommend that inclusion of
municipalities be specifically acknowledged in both the public participation plan and the
permitting plan. Municipalities should be acknowledged, in policy and practice, if not the
constitution, as a level of government. Municipalities have legislated authorities over
land use and represent the collective interests of geographic communities in respect of
major projects.
We support the measures outlined under impact statement transparency.

6.0 Regulatory Proposal: Participant Funding Programs
As the Region has suggested previously to the Minister of Environment and Climate
Change and the CNSC, participant funding should be made available to municipalities.
Small communities do not have the staff capacity or budget flexibility to hire consultants
to represent their interests in the assessment process. This is a burden even for a
regional-scale, more populous municipality such as Durham Region. It takes months of
staff (or consultant) time to review the technical documents produced in the assessment
process and prepare submissions to the appropriate agency or panel. Municipalities that
find themselves hosting these large infrastructure and resource undertakings will
ultimately live with the impacts (benefits and costs) associated with those projects for
decades and sometimes indefinitely. Municipalities should be supported to be an
informed and active participant in a federal process intended to make a project
successful for all affected.
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7.0 Regulatory Proposal: Time limit to respond to a request for a
regional or strategic assessment.
Regional staff suggests that a strategic assessment of the nuclear sector should be
undertaken to illuminate the “bigger picture” impact of nuclear sector decisions. Such a
paper would outline how a decision on one project or licence for mining, refiners,
generators and waste managers ripples through the sector and over time. Collectively,
these decisions affect future plans for individual facilities and mitigations designed to
reduce long-term impacts on host communities.

Annex 1 – Components of the Project Description
Under Project Information:
#7 - the summary of the purpose of the project should include both potential benefits
and costs of the project to the Canadian public.
#11 – Identification of anticipated phases of and the schedule for…the list of phases
should also include the potential for refurbishments, operating extensions and interim or
permanent onsite waste storage (at least in the context of nuclear generating stations).

Under Location Information and Context
Between #12 d), 13 and 14, some or all of these should be revised to:
•
•

•
•

include the population of host or nearby communities;
describe the character of land uses at the location or in the community (dense
urban, suburban, rural/agricultural, industrial area, recreational properties, remote,
forested, shoreline, etc.);
mention the host watershed(s); and
place as much emphasis on understanding the human ecosystem as the fish and
wildlife.

Under Federal, Provincial, Territorial, Indigenous or Municipal involvement
Although municipalities are mentioned in the heading there is no reference to the
specific form municipal involvement may take. There should be a separate bullet here
that requires a description of the municipal jurisdictions within which (or near which) the
project is proposed to take place. This will help to ensure that the proponent actually is
aware of all the upper tier and lower tier municipalities that may need to be engaged in
the process.

Potential effects of the project
# 21 should be amended to include “Indigenous people and host municipalities or
adjacent communities”.
Page 4|5

Region of Durham Submission on Information Requirements and Time Management
Regulatory Proposal May 2019

Annex 2
Moving information requirements related to potential alternatives to the Tailored Impact
Statement Guidelines, this may be “efficient.” However, this weighing of alternatives
would then occur after a proponent has already done considerable work on one vision
of the project. This will mean that alternatives to the project and alternative locations are
much less likely to receive the attention warranted. True alternatives need to be part of
the process both in relation to location and technology.

Conclusion
Part of the clear requirements and expectations from the outset of the project must be a
specific requirement to engage with affected municipalities to bring local knowledge and
concerns to all phases of the IA process.
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Interoffice Memorandum

Health
Department

Date:

June 14, 2019

To:

Health & Social Services Committee

From:

Dr. Robert Kyle

Subject:

Health Information Update – June 7, 2019

Please find attached the latest links to health information from the Health
Department and other key sources that you may find of interest. Links may
need to be copied and pasted directly in your web browser to open, including
the link below.
You may also wish to browse the online Health Department Reference Manual
available at Board of Health Manual, which is continually updated.
Boards of health are required to “superintend, provide or ensure the provision
of the health programs and services required by the [Health Protection and
Promotion] Act and the regulations to the persons who reside in the health unit
served by the board” (section 4, clause a, HPPA). In addition, medical officers
of health are required to “[report] directly to the board of health on issues
relating to public health concerns and to public health programs and services
under this or any other Act” (sub-section 67.(1), HPPA).
Accordingly, the Health Information Update is a component of the Health
Department’s ‘Accountability Framework’, which also may include program and
other reports, Health Plans, Quality Enhancement Plans, Durham Health
Check-Ups, business plans and budgets; provincial performance indicators and
targets, monitoring, compliance audits and assessments; RDPS certification;
and accreditation by Accreditation Canada.
Respectfully submitted,
Original signed by
R.J. Kyle, BSc, MD, MHSc, CCFP, FRCPC, FACPM
Commissioner & Medical Officer of Health

UPDATES FOR HEALTH & SOCIAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
June 7, 2019
Health Department Media Releases/Publications
https://tinyurl.com/yyb4dtxn
•
Updated List of Diseases of Public Health Significance and NEW Online
Institutional Outbreak Notification (Apr 29)
https://tinyurl.com/y3afuh6x
•
Flu Season is Done and the Return Has Begun! (May 2)
https://tinyurl.com/y5hut67j
•
Potassium iodide tablets distribution in Durham Region (May 8)
https://tinyurl.com/y3r8upg4
•
STOP Program provides support for Ontario smokers who wish to quit (May 10)
https://tinyurl.com/y273wyaz
•
Health Department recognizes National Sun Awareness Week May 13 -19
(May 13)
https://tinyurl.com/y65jrlqy
•
Health Department encourages rabies vaccination for all pets as a part of Rabies
Awareness Month (May 13)
https://tinyurl.com/y5rgpezx
•
May is Rabies Awareness Month (May 14)
https://tinyurl.com/y2jh6wdg
•
Be on Top of Spots – Measles Update (May 15)
https://tinyurl.com/y4qu8d4k
•
Don’t quit smoking: Health Department celebrates World No Tobacco Day
(May 23)
https://tinyurl.com/y2doyleu
•
Region of Durham Paramedic Services celebrates Paramedic Services Week with
open house (May 24)
https://tinyurl.com/yx8j6gbd
•
West Nile Virus Surveillance (May 24)
https://tinyurl.com/y4pyfoqa
•
Durham Region Health Department celebrates Bike to School Week 2019
(May 27)
https://tinyurl.com/y6dmld6o
•
Health Department begins 2019 West Nile virus surveillance activities (May 28)
https://tinyurl.com/y4sma4ar

•

Health Department begins 2019 surveillance of blacklegged ticks for Lyme disease
(May 29)

https://tinyurl.com/yxuu3xdt
•
Ongoing Outbreak of XDR Salmonella Typhi in Pakistan (May 30)
https://tinyurl.com/y2gae9ly
•
2018 Health Check-Up and 2019 Health Plan (May 31)
https://tinyurl.com/y32g65gp
•
2018 Vector-borne Disease Annual Report (Jun 3)
https://tinyurl.com/yx8s93n2
•
131 Durham Region schools receive Health Department’s 2018/19 Healthy School
Award (Jun 5)
https://tinyurl.com/yyprbj5h
•
Health Department launches campaign to reduce stigma as part of opioid
response plan (Jun 6)
https://tinyurl.com/y4thwvf9
•
Durham Region Weekly Beach Report (Jun 6)
https://tinyurl.com/y6mr885t
•
New signs at local beaches provides beachgoers with information on blue-green
algae (Jun 7)

GOVERNMENT OF CANADA
Employment and Social Development Canada
https://tinyurl.com/y3yqrd47
•
Strengthening the middle-class by putting more money in the pockets of
Canadians (May 6)
https://tinyurl.com/yxuknkjp
•
Supporting the Next Generation of Middle Class Workers (Jun 3)
https://tinyurl.com/y5l2epkz
•
Government of Canada announces members of new expert panel on early
learning and child care data and research (Jun 4)
Environment and Climate Change Canada
https://tinyurl.com/y379wuny
•
Advisory Council on Climate Action releases final report (May 28)
https://tinyurl.com/y63rd4e6
•
On World Environment Day, Government of Canada to help Forests Ontario plant
50 million trees (Jun 5)
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Health Canada
https://tinyurl.com/yy67u52u
•
Statement from Health Canada on changes to cannabis licensing (May 8)
https://tinyurl.com/y6g7ts7c
•
Helping Canadians get faster access to the prescription drugs they need to live
healthier lives (May 13)
https://tinyurl.com/y5rd2gvb
•
Government of Canada changes regulations to help prevent illegal production and
trafficking of controlled substances (May 15)
https://tinyurl.com/y545cct6
•
Government of Canada approves new treatment options for opioid use disorder
and supports research, treatment and harm reductions projects in Ontario
(May 15)
https://tinyurl.com/y6gz7cvf
•
Health Canada restricts the amount of alcohol in single-serve flavoured purified
alcohol beverages (May 23)
https://tinyurl.com/yxvspxh4
•
Message from the Minister of Health on World No Tobacco Day (May 31)
https://tinyurl.com/y4urlxz5
•
Message from the Minister of Health – World Food Safety Day – June 7, 2019
(Jun 7)
Infrastructure Canada
https://tinyurl.com/yy43ttuh
•
Building stronger communities and improving quality of life for all Canadians
(May 9)
https://tinyurl.com/y2fqzdvx
•
Communities receive support for clean innovation, climate change resiliency, and
infrastructure planning (May 16)
Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada
https://tinyurl.com/yxg5cnzv
•
Delivering better, faster and safer health outcomes for Canadians (May 21)
https://tinyurl.com/yxhlrt47
•
Minister Bains announces investment to accelerate medical breakthroughs that will
enable truly personalized health care (May 23)
https://tinyurl.com/y4pegh8l
•
Government of Canada launches Centre for Gender, Diversity and Inclusion
Statistics (May 31)

3

GOVERNMENT OF ONTARIO
Government House Leader’s Office
https://tinyurl.com/y5lvwrwl
•
Ontario Government Protecting What Matters Most (Jun 6)
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs
https://tinyurl.com/y6mtbolw
• Ontario Supporting Fresh and Healthy School Fundraising (May 7)
https://tinyurl.com/yywsgpmd
•
Ontario Releases Local Food Report (Jun 6)
Ministry of Children, Community and Social Services
https://tinyurl.com/y4rs3egd
•
Ontario Announce Autism Advisory Panel (May 30)
https://tinyurl.com/yyhcfxgc
•
Ontario Supports Grandview Children’s Centre (May 31)
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks
https://tinyurl.com/y33qpuqo
•
Ontario To Tackle Plastic Litter and Waste & Revamp Recycling (Jun 7)
Ministry of Finance
https://tinyurl.com/yxhd2hxo
•
Ontario to Deliver True Choice, Convenience and Fairness for Beer and Wine
Consumers (May 27)
https://tinyurl.com/yxs2wb2u
•
Ontario Passes Budget That Protects What Matters Most (May 29)
https://tinyurl.com/y6prhc3f
•
Beverage Alcohol to be Sold in Hundreds of Additional Stores Across Ontario
(Jun 6)
Ministry of Government and Consumer Services
https://tinyurl.com/y4qebhje
•
Statement from the Minister of Government and Consumer Services on Enhancing
Public Safety at TSSA (May 24)
Ministry of Health and Long-Term Care
https://tinyurl.com/yyx9hkag
•
Protect Yourself from Tick Bites (May 16)
https://tinyurl.com/y533eyd2
•
Improving Quality Mental Health and Addictions Services Across Ontario (May 27)
Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing
https://tinyurl.com/y3yrjmje
•
Ontario Making Homes More Affordable for Families (Jun 6)
Minister of Seniors and Accessibility
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https://tinyurl.com/y28wybro
•
Taking Action to Remove Barriers for People with Disabilities (May 23)
Ministry of the Solicitor General
https://tinyurl.com/y6r9pypk
•
Ontario Investing in Mental Health to Improve Community Safety and Support
Frontline Workers (May 9)
Ministry of Transportation
https://tinyurl.com/yy32jl7k
•
Ontario Introduces Speed Limit Pilots and Consultations (May 10)
https://tinyurl.com/yxwy33dl
•
Ontario Passes the Getting Ontario Moving Act (Jun 4)
Office of the Premier
https://tinyurl.com/y6xbgoks
•
Ontario Takes Action to Build Skilled Workforce (May 31)
https://tinyurl.com/yy7t4mmk
•
Promises Made, Promises Kept: Ontario’s Government for the People Marks OneYear Anniversary (Jun 7)
Treasury Board Secretariat
https://tinyurl.com/y6ftete6
•
Ontario Government Protecting What Matters (May 9)
https://tinyurl.com/yyk4tbkk
•
Ontario Government Taking a Flexible, Fair and Reasonable Approach to
Managing Public Sector Compensation (Jun 5)
OTHER ORGANIZATIONS
Association of Local Public Health Agencies
https://tinyurl.com/yxspy5h5
•
Public Health Modernization Speaking Points (May 6)
https://tinyurl.com/y3ffvkwl
•
Public Health Modernization Memo (May 31)
Canadian Cancer Society
https://tinyurl.com/y5x5z9cw
•
Excess weight expected to become 2nd leading preventable cause of cancer, after
tobacco (May 8)
Canadian Institute for Health Information
https://tinyurl.com/yy69znrl
•
New data available on home care and mental health and addictions (May 30)
Canadian Institutes of Health Research
https://tinyurl.com/yyd7uj5u
5

•

Government of Canada invests in new cannabis research and public awareness
programs (May 22)

https://tinyurl.com/yyd8w4d2
•
Government of Canada invests $10 million in research to eliminate cervical cancer
(Jun 4)
Canadian Lung Association
https://tinyurl.com/y2s77mv8
•
Better, faster, stronger: Report calls for stronger tobacco control measures
(May 31)
Centre for Addiction and Mental Health
https://tinyurl.com/y6r4je65
•
CAMH Study in the Lancet Forecasts Increase in Global Alcohol Consumption
(May 7)
Council of Ontario Medical Officers of Health
https://tinyurl.com/y5mlyoo8
•
Alcohol Choice & Convenience Letter (Jun 7)
Financial Accountability Office of Ontario
https://tinyurl.com/y37nrolw
•
Government’s Budget Plan Relies on Reducing Program Spending Growth to
Historic Lows (May 22)
https://tinyurl.com/y2gpofmy
FAO Releases Report Assessing the Ministry of Health and Long-Term Care’s 201920 Expenditure Estimates (May 27)
IC/ES
https://tinyurl.com/y2cyo6me
•
Ontario children getting hit by cars less frequently, yet children in low-income
areas are still at higher risk, study finds (May 6)
https://tinyurl.com/y4lumf67
•
Approximately one naloxone kit for every 100 Ontarians has been distributed
(Jun 4)
National Research Council Canada
https://tinyurl.com/y5ozbmru
•
Canada invests in bold new research collaborations and ideas to drive the
innovation economy (Jun 3)
Office of the Auditor General of Canada
https://tinyurl.com/y37fzfwn
•
Interim Auditor General releases 2019 Spring Reports (May 7)
Ombudsman Ontario
https://tinyurl.com/y3jrln7d
•
Ombudsman can now take Complaints about children’s aid societies and French
language services (May 1)
6

Parachute
https://tinyurl.com/yxlpapae
•
Childhood safety advocates urge Canadian families to #FallProofYourHome
(Jun 3)
Public Health Ontario
https://tinyurl.com/y5h8ur5d
•
Public Health Connections (May 23)
Quebec Coalition for Tobacco Control
https://tinyurl.com/y3ldppn3
•
Canadians support urgent government action to address youth vaping: leger poll
(May 9)
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If you require this information in an accessible format, please contact 1-800-372-1102 ext. 2097.
The Regional Municipality of Durham
MINUTES
ACCESSIBILITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Tuesday, May 28, 2019
A meeting of the Accessibility Advisory Committee was held on Tuesday, May 28, 2019 in
Meeting Room 1-A, Regional Headquarters Building, 605 Rossland Road East, Whitby at
1:04 PM.
Present:

S. Sones, Whitby, Vice-Chair
M. Sutherland, Oshawa, Chair
C. Boose, Ajax
K. Galloway, Oshawa
D. Hume-McKenna, DMHS, left the meeting at 2:40 PM
Councillor R. Mulcahy

Absent:

R. Atkinson, Whitby
D. Campbell, Whitby
M. Roche, Oshawa

Staff
Present:

1.

S. Austin, Director of Corporate Policy and Strategic Initiatives
J. Traer, Accessibility Coordinator, Office of the Chief Administrative Officer
N. Prasad, Committee Clerk, Corporate Services – Legislative Services
Declarations of Interest
There were no declarations of interest.

2.

Adoption of Minutes
Moved by K. Galloway, Seconded by D. Hume-McKenna,
That the minutes of the Accessibility Advisory Committee meeting
held on March 26, 2019, be adopted.
CARRIED
Councillor Mulcahy addressed the Committee with regards to National
Volunteer Week. She spoke of the importance of volunteers and thanked the
committee members for their work and dedication.

3.

Presentations

A)

Dan Hughes, President and Managing Director, Liberty Hamlets Inc.
regarding the Axess Condo Project in the City of Pickering
D. Hughes, President and Managing Director, Liberty Hamlets Inc. provided a
PowerPoint Presentation with regards to the Axess Condo Project in the City
of Pickering.
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D. Hughes stated that Liberty Hamlets Inc. is a Canadian developer in the
Greater Toronto Area committed to bringing housing solutions to
communities with specific attention to creating inclusivity for every
demographic. He stated that their condominium designs promote
functionality and independence for those with mobility challenges. He
advised that the first 20% of units at Axess Condos Pickering will be available
for individuals and families with disabilities to purchase.
D. Hughes provided an overview of the floor plans for the different sized
condominiums and a review of the characteristics that make them accessible,
including: exterior cladding on balconies; wider entrance ways; wider turning
locations; placement of washers/dryers; daily shuttle service to local
amenities; service animal and a dog run area; gym; multi-purpose room;
areas of refuge; and outdoor and sensory gardens.
D. Hughes advised that Liberty Hamlets Inc. has brought in Trillium Support
Services to provide the following services to residents, on an as needed
basis: personal support workers; developmental service workers; and respite
support workers. He advised that the services can be purchased at the
concierge desk.
D. Hughes responded to questions with regards to qualifiers to obtaining a
condominium; whether there is a screening process of the support workers
provided; and the possibility of expanding to other municipalities.
The committee recessed at 1:48 PM and reconvened at 1:58 PM.
B)

Carol Slaughter, Works Technician, Waste Management, regarding
Feedback on Blue Bin Covers
C. Slaughter, Works Technician, Waste Management, stated that staff was
requested by Regional Council in 2018 to investigate ways to help prevent
litter caused by the Blue Box program on windy days. She advised that one
of the options was to create a new prototype lid. She noted that the lids are
made from recycled tires, slip over the corners of the blue box, are heavy
enough not to blow away, and hold recyclable materials securely in place.
C. Slaughter provided committee members with blue boxes and lids and
requested that they try the lids at the meeting and provide feedback on
placing the lids on and off the boxes.
Committee members tried the lids and provided the following comments:
•
•

People with issues such as arthritis, carpel tunnel syndrome, and loss
of nerve sensitivity may have issues with placement and removal of
the lids;
Black lids may be hard to spot when blue boxes are turned over on
the side;
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Look into the possibility of having a reflective logo placed on top of the
lids;
Look into the possibility of branding the corners of the lids with
reflective material to provide better visibility for drivers; and
The lids may get hot when stored in sunlight.

C. Slaughter advised that any additional comments may be provided by way
of feedback on the following web page: Blue box litter project
(https://www.durham.ca/en/living-here/blue-box-litter-project.aspx).
C)

Jamie Austin, Deputy General Manager, Business Services, and Mark Duffy,
Manager of Safety and Training, Durham Region Transit, regarding
Accessibility and Transit Overview
J. Austin, Deputy General Manager, Business Services, and M. Duffy,
Manager of Safety and Training, Durham Region Transit provided a
PowerPoint presentation regarding accessibility and Transit.
J. Austin provided an overview of the Durham Region Transit Strategic
Framework. He advised that the following are the 2019 Priorities of Durham
Region Transit:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Investing in service enhancements
Strengthening transit services in Rural North Durham
Building upon customer amenity and outreach initiatives
Managing fleet assets and transit innovations
Continuing the transition to electronic fare media
Advancing higher-order transit

J. Austin stated that members of the public can get involved through the
following:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Customer Service Centre
Annual Public Information Centres
Transit Advisory Committee Membership
Annual Joint DRT-Metrolinx Accessibility Forum
Five Year Service Plan Consultations
Regional Budget Process

With regards to operator training, J. Austin stated that DRT operators receive
a minimum of 16 days in-class and in-vehicle training; mandatory AODA
training through the Region; and participate in a Cyclical Training Program.
J. Austin and M. Duffy responded to questions with regards to pre-loaded
cards and challenges associated with getting rid of them; and participation in
cyclical training sessions. J. Traer requested that any further comments be
provided to her directly to be subsequently provided to DRT.
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Correspondence
There were no items of correspondence to consider.

5.

Information Items

A)

Education Sub-Committee Update
There was no update to be provided.

B)

Update on the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC)
J. Traer inquired whether any members were interested in sitting on the
Transit Advisory Committee as an Accessibility Advisory representative and
advised that so far, M. Roche has volunteered.
Moved by K. Galloway, Seconded by S. Sones,
That we recommend to the Finance and Administration Committee
for approval and subsequent recommendation to Regional Council:
That Mike Roche be appointed as the Accessibility Advisory Committee
representative to the Transit Advisory Committee.
CARRIED

C)

Accessibility Coordinator Update
J. Traer reminded the committee of National Awareness Week scheduled for
May 27 to May 31, 2019. She requested that members contact her if they
wish to attend one of the two lunch and learn seminars.

6.

Discussion Items
There were no discussion items to consider.

7.

Reports
There were no reports to consider.

8.

Other Business
There were no items of other business.

9.

Date of Next Meeting
The next regularly scheduled meeting of the Accessibility Advisory
Committee will be held on Tuesday, June 25, 2019 in Meeting Room 1-A,
Regional Headquarters Building, 605 Rossland Road East, Whitby, at 1:00
PM.
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10.

Adjournment
Moved by K. Galloway, Seconded by C. Boose,
That the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED
The meeting adjourned at 3:02 PM

___________________________
M. Sutherland, Chair
Accessibility Advisory Committee

___________________________
N. Prasad, Committee Clerk
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