Rlley, Susan

From: Taylor Sheree L. 5 = 3

Sent: August 26, 2011 11:00 AM
To: Riley, Susan
Subject: FW: Notice of Approval of Amendments to the MEA Class EA

Attachments: Notice of Approval English.pdf, Clarifications_July_2011[1].pdf; Schedule_Changes_Mar_11[1].pdf;
SectionA29_July_2011[1].pdf; MCEA Amendments.pdf;, FW: POSTED on EBR - Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment Amendments

From: Dea, Jeffrey (ENE) [mailto:Jeffrey.Dea@ontario.ca]

Sent: August 26, 2011 9:30 AM

To: Dea, Jeffrey (ENE)

Subject: Notice of Approval of Amendments to the MEA Class EA

Further to the attached e-mail of January 18, 2011, the Ministry of the Environment (MOE) is pleased to announce that
approval of the amendments to the Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA)
was given by the Minister of the Environment on August 17, 2011.

The approved amendments include the following two components:

1. An updated sectlon A 2. g, of the MEA Class EA — this section of the MEA Class EA sets out integration provisions that
allow project proponents fo mtegrate approvals under the Planning Act with requirements under the MEA Class EA. By
completing the requirements fqr EA and land use planning processes at the same time, proponents can streamline
;thelr efforts and more effectivély meet the requirements of the both the Environmental AssessmentAct (EAA) and the
iPlanning Act. Section A.2.9 of the MEA Class EA has been amended to include clarifications and enhancements that

iare mtended to |mpro\/e the usablllty of the integration provisions.
2. fMlnor amen‘dments a senes of minor changes to the MEA Class EA that include:

s 2 reébhedulmg of mlnor mun|C|paI activities that have localized |mpacts and which require other follow-up
approvals;

» the useofanindexto allow the cost thresholds which determine the categorization of road activity projects to be
“adjusted on an annual basis;

» the introduction of a screening process used to determine potential heritage value for bridge structures that are
40 years of age or older; and
e inor administrative cﬁanges such as grammatlcal improvements o the MEA Class EA were also approved

Attached for your reference please find electronic copies of;

e The MEA's final submission to the Minister of the Environment; and
¢ Asigned copy of the Notice of Approval of Amendments.

These materials can also be found on the MEA’s web site, which can be accessed at:

http://www.municipalclassea.ca/

To assist EA practitioners and proponents of MEA Class EA projects as they transition to the use of the new provisions, the
MEA is developing a training and outreach program. Specifically, a webinar will be hosted by the MEA’s consultant, Delcan
Consulting, which will provide an overview of the approved amendments, various case studies to help explain the mechanics
of the integration provisions, and opportunities for Qs & As. Details of the webinar will be provided by Delcan Consulting when
they become available.

*hould you have any additional questions about the approved amendments to the MEA Class EA, please feel free to contact
.Ne.

Sincerely,

26/08/2011




D. Jeffrey Dea
Special Project Officer

EA Project Coordination Section

Environmental Assessment & Approvals Branch
Ministry of the Environment

12A, 2 8t. Clair Avenue West

Toronto ON M4V 1L5

T: 416-314-7213

F: 416-314-8452

e: jeffrey.dea@ontario.ca

26/08/2011




Rlley, Susan

From: Dea, Jeffrey (ENE) [Jeﬁrey Dea@ontar:o caj

Sent: August 24, 2011 3:07 PM.

To: Dea, Jeffrey (ENE)

Subject: FW: POSTED on EBR - Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Amendments

Attachments: Minister's email sent Aug 17-2010 _to ccs _ EAA&PA integration.htm

From: MOE CCU (ENE)

Sent: January 18, 2011 5:04 PM

Cc: jvaccaro@bildgta.ca; pknowles@carletonplace.ca; sdupuis@bildgta.ca; Dea, Jeffrey (ENE); Trudelle, May Lyn (ENE);
Cosco, Caroline {ENE)

Subject: POSTED on EBR - Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Amendments

Further to the attached Minister of Environment’s email sent August 2010, the Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) and the
Ministry of the Environment (MOE) are working on changes to the MEA Class Environmental Assessment (EA) that are
intended to clarify the use of existing provisions in the MEA Class EA that allow project proponents to integrate MEA Class EA
requirements with requirements under the Planning Act. Other amendments to reclassify project schedule definitions and
clarify/strengthen the usability of the MEA Class EA are also being considered.

The MEA Class EA sets out a process for municipalities and private sector developers to plan municipal infrastructure
projects. The MEA has submitted proposed amendments to its MEA Class EA to the MOE for its final review and approval.
The MOE is seeking comments from the public, government agencies, and interested persons on MEA’s submission through
a posting on the Environmental Bill of Rights Environmental Registry for a 45—day period ending on February 25, 2011, The
MOE will ensure that the comments and concerns received are considered before a deC|S|on on the proposed amendments is
made.

slow is the website link to Environmental Registry Information Postmg #011-1391. Comments about the proposed
amendments should be submitted directly to the contact identified in the EBR postlng

http://www.ebr.gov.on.ca/ERS-WEB-External/displaynoticecontent.do?
noticeld=MTEXMTE3&statusld=MTY2NzMx&language=en

Regards,

D. Jeffrey Dea
Special Project Officer

EA Project Coordination Section

Environmental Assessment & Approvals Branch
Ministry of the Environment

12A, 2 St. Clair Avenue West

Toronto ON M4V 1L5

T: 416-314-7213

F: 416-314-8452

e: jeffrey.dea@ontario.ca

26/08/2011







From: Minister, MOE (ENE)

Sent: August 17,2010 4:03 PM

Ce: ccu@mabh.ontario.ca; jvaccaro@bildgta.ca; pknowles@carletonplace.ca; sdupuis@bildgta.ca
Subject: integration of planning & environmental requirements for infrastructure projects

ENV1283MC-2010-2943
Dear Ms. Pat Vanini, Regional Planning Commissioners, and Municipal Clerks/CAOs:
RE: Integration of Planning and Environmental Requirements for Infrastructure Projects

Through Ontario’s Business Sector Strategy, under the Open for Business initiative, the Ontario
Government has committed to work with the Building Industry and Land Development Association
(BILD), municipalities, practitioners and interested parties to implement a more effective process for
infrastructure projects.

We have set out commitments to integrate planning and environmental requirements for infrastructure
projects. By establishing an open and collaborative relationship between government and key business
stakeholders, we will clarify, enhance, facilitate and promote the use of the integration provision in the
Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) Class Environmental Assessment (EA) and provide education
and outreach support. '

My colleague, the Honourable Jim Bradley, Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, and I support the
use of the existing integration process for the planning of infrastructure projects as an effective tool for
businesses and municipalities while maintaining a high level of environmental protection. Under the MEA
Class EA, proponents carrying out a municipal project are able to take advantage of an integration
provision that allows the relevant assessment work conducted during planning processes to be considered
during an environmental assessment. By combining environmental assessment and land use planning
vequirements into a single process, proponents can streamline their efforts and more effectively meet the
2quirements of both the Planning Act and Environmental Assessment Act.

Further, the Ontario Government is enhancing this integration provision to update, clarify and provide a
more effective tool for proponents to use when planning municipal projects. The enhanced, integrated
process would recognize the inter-relationships among economic; environmental and social factors that are
currently considered through existing planning processes. The Government of Ontario promotes the use of
integrated land use planning and environmental assessment to develop strong communities, a clean healthy
- environment and a strong economy.

Sincerely,

John Gerretsen
Minister







Environmental Assessment Act |

NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF AMENT MENTS

. Mumcnpal'Engmeers Associatlon A
Mumcrpal Class Enwronmental Assessment o

RE:  Municipal Clz

| Proponent Mumcupal E”, neers Assoclatlon (MEA)

CEA FHeNo EA 03-03-02- 02

nt-Act and the

setothose
REASONS |

: My reasons for amendlng the Class EA are as fOHOWS

(1) f The amendments were prepareq:miaccordance wlth the amendment proVisions outlined
in sectlon A 1.5, 2 of the C‘lass A; ‘ . .

(2) The MEA consulted wrth government agencres actmoners lndustry

~ representatives, interested persons and Aboriginal imunities and or, janizations about
its amendments. The MEA has demonstrated that the amendments are consistent with
‘current regutato reqUIrements and planning practr sand Wl” p ,wde for a more
process to deliver municipal infrastructure ani
mentgljyj tamable manner :

'efﬁcrent and env

(3) 'The MEA subm|tted a record ¢ fconsultatlon that outllnes t
' with government- genores “EA practmoners mdustry representati
and Abongmal communities and organizations. The record of ,nsultatlon mdlcates that

there are no outstanding concerns that have not been addressed,

4) The amended Class EA process would allow;for amore ex" lt!OUS revrew of munrcrpal
infrastructure projects while" malntalnlng a detai ) '

ensunng that a E:onsnstent provmcnal envnronmenta :

(5) The amendments to the Class EA will minimize duphcatron ln plannlng and EA
- requirements as well-as unnecessary costs for private sector proponents while
malntammg envxronmental protectton _




(6) The MEA’s amendments are consistent with its Class EA, the purpose and prowsxons of
the Env:ronmental Assessment Aot and are in the public interest.

Dated the __ \—) .. day of Aw« w(\ 2011 at TORONTO

:Toronto {
",M7A 2T5 :

Coples of the Noﬂce of. Approval of Amendments I "tfh,ought a Noﬂce;o A
’ dlfferent than a Nohce of Approval'? can be obtamed_,m the p! co

ndment would be -

2 st. Clalr Avenue West
' Toronto, Ontano '

416)
~(416) 3148452 (Fax)

Further mformatlon on the Municipal Class EA can be obtamed at the Mumcnpal Englneers
Assocuatlon web s;te atwww mumcmalenqmeers on ca ‘ S ’




CLARIFICATION
DAMS & WEIRS

In Appendix 1(ii) Municipal Water and Wastewater Projects, under Wastewater Projects, projects involving dams
and weirs include: .

Schedule A

13) Reconstruct an existing dam or weir at the same location and for the same purpose, use and
capacity;

Schedule B

19) Works undertaken in a watercourse for the purposes of flood control or erosion control which may
include:

bank or slope regrading

deepening the watercourse

relocation, realignment or channelization of watercourse
revetment including soil bio-engineering techniques
reconstruction of a weir or dam.

25) Removal of an existing weir or dam.

Schedule C

10) Construct a new dam or weir in a watercourse.

The dams and weirs referred to in these sections are flow control structures located within a watercourse. Any
outfall structure at a wastewater treatment facility or sewage lagoon would be part of that wastewater treatment
facility or sewage lagoon and would not be considered a dam or weir within one of these sections. Stormwater

management facilities, whether located within a watercourse or not, would not be considered a dam or weir.

CLARIFICATION
SEPTAGE CLASSIFICATION

Septic tanks need to be cleaned out regularly. Normally the contents, septage, is removed by a truck. While the
septage is being hauled it is considered a waste product and subject to the associated regulations. However,
when the septage is off loaded, it is considered wastewater and holding or treatment facilities receiving the
septage need to be approved under the MCEA in accordance with the appropriate schedule definitions for
public/private sector proponents.

CLARIFICATION
NOTICES




Section A.3.6 discusses consultation with review agencies. As stated in bold text in this section, “Other than the
agencies to be contacted in all cases (see below) indicated, only those agencies who are likely to have
an interest in the project need to be contacted.”

In particular, the Ministry of the Attorney General should only be contacted if the project is relevant to that
Ministry.

Appendix 6 contains a sample covering memo to the Ministry of the Environment (MOE) Environmental
Assessment and Approvals Branch which is to accompany Notices of Completion for Schedule B and C projects. -
All Notices of Completion should now be emailed to MEA.Notices. EAAB@ontario.ca rather than the address
indicated on the sample notice. A copy must also still be sent to the Regional EA Planner/Coordinator.

CLARIFICATION
PROJECT IDENTIFICATION AND PIECEMEALING

Section A.2.2 describes Phase 1 of the Class EA process - identification and description of the problem or
opportunity. Proponents are reminded that in determining what the project is (i.e., the scope of the project) that
will be undertaken, proponents are not allowed to break down the project into its component parts or phases,
with each part or phase being addressed through separate studies. This would constitute piecemealing and
piecemealing is prohibited. In addition, proponents are reminded that the activity with the highest schedule
determines the EA requirements (i.e., if one component is listed under Schedule A, another under Schedule B
and another under Schedule C, the entire project is subject to Schedule C).

NOTICE OF INTENT TO AMEND THE MCEA
MCEA CONSISTENCY

As part of the next five year review and prior to the next reprinting of the MCEA, wording in the MCEA will be
reviewed to identify areas requiring change to reflect new requirements under the Safe Drinking Water Act, 2002
and to include the concept of a drinking water system with multiple supply and/or freatment systems.

Also, to ensure consistency with the MOE Code of Practice, Preparing, Reviewing and Using Class
Environmental Assessments in Ontario (2009), proposed amendments to the MCEA will include:

i) “Consultation Plan” will be changed to “Consultation Summary;”
i) “Key Principles of Successful EA Planning” will be changed to “EA Principles”; and
iii)) definitions will be added or amended as required.

In the meantime, proponents are encouraged to note this proposed amendment.




Appendix 1 — Project Schedule Changes

Phase In

If a proponent, based on the amendments made to these schedules, intends to change the schedule of any project for which a Public Notice (i.e.,
Notice of Public Meeting) has been issued under the 2007 MEA Class EA, notification of the change in schedule shall be made to the public and
stakeholders involved in the process. If a Notice of Completion has been issued, the project should proceed as previously defined.

Activity

Current

Description Schedule

Proposed
Schedule

Roads

Rationale

30%

Reconstruction or alteration of a structure or the
grading adjacent to it when the structure is over
40 years old, which after appropriate
evaluation is found to have cultural heritage
value*,

*Determination of cultural heritage value will
be in accordance with a screening checklist
developed with the Ministry of Tourism and
Culfure (MTC) and posted on the MEA
website.

B<2m
C>27m

same

Amend description as shown. When the MCEA was first
created in the 1980s, 40 year old structures were structures
that predated WWII. Construction techniques and material of
that time were often unique and many of the structures are
historically significant. During the 1950s and 1960s, many
new structures were constructed in Ontario and most of these
structures followed standard templates. Even though they are
now more than 40 years old, they are not historically
significant. Structures that satisfy the screening criteria have
been predetermined to not be historically significant and are
therefore Schedule A projects.

The 40 year old threshold is an indicator of potential when
conducting a preliminary survey for identification of cultural
heritage resources. While the presence of a built feature that is
40 or more years old does not automatically signify cultural
heritage value, it does make it more likely that the property
could have cultural heritage value or interest. If the property
meets the criteria in Ontario Regulation 9/06, it is a cultural
heritage resource.

New*

Reconstruction or alteration of a structure or the
grading adjacent to it when the structure is over

40 years old which after appropriate evaluation
is found not to have cultural heritage value. *

*Determination of cultural heritage value will
be in accordance with a screening checklist
developed with the Ministry of Tourism and
Culture (MTC) and posted on the ME,
website. .

B <2.7m
C>2.7m

heritage resources. While the presence of a built feature that is

Amend description as shown. When the MCEA was first
created in the 1980s, 40 year old structures were structures
that predated WWIL Construction techniques and material of
that time were often unique and many of the structures are
historically significant. During the 1950s and 1960s, many
new structures were constructed in Ontario and most of these
structures followed standard templates. Even though they are
now more than 40 years old, they are not historically
significant. Structures that satisfy the screening criteria have
been predetermined to not be historically significant and are
therefore Schedule A projects.

The 40 year old threshold is an indicator of potential when
conducting a preliminary survey for identification of cultural

40 or more years old does not automatically signify cultural
heritage value, it does make it more likely that the property
could have cultural heritage value or interest. If the property
meets the criteria in Ontario Regulation 9/06, it is a cultural
heritage resource.

11 *

Streetscaping (e.g. decorative lighting, sidewalk
improvements, benches, landscaping not part of
another project).

A+<27m
B>27m

A+

Streetscape projects are more of local interest rather than
provincial interest. Impacted stakeholders should be notified
but the final project details should be decided locally.

12 %

a) Construction of localized operational
improvements at specific locations
b) Installation of guide rails

A+<27m
B>2.7m

A+

Intersection improvement projects are of local rather than
provincial interest. Impacted stakeholders should be notified
but the final project details should be decided locally.

16

Establishment of a roadside park or picnic area.

B

A+

Municipalities commonly establish parks for the community.
Roadside parks or picnic areas should follow the same local
approval process.

18

Construction of a new culvert or increase in
culvert size due to change in the drainage area.

A+

The technical requirements for the new increased sized culvert
are confirmed through the Certificate of Approval process.
The actual construction of the culverts are of local rather than
provincial interest. Impacted stakeholders should be notified
but the final project details should be decided locally.

37*

Expansions, improvements and modifications to
existing patrol yard and maintenance facilities
where land acquisition is required provided
project conforms to Planriing Act requirements
and with nunicipal and other requirements.

B <2.7Tm
C>2Tm

Amend description as shown. Municipalities routinely process
and approve applications for commercial/industrial projects
with similar impacts.

38*

Establish new patrol yards or maintenance -
facilities provided project conforms to
planning Act requirements and with municipal
and other requirements, .

B <2.7m
C>2.7m

Amend description as shown. Municipalities routinely process
and approve applications for commercial/industrial projects
with similar impacts.

42

Any Project which is subject to this Class EA
and has fulfilled the requirements outlined in
Section A.2.9 of this Class EA and for which
the relevant Planning Act documents have been
approved or have come into effect under the

This activity listing has been replaced with the following text
to be included in the preface to the tables/listings.

Proponents are encouraged to review section A.2.9 for
opportunities to integrate Class EA projects with the Planning




Activity

Current

Description Schedule

Proposed
Schedule

Rationale

Planning Act.
Wastewater

2 Establish a new stormwater retention/detention | B B Text added for clarification.
pond and appurtenances or infiltration systems
including outfall to receiving water body
where additional property is required.

3 Enlarge stormwater retention/detention B B Text added for clarification.
ponds/tanks or sanitary or combined sewage
detention tanks by addition or replacement,
where additional property is required.

7 Retire a facility which would have been B A+ Retiring a facility removes the impact of that facility. The
subject to either Schedule B or C of the community should be notified of retirement so they can be
MCEA for its establishment. involved in a local decision regarding plans for any cleanup

and the future use of the site. .

9 Installation or replacement of standby power B A This work is now subject to a regulation — Ontario Regulation
equipment where new equipment is located in 116/01.
a new building or structure.

11 Establish new or replace or expand existing A A Utility Cortidors are not always linear and this means that
stormwater detention/retention ponds or tanks expansion of a stormwater management facility is a Schedule
and appurtenances including outfall to A activity provided no additional property is required. Text
receiving water body provided all such added for clarification.
facilities are in either an existing utility
corridor or an existing road allowance where
no additional property is required.

12 Expansion, improvement or modification to B A Amend description as shown. Municipalities routinely process
existing patrol yard equipment or material and approve applications for commercial/industrial projects
storage facilities and maintenance facilities with similar impacts.
where land acquisition is required provided
project conforms fo Planning Act
requirements and with municipal and other
requirements.

14 New service facilities provided project B A Amend description as shown. Municipalities routinely process
conforms to Planning Act requirements and and approve applications for commercial/industrial projects
with municipal and other requir A with similar impacts.

18. Any Project which is subject to this Class EA This activity listing has been replaced with the following text
and has fulfilled the requirements outlined in to be included in the preface to the tables/listings.

Section A.2.9 of this Class EA and for which i
the relevant Planning Act documents have Proponents are encouraged to review section 4.2.9 for
been approved or have come into effect under opportunities to integrate Class EA projects with the Planning
the Planning Act. Act. .
Water

4 Retire a water facility which would have been | B A+ Retirinig a facility removes the impact of that facility. The
subject to either Schedule B or C of the community should be notified of retirement so they can be
MCEA for its establishment. involved in a local decision regarding plans for any cleanup

and the future use of the site.

6 Installation or replacement of standby power B A This work is now subject to a regulation — Ontario Regulation
equipment where new equipment is located in 116/01.

a new building or structure.

7 Expansion, improvement or modification to B A Amend description as shown. Municipalities routinely process
existing patrol yard equipment or material and approve applications for commercial/industrial projects
storage facilities and maintenance facilities with similar impacts.
where land acquisition is required provided
project conforms to Planning Act
requirements and with municipal and other
requirements.

9 New service facilities provided project B A Amend description as shown. Municipalities routinely process
conforms to Planning Act requirements and and approve applications for commercial/industrial projects
with municipal and other requirements, with similar impacts.

11. Any Project which is subject to this Class EA. This activity listing has been replaced with the following text
and has fulfilled the requirements outlined in to be included in the preface to the tables/listings.

Section A.2.9 of this Class EA and for which
the relevant Planning Act documents have Proponents are encouraged to review section 4.2.9 for
been approved or have come into effect under opportunities to integrate Class EA projects with the Planning
the Planning Act. Act.
Transit

4 Construction of localized operational A+ At Intersection improvement projects are of local rather than
improvements at specific locations (i.e. provincial interest. Impacted stakeholders should be notified
stopping lanes, access lanes, turning lanes, but the final project details should be decided locally.
queue jump lanes, and roadway access ramps Adverse effects are unlikely for localized improvements
etc)

5 Construction of localized operational B A+ To be Intersection improvement projects are of local rather than
improvements at specific locations (i.e. deleted and | provincial interest. Impacted stakeholders should be notified
stopping lanes, access lanes, tuming lanes, combined but the final project details should be decided locally.




Current Proposed

Activity Description Schedule Schedule Rationale
queue jump lanes, and roadway access ramps with
etc) with the potential for some adverse definition 4
environmental effects. :
12 Construction of a new culvert or increase in B A+ The technical requirements for the new increased sized culvert
culvert size due to change in the drainage area. are confirmed through the Certificate of Approval process.
The actual construction of the culverts are of local rather than
provincial interest. Impacted stakeholders should be notified
but the final project details should be decided locally.
39 Any Project which is subject to this Class EA This activity listing has been replaced with the following text
and has fulfilled the requirements outlined in to be included in the preface to the tables/listings.
Section A.2.9 of this Class EA and for which )
the relevant Planning Act documents have Proponents are encouraged 1o review section A.2.9 for
been approved or have come into effect under opportunities to integrate Class EA projects with the Planning
the Planning Act. Act.

NOTE * Please take notice that, as of March 12, 2010, the MOE has approved a Minor Amendment to update the MCEA and replace the $2.2
million maximum allowable project cost limit with the increased figure of $2.7 million, and the $8.7 million limit for project cost limit with the
figure $10.7 million. This change has been in effect since March 10, 2010.

To account for changes in construction costs, the identified cost limits will be adjusted on an annual basis in accordance with the Ministry of
Transportation’s tender price index. The MEA Monitoring Committee will calculate the new cost thresholds on an annual basis and will notify
interested persons of the new cost thresholds. Cost thresholds will be in effect from January 1 to December 31 of each year. The cost threshold in
place at the time a project is initiated shall be the cost threshold used to determine the applicable process to be followed throughout the
completion of the Class EA process.







A.2.9 INTEGRATION WITH THE PLANNING ACT

There may be circumstances where a proponent (including private developers) may have a
Planning Act application and Class EA requirements at the same time. For example, an
application for a plan of subdivision may trigger the need for -a new collector road. When this
occurs, it may be desirable to consider the Planning Act and Class EA processes together in an
integrated approach in order to avoid duplication and ensure improved environmental protection.
This Class EA recognizes the desirability of coordinating or integrating the planning processes
and approvals under the EA Act and the Planning Act, as long as the intent and requirements of
both acts are met.

The types of Planning Act applications/documents that may proceed using the integration
approach include: an official plan, official plan amendment including secondary plans adopted as
an official plan amendment, community improvement plan, plan of subdivision and a plan of
condominium. Applications may be initiated by the municipality or by a private sector developer
or both as co-proponents. By completing the requirements for environmental assessment and
land use planning processes at the same time, proponents can streamline their efforts and more
effectively meet the requirements of both the Planning Act and EA Act.

Accordingly, for a project(s) that is subject to this Class EA and which:

i) is one of the types of Planning Act instruments identified in section A.2.9 of this
Class EA and which has taken effect under the Planning Act; and

ii) the proponent has fulfilled the requirements of this Class EA as outlined in this
section; .

then the proponent may proceed to implement the pfoject.

It is the responsibility of the proponent to ensure that they have fulfilled all of the Planning
Act and EA Act requirements for their project as well as obtaining any other necessary
approvals or permits.

The option of using this integrated approach provides the proponent with increased flexibility to
streamline the Planning Act approvals and Class EA processes. It is the responsibility of the
proponent following the integrated approach to accurately reflect the requirements of the Class
EA process, including the consultation, notification and documentation requirements of this
Class EA, in the Planning Act application. The following sections outline the requirements for
the integration process and provide guidance to proponents on its use and applicability.

A.2.9.1. Integrated Approach Overview
The integfated approach provides proponents with the opportunity to reduce duplication by

simultaneously complying with the Planning Act and Class EA processes, including
public/stakeholder notification and consultation requirements, technical reports and analyses, and




land use planning and environmental protection decisions, As noted in condition ii) above, the
requirements of this Class EA process still need to be met.

[sidebar]

If a proponent is considering whether to use the integrated approach

to satisfy their requirements under the Planning Act and this Class EA,

proponents are encouraged to notify MOE’s Regional Office (dir

Pesticides and Environmental Planning Supervisor) and the Director,

EAAB and the applicable MMAH Municipal Services Office of their

intention. Early notification is encouraged, but is not mandatory.

The integrated approach still involves the completion of the procedural requirements of this
Class EA based on whether the project is classified as a Schedule B or Schedule C project. If the
project is defined as a Schedule B project, the proponent must complete Phases 1 and 2 of this
Class EA. If the project is categorized as a Schedule C project, the proponent is required to
complete Phases 1 through 4 of this Class EA. All Class EA planning principles and mandatory
consultation requirements still apply.

Work completed by the proponent for each of the applicable Phases of this Class EA are to be
documented in a publicly available document to accompany the Planning Act application.
Documentation must be prepared in accordance with section A.2.9.4 of this Class EA and must
demonstrate how the proponent has satisfied the requirements for each of the Phases required to
be completed under this Class EA in completing their Planning Act application(s) (referred to in
this section ) and their respective requirements.

Under the Planning Act, decision(s) may be appealed to the Ontario Municipal Board (OMB).
The OMB is the administrative body to which appeals of the land use planning decision,
including the supporting infrastructure can be made. If a project has been appealed to the OMB,
the requirements of the integrated approach have not been met until the OMB renders a decision
allowing the project to proceed. As outlined in section 2.8.1 of this Class EA, a Part II Order
(PIIO) request may also be made to the Minister of the Environment or delegate. However, the
purpose of the integration provisions is to coordinate requirements under the Planning Act with
this Class EA. When reviewing a PIIO request, the Minister of the Environment or delegate will
consider the purpose and intent of the integration provisions.

A.2.9.2 Who Can Use the Integrated Approach

The proponent of a project using the integrated approach is the same as the applicant under the
Planning Act, whether the proponent is a municipality, a private sector developer or both. Two or
more municipalities and/or private sector developers may act as co-proponents.

Private Sector Proponent

Ontario Regulation 345/93, made under the EA Act, designates private sector developers as
subject to the requirements of the EA Act if a private sector developer is proposing an
undertaking of a type listed in Schedule C and the undertaking involves the provision of roads,
water or wastewater facilities for the residents of a municipality.




Municipalities should not avoid their EA Act requirements through the use of conditions on a
Planning Act approval where the appropriate proponent for the work is the municipality.

Co-proponency

Two or more parties may have responsibilities under the Class EA process for the same project
(either different municipalities or private sector developers or a combination of two or more).
Where two or more proponents undertake a project for their mutual benefit, as co-proponents, all
terms and-conditions of this Class EA shall apply equally to each of the co-proponents. In a co-
proponency that involves a private sector developer and a municipality, Class EA requirements
shall be those of the municipality, in cases where components of a single project fall within more
than one schedule, the more rigorous schedule shall apply.

Proponents may also change during the planning and implementation of a project. Initial Class
EA Phases may be completed by one proponent and following Phases may be completed by
another. For example, a municipality may use a Master Plan to complete Phases 1 and 2 of this
Class EA process, while a private sector proponent, building upon the work completed by the
municipality, completes Phases 3 and 4 of this Class EA process through the standard Class EA
process or through the use of the integrated approach. If a proponent is relying on work
completed by another proponent to fulfill their requirements under this Class EA, the proponent
needs to ensure that the work that is being relied upon meets the requirements of section A.2.9.2
and that they are able to make use of the work completed by the other proponent. There may be
restrictions on the use of previous work by others (e.g., reliance or copy right).

A.2.9.3 Steps in the Integrated Approach

The following section provides a step-by-step guide of the Class EA requirements for proponents
planning a project using the integrated approach. ~

1) Identify the problem or opportunity
2) (a) Identify alternative solutions to the problem or opportunity

(b) Carry out an inventory of the environment, including the natural, social, cultural
and economic environment

(c) Identify the potential impacts of the alternative solutions on the environment and
any measures needed to mitigate those impacts

(d) Carry out a comparative evaluation of the alternative solutions and identify a
preliminary preferred solution

(e)  Mandatory Point of Consultation — notify and consult with review agencies and
the public as described in section A.3 of this Class EA




3)

4)

®

(8)

Gy

(d)

(©)

®
(a)

Determine the preferred alternative solution (project) based on the results of the
comparative evaluation and feedback received from review agencies and the
public

Key Decision Point - At this point in the process, the proponent must confirm the
applicable Class EA Schedule for the preferred solution (project):

e If the Project would have been defined as a Schedule B project under this
Class EA, then the proponent must: '

o document the study process and description of the physical location
and dimensions of the project in a public document. Documentation
must be consistent with the requirements in section A.2.9.4
(Documentation) of this Class EA;

o issue mandatory notification (e.g. a Notice of Completion) to review
agencies and the public about the availability of the study
documentation for public review as well as the appeal rights under the
Planning Act; and

o proceed to Phase 5 of this Class EA below.

e If the Project would have been defined as a Schedule C project under this
- Class EA, then the proponent must:

o Proceed with Phases 3, 4 and 5 of this Class EA below.
Identify alternative design concepts for the préferred solution (project).

Undertake a detailed inventory of the environment, including the natural, social,
cultural and economic environments.

Identify the potential impact of the alternative project designs on the environment
and any measures needed to mitigate those impacts.

Carry out a comparative evaluation of the alternative project designs and identify
a recommended project design.

Mandatory Point of Consultation - notify and consult review agencies and the
public as described in sections A.3, A.3.5.3, A.3.6 and A.3.7 of this Class EA.

Determine the preferred design for the project.
Document the integrated approach, including the problem or opportunity,

alternative solutions, alternative project design concepts, preferred project
designs, preferred design of the project, consultation and decision-making process




using section A.4 as a guide. Documentation must include a description of the
proposed project including the physical location and physical dimensions of the
project.

(b) Mandatory Point of Consultation (e.g. Issue Notice of Completion) — notify
review agencies and the public about the availability of the study documentation
for public review and their rights of appeal.

Documentation and supporting technical reports must be provided to review
agencies as required. Section A.2.9.4 provides further information regarding
documenting the integration process.

5) Once all necessary Planning Act approval(s) have been obtained and the integrated
planning process as described in section A.2.9.3 is complete, the proponent may proceed
to implement the project. It is the responsibility of the proponent to ensure that they have
fulfilled all of the Planning Act and EA Act requirements for their project and obtained
any other necessary'approvals or permits prior to implementing the project.

A.2.9.4 Documentation

The Class EA documentation supporting a Planning Act application must be made available to
the public and shall include:

a statement of the purpose, problem or opportunity

details of the planning process followed

details of the consultation carried out

existing environmental conditions .
alternative solutions and evaluation of its potential environmental effects
the preferred solution and its effects on the environment

the mitigation measures to be implemented

commitments made during the planning process

(see section A.4 as a guide)

Documentation and supporting technical reports must be provided to review agencies for their
review and comment as required. Where studies are necessary to support the decisions made, the
feasibility of the preferred alternative, and the conclusions drawn about environmental impacts
and mitigation measures, these technical studies must be provided to the review agencies at an
early stage in the integrated planning process. Examples include hydrogeological studies for
communal groundwater supply or a noise study for a new or widened roadway. It is further
recommended that proponents consult with review agencies early in the process to determine any
requirements and/or site specific information that should be provided in the relevant studies.

A.2.9.5. Project Notification

Under the integrated approach, mandatory points of contact and minimum notification
requirements remain the same as outlined in sections A.3.4, A.3.5.3, A.3.6 and A.3.7 of this




Class EA. Consultation including, notification requirements, is the responsibility of the
proponent. Under the Planning Act, municipalities are required to issue Notices of Public
Meetings and Notices of Decision.

Concurrent tasks such as public meetings may occur and combined notices could be issued under
this Class EA and the Planning Act. While the content of combined notices will vary according
to the type of Planning Act application and the applicable Schedule of this Class EA, these
_ combined notices must, at a minimum, include the following:

¢ a clear statement that an integrated approach is being used;

o aclear statement that an appeal of the Planning Act application and related infrastructure is
to be made to the OMB and that a Part II Order request may be made to the Minister of the
Environment or delegate; '

¢ information about the municipal infrastructure to which this Class EA applies and the type(s)
of Planning Act approval being sought; and,

¢ required information that shows that all applicable legislative and regulatory notice
requirements under the Planning Act and this Class EA have been met.

In using the integrated approach, information contained in the notices may differ, based on the
specific notice requirements for the type of Planning Act process being carried out and the
Schedule of the Class EA project. These differences may relate to factors such as: timing;
distribution; content; format; and author. ’

There are differences related to factors such as: timing; distribution; content; format; and author.
Appendix 8 highlights some of the key considerations that need to be taken into account when
preparing combined notices. For example, public review periods differ for Planning Act and
Class EA processes. In the case of a Class EA, a Notice of Completion must be given and
documentation made available for a 30-day public review period. In the case of an official plan
amendment under the Planning Act, a copy of the application and related information and
material be available for public inspection at least 20 days before holding a public meeting.
When combining notices to meet the requirements under this Class EA and the Planning Act, the -
proponent must ensure that both requirements are met.

For projects being planned using the integrated approach, once the Planning Act application
comes into effect under the Planning Act and the planning for the project has met the
requirements of section A.2.9 of this Class EA, the proponent is not required to provide any
further notice of the project under the Class EA.




Table for Appendix 8

Note: This chart highlights existing key notice and consultation information — users are responsible for all statutory and

regulatory requirements.

MUNICIPAL CLASS EA

PLANNING ACT

Mandatory Notice/Consultation Requirements

Mandatory public consultation is required at key decision
points during the EA process

The method of consultation discretionary (e.g., Open House,
Public Meeting)

A published notice shall mean a nofice published in a local
newspaper having general circulation in the area of the project.
Two (2) published notices shall mean two (2) notices
appearing in separate issue of the same newspaper.

Minimum of one statutory public meeting is required.
‘Refer to the

e Planning Act (see sections 17, 22, 28 or 51 for relevant
" instrument type), and

\

e 0O.Reg. 543/06 (official plan/plan amendments and
community improvement plans), or

e O.Reg. 544/06 (plan of subdivision/condominium)

Official plan/plan amendments, community improvement
plans

Earliest day to hold a public meeting ~ 20 days after the
requirements for giving notice are met

Plan of Subdivision/Condominium

Latest time to hold a public meeting - 14 days before a
decision is made

Distribution of Notices

Mandatory notification to the general public by:
e newspaper (2 publications}, and
« those who have expressed interest by direct mail

For First Nations: Contact the Ministry of the Environment, the
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs and the Department of Indian and
Northern Affairs Canada for direction on how to identify First
Nations that may have an interest in the proposed project.

Notice requirements are dependent upon type of planning
instrument.

Planning Act requirements for official plans/plan amendments,
community improvement plans (O.Reg. 543/06) and plans of
subdivision/condominium (O.Reg. 544/06) include:

»  forms of notice - (1) personal service or ordinary mail
and by posting notice on a property or (2) by publishing
a nofice in a newspaper)

s recipients of the notice to prescribed persons and public

bodies, including First Nations and geographic areas for
the distribution of notices

Notice to the relevant regional Municipal Services Office of the

Schedule B and C Projects
Name and address of the municipal proponent

Brief description of the project which outlines the nature of
the problem or opportunity and the need for a solution

. Reference to the project following the requirements of the
Municipal Class EA

Details of when and where information, (e.g. ESR) is

community improvement plans are set out in the Planning
Act and O.Reg. 543/06 for:

« notices that exclude notices posted on a property
(personal service, ordinary mail and newspaper)

+ notices that are posted on a property

Notice content for plans of subdivision/condominiums




available to the public

name or title of a contact person to whom comment should
be directed

date by which comment/input is to be received by the
proponent.

*if using the integrated approach an appeal of the
Planning Act application and related infrastructure can be
made to the OMB. A request for a Part Il Order may also
be made to the Minister of the Environment or delegate.

(Planning Act and O.Reg. 544/06), including details relating to:

o notices that exclude notices posted on a property

{personal service, ordinary mail and newspaper)

o notices that are posted on a property

Availability of Documen
{using an integrated approach, public review requirements must

tation fbr Public Review

be met for both planning and class EA matters)

Minimum 30-day pubic review of Class EA documentation

Official plans/plan amendments and community
improvement plans

a minimurm 20-day public review of related information and
material prior to a public meeting

In the case of a privately-initiated official plan amendment,
supporting information and materials must be made
available to the public within 15 days of application being
determined to be complete.

Plans of subdivision/condominiums

Within 15 days of advising an applicant that its application
is determined complete, notice of a complete application is
given and the supporting information and materials must be
made available to the public. In giving notice of a public
meeting a municipality must advise where and when additional
information and material regarding the proposed plan of
subdivision will be available to the public.

Notice of Completion / Notice of Adoption / Notice of-ApprovaI

Individual Recipients:

Appropriate review agencies
Those who provide a written request for notice

MUNICIPALITY EXEMPT FROM APPROVAL

Official plans/plan amendments and community
improvement plans ~

Written nofice of adoption must be provided no [ater than 15
days after the day a plan adopted. Notice requirements are
contained in the Planning Act and O.R. 543/06 for the

content of the notice, including who may appeal to the
OMB, who may be added as a party to the hearing of the
appeal and the last day for the filing of a notice of appeal

recipients of the notice
MUNICIPALITY NOT EXEMPT FROM APPROVAL

Official plans/plan amendments {excluding community
improvement plans) — Written notice of adoption must be
provided no later than 15 days after the day a plan adopted.
Notice requirements are contained in the Planning Act and
O.Reg. 543/06 for the

o content of the notice




e recipients of the notice

Materials are then forwarded to the approval authority who
gives written notice of its decision. Notice requirements are
contained the Planning Act and O.Reg. 543/06

s content of the notice, including who may appeal to the
OMB and who may be added as a party to the hearing of
the appeal

» recipients of the notice

Plans of subdivision/condominium: when the approval
authority makes a decision, written notice of the decision must
be provided with 15 days. Notice requirements are contained
in the Planning Act and O.Reg. 544/06 for the

» content of the notice, including who may appeal to the
OMB and who may be added as a party to the hearing of
the appeal recipients of the notice

s recipients of the notice

Appeal to the OMB/ Part Il Order

« Members of the public, interest groups and review agencies
may request the Minister of the Environment or delegate to
require a proponent to comply with Part 1l of the EA Act
(which addresses individual EAs), before proceeding with a
proposed undertaking.

*e Written requests for a Part Il Order must be submitted to the
Minister of the Environment or delegate within the 30
calendar day review period after the Notice of Completion is
issued.

MUNICIPALITIES: EXEMPT FROM APPROVAL

Official plans/plan amendments and community
improvement plans: not later than 20 days after the day that
the giving of notice is completed, all or part of the decision of
council fo adopt all or part of the plan may be appealed to the
OMB by filing a notice of appeal with the clerk of the
municipality

MUNICIPALITIES NOT EXEMPT FROM APPROVAL.:

Official plans/plan amendments (excluding community
improvement plans): not later than 20 days after the day that
the giving of the notice of decision is completed, all or part of
the decision of the approval authority may be appealed fo the
OMB by filing a notice of appeal with the approval authority **

Plans of Subdivision/Condominium: not later than 20 days
after the day that the giving of notice is completed, the
decision, the lapsing provision or any of the conditions may be |
appealed to the OMB, by filing a notice of appeal with the
approval authority **

*Where a municipality does not make the decision {i.e., not
exempt from approval), it must forward its documentation to
the approval authority - the upper tier or the province. Upon
the giving of a notice of decision by the approval authority, the
20-day appeal period starts. ‘

A.2.9.6 Considerations When Using the Integrated Approach

A.2.9.6.1 Project Boundaries

Projects being planned using the integrated approach can include infrastructure that is located on
lands beyond the boundaries of the lands that are the subject of the specific Planning Act
application provided that the need for the infrastructure is triggered by the project being planned.




Any infrastructure extending beyond the Planning Act application boundaries must be directly
related to and required by the application(s).

For example, a Planning Act application for a plan of subdivision may have a requirement to
service the subdivision through a connection to an off-site water tower or stormwater
management facility. Another example would be if an extension to a collector road is needed for
a short distance beyond the area involved in the Planning Act application to connect the
subdivision to the existing road network. In this instance, infrastructure located beyond the
boundaries of the planning act application would trigger Class EA requirements for the
municipality. To ensure that municipal requirements under this Class EA are met, the
municipality has at least three options:

1.  participate as a co-proponent in the integrated project and incorporate the off-site
infrastructure into that same integrated project;

2. authorize the proponent of the integrated project to carry out the Class EA work for
the off-site infrastructure on their behalf (subject to their approval) either as part of
the integrated project; and

3.  carry out an independent Class EA for the off-site infrastructure.

When a project extends beyond the Planning Act application boundaries the associated
investigations and EA documentation also needs to extend beyond the Planning Act application
boundaries. Existing conditions and environmental effect boundaries, for example would need to
be expanded appropriately beyond the Planning Act application boundary.

As noted in section A.2.9.2, municipalities should not avoid their EA requirements through the
use of conditions on a Planning Act approval where the appropriate proponent for the work is the
municipality. Off-site infrastructure should only be a requirement of a Planning Act application
if the infrastructure is directly related to the project.

Notice for a project being planned using the integrated approach must clearly identify all -
infrastructure outside the boundaries of lands that are the subject of the specific Planning Act
application and the boundaries of the area of land affected by both the prescribed notice and the
proposed infrastructure itself. Recognizing that this may not be possible at the earliest stages of
project planning when the need for specific infrastructure may not yet have been determined, the
level of information included in the notices should increase as project planning decisions are
made. : '

The proponent must address all required Phases for the project under this Class EA, including
any infrastructure located outside the boundaries of the lands that are the subject of the specific
Planning Act application in the documentation required under section A.2.9.4.

A.2.9.6.2 Revisions to a Project Planned Using the Integrated Approach

It may be necessary to revise a project that has been planned using the integrated approach due to
environmental implications of changes to the project or due to a delay in implementation.
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Changes to a project can be made following the addenda procedures outlined in this Class EA
(refer to section A.4.1.1 and A.4.3).

A.2.9.6.3 Lapse of Time

If a proponent planning a project using the integrated approach has fulfilled its requirements
under the Planning Act and EA Act, the project will be subject to the review requirements
associated with the Planning Act approval and not the time lapse provision set out in this Class
EA. The Planning Act does not contain an automatic review of an approval or an automatic
expiry if a Planning Act approval is not implemented. A municipality may, however, include a
time lapse provision in certain Planning Act approval(s) (e.g., a municipality may provide a
deadline for the proponent to fulfill the conditions of a draft plan of subdivision) and/or seek
reconsideration of matters through its regular planning reviews.

[sidebar]

As a matter of good practice and to ensure its currency, municipalities
and private sector proponents should undertake a review of the
documentation prepared in accordance with section A.2.9.4 if the
infrastructure has not been constructed within ten years. The
municipality may also apply conditions to planning approvals to
require review of the documentation prepared in accordance with
section A.2.9.4 if the infrastructure has not been constructed within ten
years.

A.2.9.6.4 Considerations

By considering environmental assessment and land use planning processes in a coordinated
approach, proponents can streamline their efforts and more effectively meet the requirements of
both the Planning Act and EA Act. However, a proponent is not required to follow an integrated
approach if both acts apply. Considerations need to be made by the proponent(s) regarding the
project schedule, timing of the Planning Act applications, completion of studies, public and
stakeholder interest and implementation target dates, amongst other factors.

It is also possible to terminate an integrated approach once the process has been initiated, if
during the course of the project, considerations suggest that two separate processes may be more
effective. Work undertaken prior to this decision does not need to be redone as it was undertaken
with the intent of meeting both acts. However, future work must still meet the requirements of
this Class EA and the Planning Act approvals process being used. If termination of an integrated
approach occurs following the announcement or public notification of a project having been
given, subsequent notices, or independent notices, shall be issued advising that an integrated
approach is no longer being followed.

A.2.9.7 Monitoring the Application of the Approach to Integrate with the Planning Act
After proponents have completed a project using the integrated approach, proponents should

briefly summarize how a project has met the conditions in section A.2.9 (+/- 2 pages) and copy
this to MOE, Director, EAAB including copies of the mandatory public and review agency
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notices. Doing so will assist in monitoring the effectiveness and benefits of the integrated
approach. |

The information provided to MOE, Director, EAAB should include a description of:

o the Planning Act application that was integrated with the Class EA process

e how the requirements of the Class EA process were fulfilled with respect to the
appropriate Phase 1 through 4 requirements

¢ consultation undertaken, including copies of notices

e project documentation

Representatives of the MOE, MEA and MMAH will meet on an annual basis to review the
submissions received, any comments provided and to discuss the effectiveness of the integrated
approach.

A.2.9.8 Phase in Process

Changes to the integration provisions in the 2007 Class EA are intended to provide clarification
about how the process works. The fundamental steps in planning a project using the integrated
approach remain unaltered. If a proponent, based on the clarifications made to the integrated
approach, intend to give notice of changing from a standard Class EA process to an integrated
approach process, notification of the change in process shall be made to the public and
stakeholders involved in the process including MOE and MMAH. Notice of a proponent’s intent
to change to the use of an integrated approach for a project may not be given if the Notices of
Completion for the infrastructure project has been filed or a decision rendered on the Planning
Act application.
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Appendix 8

Note: The Planning Act and regulations provide for notice requirements, depending on the application
type. The following sample is intended only as a guide for municipalities providing a Notice of a Public
Meeting for an Official Plan Amendment in the context of an integrated approach. it is the responsibility of
the municipality to fulfill the requirements of both the Planning Act and the Environmental Assessment
Act.

SAMPLE - NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING
(other than a Notice given by posting)

Notice of Public Meeting for a Proposed Official Plan Amendment
Notice of Completion of Class Environmental Assessment

A public meeting to receive input on the following application will be held on:

File Name:

File No.:

Date: | Key Map
Time: Of Subject Land
Place:

A request has been made by [name] to amend the Official Plan of [name of municipality] for lands
known as [description]. The subject land has a frontage of [Iength] on [street name] and has an area of
approximately [size].

The Applicant (and name of the municipality if co-proponent) are also planning for certain
infrastructure needed for the proposed development. This process is being conducted using the
integrated approach in accordance with Section A.2.9 of the Municipal Engineers Association’s (MEA)
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) for meeting the requirements of the Environmental
Assessment Act and for approval under the Planning Act.

[Where infrastructure work is proposed outside of the Planning Act applicatidn boundaries, add:]

Elements of the infrastructure work identified above are proposed

beyond the boundaries of this official plan amendment, but is needed
- to serve the project. The lands affected are shown on the attached
map and the elements include: ' Map/
) [list of infrastructure work] Of All
Infrastructure
Work Proposed to
Support the
Project

13




The requested Official Plan Amendment would amend the Official Plan of [name of municipality] in
order to [insert official plan amendment details. including information related to the proposed
infrastructure that is part of this integrated approach].

A copy of the proposed Official Plan Amendment and supporting information and material, along with
documentation associated with this MEA Municipal Class EA project are available for inspection between
[time] and [time] at the [municipal department] at [address(es)].

ANY PERSON may attend the public meeting to provide comments on the proposed Official Plan
Amendment and the infrastructure project(s), including the MEA Class EA documentation, being
undertaken in support of the amendment.

Comments may also be mailed to the [name of municipality] at the address above, faxed to [fax
number] or e-mailed to [e-mail address] prior to the public meeting [quote file name and number]. If
you are aware of any other individuals or landowners who may be interested in this matter, please advise
them of the public meeting. A copy of the staff report and the MEA Class EA documentation supporting
the Planning Act application will be available from the [specify contact] on [specify date and time].

If significant concerns regarding the MEA Class EA aspects of this project cannot be resolved in
discussion with the Applicant (and name of the municipality if co-proponent), section 2.8.1. of the MEA
Class EA should be consuited.

IF A PERSON or public body does not make oral submissions at the public meeting or make written
" submissions to [name of municipality] before the proposed Official Plan Amendment is adopted, the
person or public body is not entitled to appeal the decision of the Council of [name of municipality] to
the Ontario Municipal Board.

IF A PERSON or public body does not make oral submissions at the public meeting or make written
submissions to [name of municipality] before the proposed Official Plan Amendment is adopted, the
person or public body may not be added as a party to the hearing of an appeal before the Ontario
Municipal Board unless, in the opinion of the Board, there are reasonable grounds to add the person or
public body as a party.

IF YOU WISH to be notified of the adoption of the proposed Official Plan Amendment, or of the refusal of
a request to amend the Official Plan, you must make a written requesf to [name and address of
municipality].

[In cases where there are other applications, add:]

The subject land is subject to an application under the Planning Act for a [type of application] which is
being processed under file number xxxxx-xx.

Contact Information:

Name: Municipal
Telephone; Address
Fax:

E-Mail;

DATED this day of , 20XX.
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Corporation of the Town of Carleton Place

[ 175 Bridge Street, Carleton Place, ON K7C 2V8 Phone: (613) 257-6200 Fax: (613) 257-8170

July 8", 2011

The Honourable John Wilkinson
Minister of the Environment

77 Wellesley Street West

11th Floor, Ferguson Block
Toronto ON

M7A 2T5

Dear Sir:

The Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) is pleased to presentamendments to the 2007
Municipal Class Environment Assessment document for municipal projects.

In2006/07, MEA, supported by its Volunteer members, partners from the Transitcommunity
and the Ministry of the Environment, developed a series of amendments to address
comments from the five year review, to expand the scope and to improve the function of the
Municipal Class EA. The MCEA is a living document and further amendments are now
deemed appropriate.

As part of the Provincial Government's Ontario’'s Business Sector Strategy, sector
representatives identified a concern with MEA Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
(MCEA) Process related to the duplication of work between the MCEA requirements and
those under Planning Act processes. The MOE consulted with various municipalities and
( requested their input on the existing integration provisions. Municipalities indicated that
the integration provisions could be enhanced and clarified and suggested that recognition
of prior planning assessment could be used in the MCEA process to streamline proponent's
efforts and effectively meet requirements of both the Planning Act and the Environmental
Assessment Act. In addition, several changes to the MCEA and MEA’s ongomg monitoring
has highlighted the need for revisions. :

As aresultof these concerns, the MEA together with the Ministry of the Environment (MOE)
proposed that changes to the MCEA. These changes were posted on the EBR Web site
for information purposes and were the subject of a 45 day public comment period (Jan 11,
2011 to Feb 25, 2011). The MEA has reviewed and addressed the comments received
during this period. The results of the consultation process and the 2011 Amendments to
the 2007 Municipal Class Environment Assessment are attached.

MEA will continue to monitor the application of the Municipal Class EA process. We
welcome comments from the users of the document, so that it can continue to maintain its
relevance and effectiveness.

Yours truly

fo ot

Paul Knowles, P. Eng.
Chair, MCEA Monitoring Committee

( ‘ Meet me on the Mississ.ippi







