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Western Vaughan Transportation Improvements

Individual Environmental Assessment

Review Agency Advisory Committee (RAAC) 
Meeting #5 - October 27, 2009 
Meeting Notes
Attendees

RAAC Members

Jonathan Lin, 407 ETR

Allen Lew, MTO

Antonio Di Sabatino, MTO

Paul Kerry, Canadian Pacific

Selma Hubjer, City of Vaughan

Andrew Pearce, City of Vaughan

Carolyn Woodland, TRCA

Solange Desautels, MOE

Project Team Members


Arup Mukherjee, York Region

Sue Cumming, Facilitator, Cumming+Company

Barry Darch, AECOM

Greg Smith, AECOM
Marc Rose, AECOM

Dan Minkin, AECOM

Dave Crowley, Halcrow

	Item
	Description

	Welcome, Introductions and Meeting Overview

Sue Cumming

Cumming+Company
	The meeting was called to order at 2:30 pm by Sue Cumming (Facilitator).  RAAC and Project Team Members introduced themselves. Sue provided an overview of the purpose of the meeting, ground rules, and the agenda.

 

	Project Review

Arup Mukherjee

York Region


	Arup Mukherjee presented:

· The purpose and rationale for the project 

· The process by which Alternative 8 was identified as the recommended Alternative to the Undertaking 

· The results of the corridor optimization study, namely the removal of Pine Valley Drive between Rutherford Road and Major Mackenzie Drive from the IEA study

	Assessment and Evaluation of Alternative Alignments for Road Improvements in Alternative 8
Marc Rose
AECOM
	Marc Rose explained the methods used in evaluating alternative alignments for road improvements during the Alternative Methods stage of the EA.  He showed in detail the various alternatives considered for segments MM-2 and MM-4, and how they were evaluated.  The results of the evaluation of alternative alignments were presented: MM-2B, MM-4B, RR-2A, and RR-4B were shown as recommended alternatives.

	Discussion
	Key Discussion Points Noted:

· The planned subdivision (Lakes-Rivers subdivision) on the north side of MM-2 has been draft approved for some time.
· We’ve been in discussions with their engineers.  They agreed to no pre-sales until Major Mackenzie Drive is sorted out.  This alternative does not affect access; access will just be farther west.

· So the MM-2B alternative includes maintaining “old” Major Mackenzie Drive?
· That is outside the scope of the EA, but we intend to maintain the existing road, and will take care of connecting the new and existing roads.

· One complication affecting segment MM-4 is that the north side of the roadway is owned by Ontario Heritage Trust (OHT).  Does the TRCA know how much of an issue that will be?

· Ontario Heritage Trust (OHT) has owned these lands for a long time, and TRCA manages the property under agreement with OHT.   OHT is relatively hands-off on day-to-day matters regarding managing the farm land, natural heritage restoration, maintenance, property security, and public use management. TRCA leases the farmhouse, and the fields are rented by local farmers for field cropping. OHT would be concerned about a heritage issue like the archaeological finds and would need to be involved in our meetings and the EA process if these sites were to be disturbed through construction of one of the road alignments.   

An ossuary is located in the more northern portion of the property, and a few years ago when this sacred site was disturbed by routine agricultural ploughing, OHT lead a process with the Aboriginal representatives for re-constitution of the burial site. TRCA was involved and assisted with the process but OHT led all negotiations. 

When we know the nature of the archaeological sites, or determine if these sites can be protected through York Region's detailed alignment studies, then we can decide if OHT needs to be directly involved. 

A meeting with TRCA's technical team is arranged for next week (November 3, 2009) to further understand and discuss the environmental implications of alternative alignments.
· When would construction of Major Mackenzie Drive start?

· This is as yet undetermined, but it would be influenced by when MTO constructs the 427 extension.

· Is York Region coordinating the timing of submitting the EA report for Major Mackenzie Drive with the submission of the 427 extension?

· The 427 EA report is currently in presubmission. We need to bring the draft EA report to York Regional Council before the formal submission to MOE, and there will be limited opportunity to do so (one meeting) between summer break and the provincial election.   It is unlikely that submission of the two reports will occur at the same time.
· Are there multiple alternatives for segment MM-1?  Peel Region is recognizing a wide band within which Major Mackenzie Drive might connect across Highway 50.

· Moving Major Mackenzie Drive to the north was considered, but such an alignment was not developed as it could not properly accommodate the MTO’s proposed alignment for the future Highway 427 interchange at Major Mackenzie Drive.  Additionally, the currently recommended alignment best respects the existing land uses on both the north and south sides of Major Mackenzie Drive.  There are existing industrial sites on the north side which we would be impacted by shifting the alignment northward.  Also, the existing CP Intermodal Yard requires a truck connection to Major Mackenzie Drive, which would need to be longer if the road were shifted north.
· Has consultation with First Nations begun?  That could be an issue with the OHT.

· Yes – we had a meeting in May and will have another this November.

· MOE needs to be engaged in discussions with First Nations if any issues arise.

	Project Schedule and Upcoming Activities

Arup Mukherjee

York Region
	Arup Mukherjee gave an overview of upcoming meetings, particularly the Public Consultation Centres (PCCs) scheduled for December 2009 (note: the PCCs have subsequently been delayed until February 2010).
The meeting was adjourned at 4:30 pm.
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