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Fe b ruary 3, 2026 
 
EA Mod e rnization Pro je ct Te am 
Environme ntal Asse ssme nt Mod e rnization Branch 
135 St Clair Ave  We st, 4th Floor 
Toronto , O N M4V 1P5  
 
RE: Ne w  re g ula t io n  to  fo cus m unicip a l e nviro nm e nta l a sse ssm e nt 
re q uire m e nts (ERO  0 1 9 -7 8 9 1 )  
 
To  the  EA Mod e rnization Pro je ct Te am: 
 
Pe e l Re g ion thanks the  Ministry of Environme nt, Conse rvation and  Parks (MECP) 
for the  op p ortunity to  comme nt on the  up d ate d  p rop osal re g ard ing  municip al 
e nvironme ntal asse ssme nt (EA) re q uire me nts. This fe e d b ack b uild s on comme nts 
p re viously sub mitte d  d uring  the  March 2024 consultation.  
 
Pe e l Re g ion sup p orts the  Ministry’s ob je ctive  to  stre amline  re q uire me nts fo r lowe r 
imp act p ro je cts and  acce le rate  the  d e live ry of critical housing  and  ap p re ciate s that 
p re vious fe e d b ack re q ue sting  p rivate  se ctor d e ve lop e rs b e  sub je ct to  the  
p rop ose d  stre amline d  EA p roce ss for ne w d rinking  wate r tre atme nt syste ms or 
p lants, and  ne w se wag e  syste ms, p lants o r lag oons was incorp orate d . Howe ve r, 
Pe e l Re g ion e ncourag e s the  Ministry to  e nsure  EA mod e rnization re tains 
ap p rop riate  e nvironme ntal ove rsig ht, as we ll as me aning ful p ub lic e ng ag e me nt, 
p articularly for hig he r risk p ro je cts as we ll as Ind ig e nous and  o the r e q uity 
d e se rving  communitie s.  
 
Pe e l Re g ion re mains conce rne d  ab out the  p rop ose d  e xclusion of ce rtain p ro je cts 
und e r the  Municip al Pro je ct Asse ssme nt Proce ss (MPAP) re g ulation and  the  
p o te ntial e ffe cts on e nvironme ntal p ro te ctions, p ub lic consultation, climate  
chang e  consid e rations, and  b road e r stake hold e r e ng ag eme nt. Pe e l Re g ion staff’s 
g e ne ral and  d e taile d  comme nts on the  p rop osal are  summarize d  b e low. 

Ge ne ra l Co m m e nts 
 
Pe e l Re g ion has thoroug hly re vie we d  the  p rop ose d  re g ulation and  sup p orting  
mate rials. While  the  inte nt is to  simp lify and  stre amline  the  e nvironme ntal 
asse ssme nt p roce ss, ad d itional clarity is re q uire d  re g ard ing  e nvironme ntal 
ove rsig ht, Ind ig e nous e ng ag e me nt ro le s, p ub lic consultation e xp e ctations, climate  
chang e  consid e rations, and  comp liance  with o the r ap p licab le  e nvironme ntal 
le g islation. In the  ab se nce  of d e fined  p roce ss g uid ance , the re  is a risk that 
municip alitie s may e xp e rie nce  e xte nd e d  p lanning  time line s, le g al unce rtainty, and  
incre ase d  comp le xity d e sp ite  the  p rop osal’s aim to  stre amline  re q uire me nts. 
 
As curre ntly p rop ose d , municip alitie s would  continue  to  b e  re sp onsib le  fo r 
und e rtaking  ne ce ssary te chnical stud ie s, such as fie ld  inve stig ations, e valuation of 
alte rnative  so lutions, and  p ub lic e ng ag e me nt, e ve n thoug h the  aim of the se  
chang e s is to  p rovid e  a more  stre amline d  and  lowe r cost alte rnative  to  the  e xisting  
Sche d ule  B and  C EA p roce sse s. Gre ate r alig nme nt b e twee n the  re g ulatory inte nt 
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and  the  p ractical re q uire me nts face d  b y municip alitie s would  he lp  manag e  
e xp e ctations re g ard ing  p ro je ct time line s and  le ve l o f e ffort. 
 
Without cle are r g uid ance  and  a d e fine d  p roce ss frame work, the re  is p o te ntial fo r 
e xte nd e d  p lanning  time line s for municip alitie s p rio r to  the  construction p hase . 
Ad d itionally, Pe e l Re g ion is re q ue sting  clarity re g ard ing  a d e finition of p ro je cts 
that are  consid e re d  "und e rway" und e r the  p rop ose d  chang e s.  

Sp e cific Co m m e nts 

PRO J ECTS SUBJ ECT TO  THE ARCHAEO LO GICAL ASSESSMENT PRO CESS 

Ind ig e no us Co m m unity Co nsulta tio n  and  Duty to  Co nsult  

Pe e l Re g ion we lcome s the  p rop ose d  mand atory no tification with Ind ig e nous 
communitie s and  strong ly sup p orts se e king  the ir e arly inp ut. The re  is sufficie nt 
g uid ance  p rovid e d  in the  p rop osal re late d  to  the  ste p s invo lve d  in carrying  out the  
archae olog ical scre e ning  p roce ss and  no tifying  Ind ig e nous communitie s. 
Howe ve r, the  p rop ose d  chang e s p rovid e  little  information or clarity re g ard ing  
whe the r this ste p  is consid e re d  as a "d uty to  consult" o r simp ly e ng ag e me nt with 
Ind ig e nous communitie s fo r the  p ro je cts which will have  no  o the r EA 
re q uire me nts. 
 
Some  Ind ig e nous communitie s have  had  ne g ative  e xp e rie nce s with some  lice nse d  
consultants in the  ind ustry. Accord ing ly, Pe e l Re g ion re q ue sts that the  Ministry 
consid e r this histo ry and  p rovid e  clarity re g ard ing  the  e xtent o f municip al 
ob lig ations und e r the  p rop ose d  re g ulation. This g uid ance  is e sse ntial to  b uild  trust 
and  e nsure  a p ositive  working  re lationship  with Ind ig e nous communitie s. 
 
Pe e l Re g ion also  strong ly urg e s, if no t alre ad y d one , that the  Ministry consult with 
Ind ig e nous communitie s on the  p rop ose d  chang e s and  that the ir comme nts and  
conce rns b e  consid e red  b e fore  finalization. This e nsure s municip alitie s d o  no t face  
conflicts o r challe ng e s re late d  to  the  imp le me ntation of the  up d ate d  mod e l. Pe e l 
Re g ion sug g e sts that the  Ministry cond uct a training /aware ne ss camp aig n with 
Ind ig e nous communitie s, municip al staff and  consultants, o r d e ve lop  a ne w 
thoroug h g uid ance  manual re p lacing  the  e xisting  Municip al Class Environme ntal 
Asse ssme nt (MCEA) d ocume nts. 

De fin itio n  o f "Pre vio usly Disturb e d " 

In the  Up dated  Prop ose d  Processe s and  Project Lists p rovid e d  in the  sup p orting  
mate rials, the  p ro je ct d e scrip tion in Tab le  1, #4 no te s that “Pro je cts p rop ose d  to  
b e  sub je ct to  the  Archae olog ical Asse ssme nt Proce ss, no te s a p rop ose d  p ro je ct 
fo r the  ‘construction of sid e walks, multi-use  p aths or cycling  facilitie s outsid e  of the  
p re viously d isturb e d  p ortion of an e xisting  rig ht-of-way and /or in a utility o r rail 
corrid or, g re ate r than 1km’”. Howe ve r, it is uncle ar what is consid e re d  "p re viously 
d isturb e d ”; furthe r g uid ance  will he lp  to  avoid  inconsiste nt inte rp re tations. 
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Stand ard ize d  Re p o rting  Te m p la te s 

It would  b e  he lp ful if the  Ministry could  p rovid e  a te mp late  for municip alitie s to  
fo llow whe n p re p aring  the  d raft and  final re p orts. This would  e nsure  consiste ncy in 
re p orting  with no  re q uire d  d e tails or information b e ing  misse d . 

Re vie w  Pe rio d  Fle xib ility 

Ind ig e nous communitie s may re q ue st ad d itional time  b e yond  the  30-d ay re vie w 
p e riod , and  the  curre nt re g ulation p rovid e s no  furthe r g uid ance  on this sub je ct. 
Pe e l Re g ion would  ap p re ciate  furthe r clarity with re sp e ct to  fle xib ility 
municip alitie s would  have  in this re g ard  to  b alance  the  ne e d  for Ind ig enous 
e ng ag e me nt without risking  d e lay to  p ro je cts. 

IMPACTS TO  THE NATURAL ENVIRO NMENT AND CLIMATE CHANGE 

Enviro nm e nta l Im p act Asse ssm e n t fo r Ro ad s Pro je cts 

For p ro je cts that will no t re q uire  an EA p roce ss, it is uncle ar how the  
e nvironme ntal imp acts are  to  b e  consid e re d  and  mitig ate d . Some  road s p ro je cts 
have  sig nificant imp acts on the  e nvironme nt, includ ing  natural hab itats, te rre strial 
and  aq uatic e nvironme nts, sto rmwate r and  wate r q uality imp acts, and  more . The  
ste p s se t out in the  p rop ose d  chang e s d o  no t ad d re ss how municip alitie s should  
asse ss and  mitig ate  such imp acts to  the  natural e nvironme nt. 
 
Pe e l Re g ion re q ue sts clarity and  g uid ance  in this are a, re comme nd ing  a ne w 
p roce ss g uid ance  manual which lists p ossib le  stud ie s to  b e  comp le te d  to  re p lace  
the  e xisting  MCEA d ocume nts. As p re viously no te d  in Pe e l Re g ion’s March 2024 
sub mission, all hig h imp act p ro je cts should  b e  asse sse d  fo r ad ve rse  
e nvironme ntal imp acts and  how the se  imp acts can b e  avoid e d . 

Co m p liance  w ith  Othe r Le g isla tio n  

The re  is no  cle ar g uid ance  on how municip alitie s should  me e t re q uire me nts und e r 
o the r le g islation (such as the  Wate r Resource s Act, Clean Wate r Act, o r 
Endang e red  Sp ecie s Act) without comp le ting  te chnical stud ie s curre ntly p art o f 
Sche d ule  B or C EA p roce sse s. For e xamp le , work ne ar/ in stre ams with thre ate ne d  
sp e cie s re q uire s p e rmits and  timing  re strictions, ye t the  p rop ose d  p roce ss d oe s 
no t e xp lain how the se  imp acts will b e  asse sse d . Pe e l Re g ion re commend s that the  
ro le  o f the  o the r p e rmitting  ag e ncie s b e  id e ntifie d  and  comp liance  g uid ance  for 
municip alitie s b e  d e ve lop e d . 

Clim ate  Chang e  Le ns 

As e mp hasize d  in Pe e l Re g ion’s p re vious sub mission, sche d ule s B and  C of the  
curre nt MCEA p re scrib e  taking  a climate  chang e  le ns and  consid e rations into  
account whe n comp le ting  EAs. The se  same  re q uire me nts und e r the  curre nt MCEA 
should  b e  p art o f the  p rop ose d  p roce sse s. As such, ad ve rse  imp acts and  p ossib le  
d isrup tion to  se rvice s would  b e  avoid e d . Pe e l Re g ion ad vise s that the  p rop ose d  
re g ulation should  e xp licitly re q uire  ap p lication of a climate  chang e  le ns for 
p ro je cts, p articularly those  on the  stre amline d  p ro je ct list. 
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PUBLIC CO NSULTATIO N 

Im p o rtance  o f Pub lic Eng ag e m e nt 

Pe e l Re g ion p re viously e mp hasize d  the  vital imp ortance  of p ub lic e ng ag e me nt 
and  ad e q uate  consultation to  the  municip al EA p roce ss in its March 2024 
consultation sub mission. Pub lic consultation is critical in the  e nvironme ntal 
asse ssme nt p roce ss. Pe e l Re g ion fee ls this is no t ad e q uate ly ad d re sse d  in the  
p rop ose d  chang e s. Municip alitie s g athe r d ive rse  local knowle d g e  throug h 
e ncourag ing  p ub lic inclusion. Pub lic consultation g ains p ub lic trust, id e ntifie s 
p o te ntial issue s e arly, and  e nsure s d e cisions re fle ct the  re sid e nts'  ne e d s. The  
factors me ntione d  all le ad  to  b e tte r outcome s and  the  accep tance  of p rop ose d  
chang e s. The  ne e d  for p ub lic inp ut and  op p ortunity in the  p roce ss for road s 
p ro je cts is critical. 

Pro p e rty Acq uisit io n  and  Exp ro p ria tio n  

Ne w road  or road -wid ening  p ro je cts may re q uire  the  acq uisition of p rivate  
p rop e rty. Und e r the  curre nt MCEA p roce ss, municip alitie s can id e ntify and  
e valuate  imp acts and  alte rnative  so lutions throug h e arly e ng ag e me nt and  
consultation with affe cted  p rop e rty owne rs, p rio r to  invoking  the  Exp rop riation 
Act. Without comp le ting  an EA in ad vance , p rop e rty acq uisition b e come s a more  
re source -inte nsive  and  time -consuming  p roce ss. The  p rop ose d  le g islation d oe s 
no t ad d re ss how p rop e rty acq uisition and  e xp rop riation consid e rations would  b e  
manag e d  in the  ab se nce  of an EA, nor d oe s it p rovid e  g uid ance  on the  ste p s 
municip alitie s would  b e  e xp e cte d  to  fo llow. 

NEW RO ADS WITH NEW DEVELO PMENTS 

If a ne w road  is associate d  with a d e ve lop me nt p ro je ct, it should  b e  ad d re sse d  as 
p art o f the  Se cond ary Plan. The re  is no  clarity on how this situation would  b e  
manag e d  und e r the  p rop ose d  re q uire me nts. 

Co nclusio n  
 
Pe e l Re g ion ap p re ciate s the  Ministry's e fforts to  mod e rnize  the  EA p roce ss and  
re cog nize s the  b e ne fits o f stre amlining  lowe r-imp act p ro je cts. Howe ve r, the re  are  
sig nificant conce rns around : 
 

• The  lack of e nvironme ntal asse ssme nt re q uire me nts fo r many road s and  
infrastructure  p ro je cts that can have  sub stantial e nvironme ntal imp acts; 

• Insufficie nt g uid ance  on d uty to  consult with Ind ig e nous communitie s; 
• Thoug h limite d  consultation op p ortunitie s e xist within the  p rovisions of the  

p rop osal, the  ab se nce  of mand atory p ub lic consultation for p ro je cts 
sub je ct only to  the  Archae olog ical Asse ssme nt Proce ss; 

• The  ne e d  for e xp licit climate  chang e  consid e rations in all p ro je ct 
asse ssme nts; and  

• The  lack of clarity on how municip alitie s will comp ly with o the r 
e nvironme ntal le g islation without cond ucting  te chnical stud ie s outline d  in 
the  curre nt MCEA p roce ss. 
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We  re sp e ctfully re q ue st that the  Ministry ad d re ss the se  conce rns and  p rovid e  
comp re he nsive  g uid ance  to  municip alitie s b e fore  the  re g ulation is finalize d . We  
would  b e  p le ase d  to  me e t with Ministry staff to  d iscuss the se  comme nts in furthe r 
d e tail. 
 
If you have  any q ue stions or re q uire  more  information, p le ase  contact me  at 
Miriam.Polg a@p e e lre g ion.ca. 
 
Kind  Re g ard s, 

Miriam Polga 
 
Miriam Polg a 
Director, Transp ortation (A) 

mailto:Miriam.Polga@peelregion.ca
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