


As the attached extract document from October 20/205 states the knowledge and
awareness the City of Vaughan staff and council have always had regarding the site
of 5550 Langstaff as per meeting and discussion had with the MOECC keep the City
of Vaughan apprised at all material times. As that document also fails to provide full
disclosure and risk of adversely affected activities without the necessary approvals in
place and critical information listed and shared with this community.
 
No where in that document does it discuss the RAP report a city of Vaughan
requirement or the lack of an approved ECA. 
 
As well according to page 4 of this report the Hauling activities are with the City of
Vaughan’s jurisdiction and bylaw from the direction of City Staff and solicitor’s have
ordered the bylaw department to not act.
 
According to an Email written by Rebecca Hall-McGuire she states the following that I
highlighted in Red. 
 
Hall-McGuire, Rebecca <rebecca.hall-mcguire@vaughan.ca>
To: ‘Simone Barb'
Cc: Catherine DiMarco, Guerette, Christian, Suppa, Frank, Bevilacqua, Maurizio, Michaels,
Gus, Phyllis Barbieri, Angie Piro, Carella, Tony, Shefman, Alan, Rosati, Gino, Jackson,
Linda, Iafrate, Marilyn, Ferri, Mario, DeFrancesca, Rosanna, Racco, Sandra, Law, Wendy,
Richard, Ryan Stern, , Coles, Todd Hide
Fri, Nov 20, 2020 at 5:11 PM
Hello Ms. Barbieri,

As you are aware, the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) has jurisdiction over
hauling of waste material. As you indicate below, the MECP is addressing the issue of waste hauling with
Mr. Gentile. It would not be appropriate for the City to restrict access to 5550 Langstaff to address
an issue that is within the jurisdiction of the MECP, and which is being dealt with by the MECP.

Thank you,

Rebecca Hall-McGuire
Legal Counsel
(She/Her/Hers)
905-832-8585, ext. 8475 | Rebecca.Hall-Mcguire@vaughan.ca

City of Vaughan l Legal Services
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1
vaughan.ca
 
 
Then I am going to attach the Presentation that was put together by the residents for a town hall that took
place on Feb 4/2015 please reference the last page which has an email written by Mr. Michaels indicating
that there are no infractions currently on the site of 5550 Langstaff but this October 20/2015 report speaks
of different language written by Andrew Pearce the Director of Development and Infrastructure and
Planning. as well in the report it indicates that a copy of this report was forward to council and city clerk. 
 
No where in that City report does it speak about Identified sensitive receptors or not having an ECA in
place in accordance with EPA. 



 
As well please pay attention Mr. Carella and council of paragraph 1 of page 4 of the city document where
it speaks to a subdivision agreement for phase 2. It also states several other times in the document as
now Mr. Carella is bring forth a motion to consider a subdivision agreement without adhering to the
language in your own city of Vaughan document or in Accordance with the EPA. 
 











Town Hall Presentation
Re: 5550 Lanstaff Rd / 57 Sicilia St

Presented by: Richard Lorello

Brief History
 Development at 57 Sicilia (8 units)
 Development at 5550 Langstaff Road which was divided 

up as Phase 1 and Phase 2 lands
 Earth movement / earth works began as early as 2004
 Approx. 32,500 tonnes of soil and waste have been 

stockpiled at the site on Phase 2
 5550 Langstaff was previously used as an unapproved 

landfill / dumping site as early the 1970s
 Much controversy and concern to quality of life, health 

and safety regarding site



57 Sicilia Street – Infinite Homes



5550 Langstaff – 1668135 Ontario



5550 Langstaff – 1668135 Ontario 





 Much controversy and concern to quality of life, health and safety 
regarding site

 Over 10 years of community disruption with no end in sight

How Did We Get Here?



City of Vaughan Issues

 Everything started with the way City of Vaughan handled the 
development process

 Lack Community Input back to 2004 & Lack of Transparency

 City granted development approvals on Phase 1 without 
cleaning / remediating full site (Phase 1 and 2)

 Ward Councillor Carella motion to remove Hold status on 
Phase 2 based owners ability to obtain financing

 Infrastructure (roads/sewers/water) allowed to be built in 
Phase 2 without remediation

 City allowed convoys of triaxle trucks hauling material through 
residential area (Campania, Sicilia, Martingrove)

 No support from City By-Law 



Councillor Carella’s Motion

On June 25, 2013, Vaughan Council enacted By-law 089-2013, which included 
the following conditions to remove the Holding Symbol “(H)”:

“The Holding Symbol “(H)” shall be removed from the subject lands zoned 
R5(H) Residential Zone upon: 

i) Vaughan being in receipt of confirmation of the Ministry of Environment’s 
Acknowledgement/Registration of the Record of Site Condition; or, 

ii) confirmation from the financial institution that is financing the 
development of the Draft Plan of Subdivision (19T-12V003) that funding 
would not be provided if receipt of confirmation of the Ministry of 
Environment’s Acknowledgement/Registration of the Record of Site 
Condition is a condition of the Holding Symbol “(H); and, the applicant 
entering into an Agreement with the City, if required, to satisfy any 
additional conditions with respect to the remediation of the lands subject to 
this By-law to the satisfaction of the City. This will be subject to further 
discussions with the applicant, if needed.” 







Toronto Regional Conservation Authority Report

“The current owner of the property has indicated 
that the fill material is unsuitable for development 
and is proposing the removal of the material as part 
of this permit application. The grading works 
proposed with this application are required in order 
to remove contaminated soils that leached 
contaminants into the adjacent watercourse, as well 
as to address slope stability issues.”

To the EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Friday, March 7, 2008



Ministry of Environment Issues

 Conflicting Information From MOE

 Key information not revealed or acknowledged

 MOE states that this is a proponent driven process  to remediate a 
Brownfield which in this case has failed

 In the case of an un-remediated Brownfield the proponent and 
responsibility must lie with the municipality which in this case is 
City of Vaughan and not the property owner



Soil Reports – Inconsistent and Conflicting

 Current report indicates all testing meets MOE criteria

 JWEL Soil Report from 2000 tells a different story
 Report states that North End of land deemed to have a higher risk to 

human health. Bore hole 118 zinc, heavy oil, PAH (PAH is carcinogenic)

 Page 3 “Samples Exceeded acceptable levels of lead and barium” (toxic 
heavy metals)

 Page 16 “Lab results SW1A to SW4A indicate all 4 locations exceeded 
applicable guidelines for concentrations of “
 Aluminum (affects central nervous system)
 Iron (causes liver disease (cirrhosis, cancer), heart disease
 Phosphorus (causes weak bones)

 Page 29 Excessive levels of Benzo A Pyrene measured at 3.40ppm, Moe 
Criteria 1.2ppm (carcinogenic)

 All found to be present in Water Table in the report



 Independent Environment Engineer Recently Contacted

 With the assistance of information from the independent 
environmental engineer  who had done soil analysis on 57 
Sicilia, it has come to light that further remedial actions were 
recommended to Infinite Homes but declined which undermines 
current information that the MOE references









Ministry of Labour Issues
 Questionable labour practices MOL Employer Services stated that 

WSIB Clearance Certificate was lacking in August 2015

 Unsanitary Working Conditions 





Hydro One Corridor Issues
 Stockpiling of material under hydro corridor not 

permitted
 Use of heavy equipment under hydro corridor 

not permitted
 Hydro cannot access hydro corridor due locked 

fencing
 No 6 meter clearance around hydro towers 
 Hydro One agreement with City of Vaughan 

requires that these violations are to be enforced 
by City of Vaughan By-law 








