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HAZEL MCCALLION ACT (PEEL
DISSOLUTION), 2023 / LOI HAZEL
MCCALLION DE 2023 SUR LA
DISSOLUTION DE PEEL

Continuation of debate on the motion for second
reading of the following bill:

Bill 112, An Act to provide for the dissolution of The
Regional Municipality of Peel/ Projet de loi 112, Loi
prévoyant la dissolution de la municipalité régionale de
Peel.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate?

Mr. Wayne Gates: It’s always a pleasure to rise.

I’ve been listening to my colleague from Niagara
Centre, who did a good job on his hour lead. I’ve listened
to my colleagues ask questions about how there’s nothing
in the bill that talks about consulting. Everybody seems so
surprised about that. But I’ve been in committee a lot the
last six weeks. Do you know there was no consulting with
workers on Bill 98, there was no consulting with workers
and unions on Bill 23, and there was no consulting with
workers on Bill 60? So to hear my colleagues surprised
that the Conservatives aren’t going to consult with work-
ers and their unions on this bill—it’s not a surprise to me.
Maybe it’s a surprise to others. But I think it’s pretty clear
that this Conservative government has trouble saying the
word “consulting” or spelling it because they just don’t do
it in their bills.

As the member of provincial Parliament for Niagara
Falls, Fort Erie and Niagara-on-the-Lake, I'm happy to
address a matter of such importance: the proposed breakup
of the Peel region. This issue has stirred significant debate
and divided opinions, and it’s crucial that we approach it
with careful consideration and a commitment to the best
interests of those communities. We must ensure we do this
while protecting the interests and the voices of the people
of Brampton and Mississauga. The only way to do that is
with transparency and fairness.

First and foremost, I must acknowledge the complex
nature of this decision. The Peel region, comprising cities
like Brampton and Mississauga, has grown and flourished
over the years. They’ve become vibrant, diverse areas that
contribute greatly to the economic prosperity of this great
province. It has clearly benefited from the regional
approach, with shared resources, coordinated planning and

collaborative decision-making. However, it is also undeni-
able that the region has faced unique challenges due to its
diverse population and their needs. Rapid population
growth, cultural diversity and varying levels of economic
development have resulted in differing priorities and
demands in the Peel region. While the regional approach
has served the area well in many aspects, the larger con-
cern here is that it hasn’t been done before, and it’s critical
that the government gets it right. I think it’s important to
start today by going over what it means to get it right.
Unfortunately, we don’t have much faith in this govern-
ment to do that, but it’s important that we discuss it.

First—and I’ve already talked a little bit about this—
there must be robust consultation. The people of Peel must
be consulted throughout the process. I'm going to read that
again because a lot of my colleagues are on their phones
or doing something else: The people of Peel region must
be consulted throughout the process. I ask my col-
leagues—I know they’re not looking or paying much
attention: Do you think it’s fair and reasonable to ask that?
Speaker, do you think that’s fair and reasonable? I know
you can’t answer me. I actually think it is extremely fair
and reasonable. We know this government doesn’t do a
very good job of consulting the very people they aim to
affect by legislation, and with this bill, not much has
changed.

Secondly, and this is equally important, we should be
making sure that the municipal workers are being heard
and fully engaged in this process, that their jobs are pro-
tected—and again, consult with the unions. The Conserv-
atives say they’re working for workers, but they never talk
to the unions. We know that’s not happening here with this
legislation.

Third, each municipality needs to be represented fairly
on the transition board. Once again, that doesn’t seem to
be the case.

Lastly, the whole process lacks transparency and ac-
countability. That’s not how you make significant changes
in the province. That’s not how you reshape our commun-
ities. Strong-armed, top-down approaches have never
worked.

Speaker, dividing shared resources and assets, deter-
mining boundaries, and establishing new governance
structures will be a difficult task. It will require careful
planning, extensive consultations—there’s that word
again, “consultation”—and a collaborative approach to
ensure a smooth transition and minimal disruption to the
lives of the people it’s going to affect. How can this be
done without appropriate consultation? Oh, there’s that
word again, “consultation.” The simple answer—I want all
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my colleagues to listen, including my side. There aren’t
any Liberals here, so I can’t ask them to listen. The simple
answer is that it can’t be done. It has created—

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): I'm
sorry to interrupt, but you cannot point to the absence of
other members.

Mr. Wayne Gates: It creates a messy situation where
important communities’ voices are left out.

As the representative of Niagara Falls, Fort Erie and
Niagara-on-the-Lake, and the voice of Niagara, and a
former city councillor, I understand the potential impact of
such a decision on our community. We have long valued
our identity as part of the Niagara region, and any changes
to the neighbouring regions can have a ripple effect on our
local area. We must recognize the potential consequences
and ensure that our interests are adequately safeguarded.

Speaker, one of the main arguments in favour of break-
ing up the Peel region is the concept of greater indepen-
dence and local decision-making. Advocates for this
believe that by allowing each municipality to govern
themselves independently, it can better address the unique
challenges and capitalize on those opportunities that arise.
This argument rests on the premise that local representa-
tion has a deeper understanding of their community and
can tailor policies and services accordingly.

But it seems that this government isn’t listening to those
voices. The question has to be, why do we have this
pattern? Every time a major decision is made by this gov-
ernment, it comes without proper “consultation”—there’s
that word again. And I wrote this; that’s why [ put itin a
lot. We must engage in comprehensive consultation with
municipal leaders, residents, other stakeholders, workers
and unions to determine the best path forward. This evalu-
ation should assess the strengths and weaknesses of the
regional approach, identify the areas where local decision-
making could be enhanced, and seek innovative solutions
to overcome any of those challenges. Consultation is the
only way to achieve that. Without those voices, it would
g0 wrong.

Speaker, what about the concerns about pulling Peel
about? What does that look like? Some may say the
primary argument for maintaining Peel region lies in the
strengths created by pooling resources, expertise and
infrastructure planning. They believe that collaboration
between municipalities fosters efficiency, avoids duplica-
tion of efforts and benefits the entire region. This per-
spective emphasizes the need for a regional vision and
coordinated approach to tackling common issues such as
transportation, economic development and social services.

As a representative of Niagara Falls, Fort Erie and
Niagara-on-the-Lake, I recognize the importance of co-
ordinating a regional approach. In Niagara Falls, we sit
underneath a regional government that works hard to
tackle major challenges we face in the region. Just the
other week, we had the pleasure of meeting with regional
government leaders here at Queen’s Park and saw the
importance of the work that they do every day. The region
strives for a balanced model that fosters co-operation while
allowing local decision-making on matters that directly
impact each community. Simply, it gets big things right

and keeps the voices of small communities alive—like
Fort Erie, like Niagara-on-the-Lake, like Wainfleet in one
of my other member’s areas.

The Niagara regional government is a pillar of govern-
ance, representing the collective interest of Niagara resi-
dents. It serves as a platform for collaboration, coordina-
tion and decision-making on matters that impact our daily
lives. From infrastructure development to social problems,
the regional government acts as a unifying force, bringing
together diverse municipalities to work towards a common
vision of prosperity and well-being.

Speaker, I think it’s important we discuss some of the
areas that the Niagara region gets right, seeing as it’s
mentioned in the bill. If we’re going to debate the merits
of dissolving a regional government, why not take a hard
look at some of the work being done in Niagara? I am
proud to be part of a dynamic and vibrant region. I under-
stand the vital role our regional government plays in
shaping the quality of life of its residents.

I’'m going to do a little story here. Let’s look at the work
the region did on GO train. When I was elected in a by-
election in 2014, GO train was a big issue. That was nine
years ago. The Conservatives, in that election, in the
debates, absolutely said no to GO. But the region, once |
got elected and we started to work together with all the
municipalities, with all the mayors, with all the elected
councillors, with the regional chair at that time, which was
Caslin—they came to their Niagara Week. They used to
come with 14, 16, 18 asks, and they would get none of
them. But do you know what they did? They came with
one ask—one. [ don’t even know if the other member from
Niagara knows this. Do you know what the ask was? That
we have all-day, two-way GO all the way to Niagara. That
was their ask. And they started bringing GO to Niagara.
But here we are, nine years later. They made another
announcement last week of a few more trains coming to
Niagara during the tourist season.

What Niagara needs, and what we said in 2014 when
the Conservatives were saying no to GO—we need two-
way, all-day GO all the way to Niagara Falls. Somebody
says, “Well, why do you need that?” It’s one of the fastest-
growing areas in the province of Ontario. I don’t know if
anybody on that side of the table has ever heard of Niagara
Falls. We get 15 million visitors—it went down during
COVID; we all understand that. The tourist sector was hit
extremely hard, and we lost almost 40,000 jobs, but most
of them have come back. So I’'m saying to the government,
if you’re going to come into the riding and make an an-
nouncement, let’s make an announcement that we’ve been
asking for for nine years—by the way, it was supported at
that time by the Liberals; I think the Premier at that time
was Wynne. That’s what we need when it comes to GO.
1620

I know one of my colleagues is here from Niagara. |
know he knows I’ve talked about this many, many times.
Imagine what it would do for the wine industry. Imagine
what it would do for tourism. Imagine what it would do
for his own riding if we had GO all the way to Niagara
Falls—all-day, two-way. I can’t say it any clearer than
that.
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We just had Niagara Week here last week. It was good.
We had some meetings with them. We met with the chair.
I know they met with the member for Niagara West. They
also met with members from Niagara Centre, with me,
with the member from St. Catharines. They met with the
three NDP MPPs from Niagara to talk about GO, to talk
about some of those issues that we need to fix. They talked
about the wine industry.

I’'m going to ask my colleagues, put your hand up if
you’ve ever been to Niagara-on-the-Lake to enjoy some of
the finest wines in the world. Put your hands up. Come on.
It’s got to be more than that. Come on, Sam, [ know you’ve
been there—

Miss Monique Taylor: I’ve been more than once.

Mr. Wayne Gates: “I’ve been more than once.”

We have an opportunity in Niagara to grow the wine
industry. As climate change goes, do you know what really
grows in the heat? Grapes. We have that opportunity. I’'m
challenging the government. We need to get rid of the
unfair taxation on our wine industry. We need to sit down
and find out what we can do to make it better. We should
be like California. We should be like BC. We have that
opportunity to grow—I’m going off the top of my head,
but I believe it’s 18,000 jobs that are currently tied to the
wine industry. Think about that. And we think it can grow.
So I’'m challenging the government.

I know the wine industry was here last week when they
came for Niagara Week. I know you sat down with them.

Let’s work together to make the wine industry the best
it can be, the best in the world. We’re already producing
the best wines in the world, but it’s not fair that they don’t
have shelf space at our LCBO. That’s wrong. They should
have more shelf space at the LCBO. I wanted to get that
out in part of my speech.

But, again, who supports the wine industry? Our
regional government, our mayors—our mayor in Niagara-
on-the-Lake, our mayor in Welland, our mayor in Fort
Erie, our mayor in Niagara Falls. They all want to grow
the wine industry. They all work together as a region.

I’ve still got a few minutes left. I’ve got another issue
I’'m going to talk about.

Here’s the other thing that we’ve lived with in Niagara
with the regional government, with the municipal govern-
ment: Do you know, in Niagara, over the course of the
last—Ilet’s see, you guys were in opposition for 15 years;
you’ve been in government for eight—25 to 30 years, in
Niagara, we’ve lost two hospitals in St. Catharines. We’ve
lost our hospital in Fort Erie. It’s now an urgent care
centre, and they’re now saying they’re going to close Fort
Erie urgent care centre, like they’re doing all over the
province of Ontario. We lost our hospital in Niagara-on-
the-Lake.

Niagara-on-the-Lake, by the way, is a great place to go
visit. It’s beautiful. But do you know what? It has one of
the oldest populations in the entire province of Ontario.
They closed their hospital. Port Colborne closed their
hospital. Welland closed their hospital; I think they use it
for ambulance services now.

That’s seven hospitals that have closed, and they’ve
taken services out of others. Why did they say they were
doing it? They were going to build a brand new hospital.

Again, I’'m going to go back to 2014, because I want to
give you a history lesson. I’ve been around a while now,
and before that 1 was a city councillor, if anybody’s
wondering. Before that, [ was president of my local union.
So I’ve been elected a long time in different levels of
government. Before that, I was the campaign chair of the
United Way.

In 2014, the Conservative government—again, it’s in
the paper; I can show you all the pictures and all that stuff
during my campaign—said no to building a new hospital
in Niagara Falls. They said they wouldn’t build a hospital
until they had a balanced budget. What happened is, the
region—Tlocal government, the mayor of Niagara Falls, the
mayor of Fort Erie, the mayor of Niagara-on-the-Lake, the
regional chair—said we need a hospital.

We’ve lost all these hospitals. One of the reasons why
they said they lost a hospital is that they were going to
build another hospital.

Here we are again, almost 10 years later, and our
hospital still hasn’t got shovels in the ground. I hear that
on July 16 or July 17, we’re going to get shovels in the
ground. Think about that. It’s 10 years to get shovels in the
ground. That hospital will take at least five years to get
built. That’s 15 years from the time that the hospital said
they got their planning grant of $25 million, which was
under the Liberals. They got a planning grant of $25
million to start—15 years to build the hospital. 'm asking
all sides here: Why does it take 15 years to build a
hospital? To go from point A to point B? That’s something
we’ve got to have a discussion about.

What I really want to say here around the hospital is
that I want it built as safely as possible, as quickly as
possible. But do you know what else I want? Just like
those workers in this bill want their jobs protected—they
want to make sure their jobs are protected with any
amalgamation or stand-alone—we want that hospital built
with local unionized workers. We want to make sure there
are lots of apprenticeship opportunities for our young
people. We want to make sure that local engineers build
that hospital, that local businesses get that opportunity.

Do you know what the cost of that hospital was? I’1l do
this real quick. I’d like to get into the P3s, but [ don’t have
enough time; you only give me 20 minutes to speak. I
know you guys are happy about that, but I only got 20
minutes to speak. The P3 hospital in St. Catharines, when
it was built—and it’s going back now, I think, 15 years or
in that area; it might be 20 now. It cost $1 billion in a P3
hospital. Do you know what that P3 hospital is going to
cost today in Niagara Falls? Yell it out, any of you.

Joel, what do you think?

Interjection.

Mr. Wayne Gates: It’s $3.4 billion under a P3—under
a P3.

We need to get it right, and we’ve got to make sure that
we’re utilizing local workers
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I want to do a quick—not a lot of people have done this
publicly. We went through COVID—public health is so
important with regional government, long-term care is so
important with regional government. They’re all part of
my speech, but I won’t get to it. I want to say thank you
on behalf, I believe, of most of the residents in Niagara, to
Dr. Hirji, who took us through COVID, saved as many
lives as he could, gave us the best advice. Not everyone
agreed with him all the time—as a matter of fact, the
government didn’t agree with him most of the time—but
he did a great job. He has now been replaced, and some-
body else is doing that job.

Dr. Hirji, I just want to say on behalf of the province of
Ontario, thanks for what you did with saving lives in
Niagara, saving lives in the province of Ontario. And I
wish you nothing but the best in your future endeavours.

Thank you very much for allowing me to talk for a few
minutes.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Lorne Coe: Speaker, through you to my colleague
from Niagara Falls: I served on Durham regional council
for 13 years. When I look at this legislation, the core of it
is pretty straightforward: It’s going to help support
efficient local decision-making. The member from Niagara
Falls touched on local decision-making and the impor-
tance of that. But key to this legislation is that it gives local
officials the tools they need to get shovels in the ground
faster on housing, transit and infrastructure that Ontarians
critically need. If it’s passed, it’s going to give local
legislators in some of the fastest-growing municipalities,
like the region of Niagara Falls, the autonomy they need
to prepare for the growth and deliver on their local
priorities. We know what those local priorities are: hous-
ing, and meeting the supply and demand. Can he stand up
in his place today and talk about what I’ve just described
and support that direction and provide barrier-free access
to developing the communities in his particular riding?

Mr. Wayne Gates: You’re going to hear this from me
a lot on all the questions that you give me: You’ve got to
have consultation on whatever you do. And that’s the issue
on this bill—no consultation, no talking to workers, no
talking to the unions.

1630

I also want to talk to you—when you’re talking about
housing, | want to be clear, because every question period,
I hear this answer: “The NDP says no to housing.” That’s
absolutely—you know what I was going to say, but I’d get
called out by the Speaker.

The truth of the matter is, we don’t agree that you need
to build on the greenbelt. I agree 100% that we should
build housing for young people. I’ve got three daughters.
I’ve got five grandkids who want to buy homes. I under-
stand that. But I also understand that they want to have
clean drinking water; they want to make sure they can
breathe the air; they want to make sure that the greenbelt
has been protected. That’s the difference between your
government and me. I agree with building homes. I agree
with making sure we get it done as quick as possible. But

I disagree with not having consultation. And I certainly
disagree with doing it on the greenbelt.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Joel Harden: I want to thank the member for
Niagara Falls for his comments this afternoon. This mem-
ber comes into this House every day and fights for elders
and people with disabilities in long-term care.

So I want to ask you to elaborate a little more on what
you think this example of this particular bill is going to do
to make sure that we don’t fall down the same rabbit hole
we fell down in the pandemic—and you know it better
than many people in this House.

At Extendicare’s facilities in Ottawa, we saw some
buildings where literally half the residents died in some of
these facilities, where staff went into these facilities to
work, and it was like going into a burning building. Some
staff lost their life.

So I feel like one of the learnings we need to do out of
the pandemic is to make sure we are there for our elders,
that we empower municipalities to put elders and people
with disabilities with the supports that they need. Do you
think this bill does that?

Mr. Wayne Gates: The answer is no.

I will say, about my area, that we have regional homes.
They’re not-for-profit. The outcomes have been a lot
better. They have adequate staffing. They’re doing
everything they can. We have new regional homes coming
into Niagara. We sat down with the regional government
and said, “How do we best do this? How do we make sure
we have the staffing? Obviously, we’ve got the issue with
Bill 124.”

Regional homes had approximately 22% of the resi-
dents who died during COVID; for-profit homes had 78%.
That’s where our moms or dads or aunts or uncles or
grandparents died. So it would mean to me that in the
regional set-up that we have in Niagara, they’ve done a
pretty good job in trying to protect, in incredible circum-
stances, under COVID—

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Response?

Mr. Wayne Gates: [’m trying to do it.

Under incredible circumstances, under COVID, region-
al homes have done incredible work. I want to thank all
the workers who work in those homes, and even in the for-
profit homes. It’s not the workers we’ve got a problem
with; it’s the corporations that care more about profit than
care.

Thanks for the question.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. John Fraser: [ wanted to say to my colleague from
Niagara Falls that a little birdie told me that he missed me
over here. So I thought I’d come up and say, it’s good to
see you. Just remember: | know everything that goes on in
this place.

But do you know the one thing that I don’t know, folks?
Do you know what I don’t know and what the member
from Niagara Falls has been unable to express to me—
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because I listen to his debate, and I’ve listened to him now.
Here’s a simple question: Should Mississauga be its own
city?

Mr. Wayne Gates: That’s a fair question, because I
have no idea. I can’t answer that because I don’t know
Mississauga the way I know Niagara.

I really am glad that you were watching me on TV and
that you came to the House to ask me a question. I
appreciate it.

I don’t know enough about Mississauga. I don’t know
enough about Peel.

What I do know is that you need to have consultation.
You need to talk to the workers. That’s what you have to
do. You have to make sure that, if you’re going to put a
bill forward, you talk to the residents, you talk to all the
people.

So to that—Mississauga, | know they’ve got a hockey
team.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Sam Oosterhoff: I appreciate hearing from my
colleague from Niagara. Of course he had some interesting
comments, as he always does—but I think the thing I
didn’t hear from the member opposite was a path forward.
I know he spoke about how he thinks everything in
Niagara is working well with regard to the region and local
municipalities and his work with them.

I’'m just wondering: If I understand the member oppo-
site, is he saying that he thinks absolutely everything is
perfect in Niagara when it comes to governance, or does
he think there is any room to improve at all? Yes or no?

Mr. Wayne Gates: | appreciate the question from my
colleague from Niagara. But I think I’ll be clear on that: I
don’t think I said that everything is working well in
Niagara. We did have the cabal at the regional council, as
you’re aware of. We had some real issues at the region
because of that. So do I think they could do better? Yes.
Do I think we need to continue to consult? I think the new
chair who’s there, Jim Bradley, who was supported by
your government—or told to support by your govern-
ment—has stabilized the region. But is it perfect?
Absolutely not. Can we get better at anything we do?
Absolutely.

On the region, moving forward—I know you have
somebody coming in to oversee the region. I’'m guessing
it will be a former Conservative MPP or somebody who
donated to the Conservative government.

I have spent my entire career working with whatever
government is in place, whether that’s in the region,
whether that’s at the provincial level or municipal level.
I’ll continue to do that, and I’ll continue to make Niagara
the best place to live and raise a family.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

MPP Jamie West: Thank you to the member from
Niagara Falls. When he started off his debate, he talked
about the Conservative government and the lack of con-
sultation with workers—primarily with bills that have
“worker” in the title. But specific to this bill, he said that

the people of Peel region must be consulted throughout the
process. And then he repeated, to ensure the Conservative
government was listening, that the people of Peel region
must be consulted through the process.

My question, very straightforwardly, is, do you believe
that the people of Peel region should be consulted
throughout the process of this and why?

Mr. Wayne Gates: | appreciate the question.

Absolutely. The reason why I put it in so many times is
because I’ve been going to committee—I was in Bill 98; I
was in Bill 60; I was in Bill 23; I’ve been in a number of
Working for Workers bills. What was always the same,
even in the Working for Workers bill—I know my
colleague from Ottawa will be surprised at this. They had
to admit they didn’t even consult unions or workers on the
Working for Workers bill. So do I believe that consultation
is extremely important? Absolutely. Why you don’t
consult, I can’t answer. I can’t speak for—whether it’s the
Minister of Labour or Minister of Education. But I ask the
question. When I come here, I ask the same question about
consultation. I asked the labour minister who he consulted
with. I asked the education minister who he consulted
with. I asked the Minister of Health who they consulted
with. It was all the same. When it came to workers and
unions, they didn’t consult.

Peel and Mississauga should be consulted.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Sam Oosterhoff: 1 appreciate the member oppo-
site responding to my earlier question. I know he works
closely with mayors and councillors, as do I with my local
mayors and councillors. I always appreciate hearing from
them about the concerns of our mutual constituents.

I’m just wondering—it’s a conversation that has gone
around the Niagara region, about the number of politicians
we have. We have 134 politicians in the Niagara region for
a population that’s less than half a million people. I’'m just
wondering, yes or no—to the member opposite: Do you
think that Niagara has too many politicians?

Mr. Wayne Gates: [ appreciate the question. ’'m going
to respond this way: I continue to work with the politicians
who are elected by the people who live in Niagara. I'm
going to continue to work with the mayor of Niagara Falls
and that council. I’'m going to continue to work with the
mayor of Fort Erie and their council. I’'m going to continue
to work with the mayor—Lord Mayor, by the way—in
Niagara-on-the-Lake, and their council. That’s my job.
My job is to work with whoever is elected at the time.

I continue to say this, and I’ll continue to say this—I’ve
been doing it for a long, long time: I think consultation and
working together is a lot better than fighting all the time.
So I think I'm good.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate?

Mr. John Fraser: It’s a pleasure to stand up today and
speak to Bill 112.

As I said earlier today and I said, actually, the week
previous, we’re going to be supporting Bill 112 at second
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reading. I’'m not quite sure where my colleagues to the
right or to the left of me are going to be on this.

I am very pleased, as I said earlier today, that I’ve been
able to make the member from Niagara Falls’ wish come
true this afternoon, because I did feel very badly that he
missed me earlier on.

The rub in this whole dissolution of the region of Peel
is going to be the reverse of what happened in my city, the
city of Ottawa, around 1999. We had a transition board
that essentially amalgamated Ottawa and Orléans,
Gloucester—which was Orléans at the time—Nepean,
Kanata into one city, which is now about a million people;
we were closer to about 750,000, 800,000 then. It was the
right thing to do. It was a hard thing to do. It didn’t do what
some people said it was going to do, which was reduce
costs. It actually increased costs. But I think that the value
in doing that was important in terms of streamlining
government.
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We have the city of Mississauga, which right now is
about 800,000 people—about the same size as we were
when we amalgamated as a city in 1999, and just a bit
smaller than Ottawa is right now. So I think it has come
time to do that. The challenge is going to be in that
transition.

We had a transition board at the time that was led by
Mr. Claude Bennett, who was a minister in the Conserva-
tive government for about 16 years—actually, the MPP for
Ottawa South at one point, somebody who would have sat
in this seat, although probably not here, but on the other
side. He led that. I didn’t always agree with Claude. As a
matter of fact, we didn’t agree very much on a lot of things.
But what I did know about Claude is that he did care about
our city and that he was going to do what he thought was
best for our city. The only bone of contention that I had
with it is, sometimes there wasn’t as much transparency
and connection with the community as there could have
been. And that will be the challenge in Peel—it will be
actually making sure that everyone is at least heard. Not
everybody is going to be happy—we know that—but you
have to take the time to talk to people. You have to take
the time to make sure that it’s fair and open and
transparent. Otherwise, people aren’t going to buy into it.

So there’s an opportunity here for the government to do
it the right way—there are probably some things, when we
look at this bill, that will ensure the government does this.
Ultimately, the government may or may not accept those.
But there’s an opportunity for the government to do it the
right way, and that’s to make sure that you find somebody
local, not just an individual to lead that—and individuals
who will be part of that board who are local, who aren’t
necessarily partisan, but who care about the place where
they live and making sure that it works well for everybody
there and that one part is not shortchanged in favour of
another part. It’s not going to be easy.

This bill is also a precursor for the government to look
at what they’re going to do with municipalities. They’ve
been talking about that for five years. The pandemic
intervened, but when this government was first elected,

there was all this talk about what was going to happen with
the municipalities. That kind of all went quiet. Now it’s
resurfacing. So the question is, is the government—aside
from what’s in this bill—going to start to do this in other
municipalities? The answer is yes. So the thing that’s most
important when a government goes to do this is exactly
what’s important in the dissolution of Peel: that it’s fair
and open and transparent, and that the leadership around
this transformation is local—people who know and care
about the community that they live in, and that they have
the experience, maturity, and not quite simply the gravitas
to be able to lead that kind of transit. It’s going to be a hard
thing. And if it’s not handled the right way, it could be a
hornet’s nest and there could be a lot more noise than is
going to be good for the region of Peel and its subsequent
parts and the people who live in it.

So I look forward to debate. I want to thank the member
for Niagara Falls for encouraging me to participate. I can’t
resist. I had to follow my colleague. I love following him
because he warms you all up for me.

As 1 said, we’re going to support this bill at second
reading. There are some things that we probably have to
do in here to ensure fairness, openness and transparency.
But let’s get on with it.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Brian Saunderson: I want to thank the member
from Ottawa for his comments. I just want him to know
that we were actually on this side of the floor supporting
him when the comments were made by the MPP for
Niagara Centre—in your defence. He started off talking
about this bill, then he went into wineries and then just
continued to whine.

It was a great presentation, and so I appreciate your
comments that you will be supporting second reading, and
that you and your municipality lived through an amalga-
mation a while ago.

So my question for you is, leading into this—this is the
first of the regions that is going to be separated, and that
was done with the consent and at the behest of the various
mayors and regional chair, and that there will be a sub-
stantial transition period to allow for it to get it right,
leading into January 1, 2025. Would the member opposite
agree that this is a good way to test drive this concept while
we appoint facilitators in the other regions to look into this
very process for them?

Mr. John Fraser: When you start to look at other
regions—the rationale for doing it in Peel, I think some of
that’s clear; in other regions, I’m not entirely sure. I can’t
give you that answer on whether it makes sense. This looks
like the Fewer Politicians Act, 1996. I remember that; I’ve
been around that long.

I just will make a comment about my colleague from
Niagara. When he was making his comments, all [ thought
is, he’s from wine country, so of course—I don’t think he
whines; I just think he promotes wines wherever he can
go, and Niagara wines. I’m proud to be his colleague.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?
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Mr. Joel Harden: To pick up on the thread of what the
member for Ottawa South just said, when I hear members
get up in this place and do those drive-by smears, I'm
reminded of how sometimes you get a little insight into
how government works when government thinks they
know best for others.

What I’ve yet to hear in debate—beyond the legacy of
Mayor McCallion—is a single organization that made a
concerted effort in the greater Peel region to say, “We
really want this to happen. This is the top priority. It’s not
homes, it’s not poverty, it’s not transit, it’s not climate
change; it’s this government telling us what we need to do.”

It reminds me—back to the member from Ottawa
South—of when I walked into this place as a newly elected
member and found out that this was the government that
was going to interrupt the municipal election and cut the
amount of seats in the city of Toronto in half.

I’'m just wondering, member from Ottawa South, do
you detect a kind of nanny state phenomenon going on,
oddly, in this Conservative government?

Mr. John Fraser: I know this is important. I know
when we’re talking about amalgamations, that’s impor-
tant, and 1 do believe there’s a desire to have fewer
politicians.

But here’s the thing: Wait times for diagnostics in this
province are off the charts. We’ve got a challenge in health
care with human resources, and we’re setting up a parallel
system that’s going to draw away those human resources
that we need so desperately to the for-profit clinics. We
already see it with temporary nursing agencies and some
of those agencies gouging. Actually, it’s bad for our
hospitals, our long-term-care homes and our home care.
But here’s the kicker: It’s costing the province millions
and millions and millions of dollars that we don’t have to
spend. There’s a long-term-care home in Kitchener that
used to spend $300,000 on temporary nursing every year.
Do you know how much they spent last year? It was $3
million. There are other priorities in this province, and
that’s one we should be addressing right now.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): Quick
question? Quick question?

Further debate?

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: It’s my pleasure to speak today
in favour of Bill 112, the Hazel McCallion Act. As a
member representing a riding in Peel region, this legi-
slation is very important to me and to the well-being of my
constituents.

I’'m proud to be a part of a government that takes real
and meaningful steps to improve the lives of Ontarians.

The number one question that Ontarians living in and
around Peel region have right now is, why do things have
to change and why are they changing right now? The
immediate answer is that this government respects and
supports communities that want to govern themselves. |
even remember Mayor Crombie’s speech at Mayor Hazel
McCallion’s funeral—that it’s exactly what she wants, our
city of Mississauga to be an independent community that
governs itself.
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As someone who lived in Peel region for many, many
years, I feel the same way our constituents do about many
issues they face on a daily basis—housing costs, front-line
service availability, respect for taxpayer dollars, and even
traffic. The bottom line is that we need to create a solution
that gives people the fair and equal treatment they deserve.
That’s exactly what Bill 112 is going to do—and it is
exactly what Ontario needs to do, especially since Peel is
going to keep growing faster and faster every year. Don’t
get me wrong; that’s a very good thing. We want people
to come to Ontario, and we want people to move to Peel.
But things will need to change if we want them to be able
to afford a home and build a life for themselves and for
their families.

Take my city of Mississauga as an example. More than
800,000 people make this place their home currently, and
soon enough it will be more than one million—one million
people who will be living, working and building a family
all in the big, beautiful place that is Mississauga. Simply
put, a city of that size cannot serve its residents well if it is
tied up with other jurisdictions the way it is now. Looking
after that many people is not an easy job, and there is more
than enough on Mayor Bonnie Crombie’s plate already—

Interjection.

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: I like your laugh about this. I
guess the message is out there—especially with the hous-
ing crisis she is facing in her city.

Mississauga has pledged to build 120,000 new homes
over the course of 10 years, as part of our provincial
mandate. But right now, under Mayor Crombie, the city is
only building an average of 2,100 homes. That is too little.

Hon. Stan Cho: That’s not even close to enough.

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: Exactly. It’s not too close—far
too little to meet the demand that Mississauga currently
has, and even less when you think about the hundreds of
thousands of others who will be moving to the city in the
next few years.

Mayor Crombie’s inability to build more homes every
year means that people are going to keep paying ridiculous
prices to buy a home and keep living in Mississauga.
Ontarians already know very well that is no way to live. It
is why this government was given a mandate by Ontarians
to build 1.5 million new homes over the course of 10 years.

But the big difference is that we are breaking records
year over year. We are saying yes to Ontarians by keeping
our promise and delivering record-breaking numbers of
housing and rental starts across the province, thanks to our
Premier, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing,
the Associate Minister of Housing and, of course, the hard-
working people of Ontario’s workforce, who are putting
shovels in the ground to build our province into a home for
everyone who is willing to come and work here.

I’m happy to say that my ministry is also hard at work
at expanding our robust protections and further helping
hard-working consumers to make smart, safe choices
when they buy a new home in Ontario, empowering them
to shop with confidence and giving them peace of mind
that they understand any risk associated with their
purchase agreement.
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Speaker, I can assure you that on the government side—
because I have colleagues who sit on that side as well—
we care deeply about supporting and safeguarding On-
tario’s homebuyers as they make one of the most
important decisions in their lifetimes: finding a place they
can call home.

Housing supply is not an issue that only Mississauga is
facing. Brampton and Caledon are also in need of help to
meet their housing pledges. That is why our government
is stepping in to support the people of Peel with this
legislation. Bill 112, if passed, will help municipalities
deliver their obligations and priorities in a way that is
equitable and fair. That is important because we need to
acknowledge that each part of Peel is unique in every way.
Their circumstances, their identities and even their land-
scapes all play a role in the way things get done. Just as
every corner of Ontario has its diverse and unique qual-
ities, so does Peel region and the people who make it their
home. Through Bill 112, we are proposing an effective
way to ensure a stable, fair outcome that respects tax-
payers’ dollars while also helping these three munici-
palities unlock their growth potential. A big part of this is
going to be done by the appointment of a transition board
that will give their recommendations on how to best deal
with matters of restructuring. This means things like
service delivery, labour relations, financial stability and
others are going to be carefully managed so that the people
of Peel can receive the best possible outcome.

Once the transition board is appointed, it will work with
Peel and its lower-tier municipalities on a transition plan.
This will include any changes to decision-making pro-
cesses ahead of the divorce, and it will ensure a fair and
equitable outcome that responds to the needs of local resi-
dents, respects taxpayers, increases efficiencies, and
supports a friendly and successful transformation of Peel
region.

The transition board would report their recommenda-
tions to our government in the next year so that they have
enough time to work with our municipal partners and give
the best possible advice to our government on the many
complex issues that make a difference to the people of Peel
region. Simply put, our transition board’s recommen-
dations are going to help inform our government on this
incredibly important moment in Ontario’s history,
especially as we look to complete it by January 1, 2025.

We are doing this to improve the lives of Ontarians in
Peel region, and while it is going to take some time, we are
confident that this is going to help make Brampton,
Caledon, Mississauga and everywhere else in between a
better place to live, work and grow.

Speaker, I also want to point out that during this time
of change, our government is thinking about the thousands
of people who work for Peel region. Not only do we
recognize and value their contributions to the well-being
and prosperity of their hometowns, but we also recognize
that this might be a big change for them. That is why our
government has a strong commitment to creating a fair
process that will help resolve matters of employment in a
way that is fair and reasonable. After all, our goal is to

protect services, respect taxpayers and make sure that our
municipal partners continue delivering the quality services
that their citizens expect and deserve.

I want to point out that this isn’t a reactionary move by
our government. Our municipal colleagues from Peel
region have been asking for this for a long, long time. As
a matter of fact, they have been asking for this since the
days of the late Hazel McCallion. Perhaps it has taken this
long because Ontario finally has a government and a
Premier that are not afraid to upset the political status
quo—the same status quo of the old days, when govern-
ments were cutting 300,000 jobs, wasting billions of tax-
payer dollars, and, perhaps worst of all, creating a housing
crisis. I’'m concerned that this is the same political status
quo that some would like to bring back into Ontario—only
building a few thousand homes a year in Mississauga, a
few thousand homes a year in Brampton, a few thousand
homes a year in Caledon, and just a few thousand homes a
year across all of Ontario.
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Instead, our government is going to continue focusing
on our promise to the people of Ontario to deliver 1.5
million homes over the course of 10 years. And we are
going to keep moving forward. We are going to keep
building more transit, and we are going to keep building
homes.

Speaker, it is under this government that we saw the
highest number of housing and rental starts ever on record,
and with this piece of legislation to help us, it will be this
government that continues to build up our communities in
Peel region.

Another point I would like to mention is that while we
are going to grant independence to the three municipalities
in Peel region, there will be no change to their existing
borders. Our government is not here to create more red
tape. On the contrary, part of the reason why we are mak-
ing these changes is to improve access to services for the
people of Mississauga, Caledon and Brampton. Our plan
can only succeed by building up the unique strengths and
qualities of our municipal partners, and we will not
achieve this by taking away from the people and resources
that give them that unique identity.

Protecting the services that the people of Peel rely on is
a top priority of our government. We know that our part-
ners in the region feel the same way. Putting the public
interest as our number one priority is going to help us
protect these front-line services, and it will help us main-
tain quality service standards for residents. As a member
representing a riding within Peel and as a minister in
charge of providing Ontarians with reliable government
services, this is incredibly, incredibly important to me.
Whether you need public health service, waste water man-
agement, policing or social housing, our government is
going to support the people of Peel to ensure these services
are not negatively affected during this time of change.

Speaker, as I mentioned earlier, there will be a transi-
tion board appointed to oversee this extensive and impor-
tant process. Part of their responsibility will be to ensure
that important issues like service delivery are carefully
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considered during the restructuring of Peel, and we will
work closely with them to ensure that local services con-
tinue uninterrupted with no impact whatsoever to local
residents. That is the most important thing for this
government.

I’m confident that our partners will be able to create the
best results possible for the people of Peel region, and 'm
confident that their tax dollars will be handled with the
respect that they deserve. Taxpayer dollars are what keep
this province running, and Peel region is no exception. It
is the people who work in our small businesses, in our
front-line services and in our construction sites who are
building our economy and our future. So when we see that
the taxpayers are being overtaxed and that their tax dollars
are being wasted, of course it really upsets us.

A couple of weeks ago, our Premier made a very good
point when he was asked about the future of Peel region.
Currently, in Mississauga, there is a problem with how the
city is handling taxpayers’ dollars. Residents are being
taxed too much, and it is affecting our joint efforts to fight
the housing crisis. Just in the last two years, Mississauga
has increased the fees on new homebuyers by almost 30%,
and this has had terrible repercussions for families who
want to live in Mississauga to work and build a life. The
city’s fees are adding approximately $126,000 to the price
of every home in the city, and it makes buying a home
even more expensive than it already is. That is not what
we call fighting the housing crisis; we call that making it
worse. Municipal housing taxes in Mississauga are gener-
ating around $34 million in tax revenue for the city every
year, but they are spending less than 75% of that in a year.
Then there is the issue of parkland fees. The city of
Mississauga collects $17 million a year for these parkland
fees, but they only spend $9 million of that in a year. All
of this leftover money goes directly into the city reserves,
which are more than $270 million. Those are taxpayers’
dollars that could have been given back to the people of
Mississauga by not taxing them with so many fees in the
first place.

Instead of just criticizing, our government is going to
keep working with our partners in Peel region like Miss-
issauga, whether they like it or not, to make the Team
Ontario effort that the people of Peel need and deserve.

Speaker, just as Hazel McCallion was a trailblazer for
the people of Mississauga and Peel, our government is
going to trail-blaze with this legislation that is so highly
named in her honour. She truly was a visionary. Although
she is dearly, dearly missed each and every day by so many
of the people she inspired, I am proud that our government
is honouring her memory. She is irreplaceable. Although I
wish I could say that there will never be anyone else as
good as she was for our city and region—that would not
be true.

I just want to say again, thank you to all the members
for helping us support this piece of legislation in honour
of the late Mayor Hazel McCallion.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

MPP Kristyn Wong-Tam: Thank you for the presen-
tation. I listened with a lot of interest, in recognizing that
the bill is called the Hazel McCallion Act, specifically
dealing with Peel’s dissolution, but the bill doesn’t nece-
ssarily speak to the terms of the dissolution—it just sort of
says “dissolve.” But what happens after the dissolution?
How is it going to be enacted? I think that there is quite a
bit that’s missing from this bill.

Can the member across give us some very clear,
specific details on what happens after dissolution, without
getting into the fact that there’s going to be a five-member
advisory board—because that’s not in the bill.

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: Thank you to the member
opposite for the question.

Speaker, as we have been saying all along, and as I said
in my remarks as well, this transition board that’s going to
be developed is going to help us—it’s going to lead into
the change or dissolution of Peel region. That’s why we
have been very upfront about this—the fact that we want
to make sure that the region knows that this is something
where this board is going to work with everyone to make
sure that everyone gets the best possible outcome to this,
as the member said, dissolution.

1710

Again, we respect the transition board that’s going to
be formed, and we hope that all three municipalities will
work with the transition board to have the best outcome.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Brian Saunderson: I want to thank the Minister
of Public and Business Service Delivery for his comments.
As the MPP for Mississauga East—Cooksville, he certainly
speaks from experience, knowing well the issues in Miss-
issauga.

I wanted to ask him to elaborate further on his com-
ments about respecting the taxpayers’ dollars and what
efficiencies might be found as we allow each of the
municipalities the control over all of their planning pro-
cesses, all of their service delivery processes, and how that
will benefit the taxpayers of Ontario in that region.

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: Thank you to my honourable
colleague for the wonderful question. As we have seen—
and I know as a former mayor himself, we had this conver-
sation—sometimes there are duplications that happen. It
really stalls the process, especially when we are looking at
building homes, infrastructure and transit. That’s why
when we say “respecting taxpayers’ dollars”—it’s to find
efficiencies and see how we can get things done in a much
faster way. We hear that. My respected, honourable col-
league and I had this conversation about how the duplica-
tion of the process, at times, delays things. That’s why we
feel that this process is going to bring ease into, especially,
the development process. There are so many things that
can be done in a more efficient and effective manner
moving forward.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Wayne Gates: My question to the member is, do
you believe that your government should consult with
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workers and unions on Bill 112 and be part of any advisory
board?

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: Thank you to my honourable
colleague for the question.

Speaker, I have had the honour of being the MPP and
representing the riding of Mississauga East—Cooksville for
almost—this is my second term—five years now. Since
day one, we have heard not only our constituents but also
members of all three cities talking about how we need to
work on the dissolution and make Mississauga, Brampton
and Caledon separate cities. I’'m sure my honourable
member from Brampton heard the same thing, as well. So
we have been listening, and that is what consulting is. We
have been listening to members, residents, members of the
cities, as well, to make sure that we make the best decision
possible for them.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Hon. Charmaine A. Williams: There were some
really great comments.

Through you, Speaker: Being a member of the Miss-
issauga area for many years, you have seen its growth,
seen its expansion. Therefore, you see a need for us to see
Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon chart their own paths.

How is this legislation, with consideration of popu-
lation growth, really going to help Mississauga plan for
Mississauga’s future growth—as well as the other munici-
palities?

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: Thank you to my honourable
colleague for the question.

Absolutely. Right now, we see that Mississauga is close
to over 800,000 residents, and I think Brampton is almost
getting there as well.

We see how these individual municipalities can con-
tinue to work on services that we have talked about so
many times, to make sure that the residents continue to get
the best service possible, whether it’s waste water or water
management or whatever services they are currently being
offered—ypolicing. Again, that is something the transition
board is going to give their recommendations on. I feel like
it is a time when these municipalities—Mississauga,
Brampton, Caledon—can find ways to operate individual-
ly yet continue to collaborate with each other to make sure
that the residents continue to get the best service possible.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Ms. Teresa J. Armstrong: The transition board is a
key piece to this legislation, and there’s no guarantee that
the selected board members for the transition board will
represent the people in Mississauga, Brampton and
Caledon in the dissolution process. We know that the
minister selects the board members, and we can speculate
that the minister will be selecting people who will be
favourable to the government. The minister will also be
determining compensation and expenses for the board—
expenses to be paid by municipalities.

My question is, if the regional municipality of Peel
agrees with the dissolution, why does the government feel
that it’s necessary to legislate that they send them the bill
for the transition committee to be paid, and how will the

government collect payment if municipalities don’t pay
his invoice?

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: Thank you to my honourable
colleague for the question.

Speaker, these are not political appointments. These are
appointments based on the skill sets that each individual
member is going to bring to this transition board. Whether
they know how the municipalities work or financial infor-
mation—there are so many options out there to make sure
that, when this dissolution or this transition happens, it is
done in the right way. That’s why we are bringing the
experts—to make sure that their decision is respected,
their recommendation is respected. The individuals are
industry experts who will be making the recommendations
to the province of Ontario. Again, these are not political
appointments. These are all highly skill-based appoint-
ments.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): Quick
question?

Mr. Matthew Rae: A quick question to the minister:
Can you elaborate on how this bill will help Mississauga—
a city that is growing rapidly—build more housing in the
future?

Hon. Kaleed Rasheed: Thank you to the honourable
colleague for a very quick question.

I’1l say that it will expedite, hopefully—our hope is that
this will expedite the housing process that the city of
Mississauga has been asking for and their city staff has
been asking for. The hope is that, once this piece of
legislation, if passed—is going to help, and once the
transition is completed, is going to expedite the process.

As Mayor Bonnie Crombie has said many times,
“There are duplications. I want to build things fast, so give
me the tools.”

Well, Mayor Bonnie Crombie, here are the tools. But
let’s build homes for the people of Mississauga.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate?

Miss Monique Taylor: I ask for your indulgence as |
begin my 20 minutes today with condolences to the
families of the tragic shooting that happened in my city of
Hamilton and Stoney Creek over this past weekend. A 27-
year-old educational assistant and her 28-year-old partner,
who was an IBEW worker, were shot by their landlord
over a housing dispute. Unfortunately—I don’t even know
what to say—he was also a loss; his life was taken by
police shooting back after he was shooting at them. It’s an
absolutely tragic situation. My heart, my prayers, my
condolences go to all families who are feeling affected by
this and to the community who is suffering around this.

The other part that I wanted to ask your indulgence in
is for Nathan, the 37-year-old man with Down syndrome
who has been missing since May 12. May 12 was 17 days
ago—that this young man with Down syndrome has been
missing from his community, from his home, and how that
family feels. Our best wishes go out to them as they
continue to search for him in hopes that he will be found
well and healthy.

That is where I wanted to begin, so I thank you for your
indulgence, Speaker.



29 MAI 2023

ASSEMBLEE LEGISLATIVE DE L’ONTARIO

4521

1720

I can tell you I am pretty pumped about having to speak
to Bill 112 today, the Hazel McCallion Act—which is the
Peel dissolution. It’s an interesting position for me to talk
about because Hamilton, as we all know, was amalga-
mated many years ago, and it didn’t quite have the results
that the Harris government, at the time, had stated would
happen. Premier Harris, at the time, said that provincial
taxes would be decreased by 30%—combined with no
increase in property taxes by merging municipalities and
doing away with politicians and bureaucracy. It was all
based upon the belief that there was too much municipal
government waste and duplication—calling Ontarians
“the most over-governed in the world.” They actually
whittled down the number of municipalities from 850 to
444 at that time, which was quite the change. I can tell you,
people in the community of Hamilton still feel the effects
of that. There are still arguments about area rating and
who’s paying for what charges and how each property tax
gets based out on compared to what services they get and
they don’t get. And we definitely did not see the property
tax savings which were expected. Actually, their taxes
went up about 50% in Hamilton, which is quite a hit.

Our taxes continue to go up, and we continue to
struggle for services in the city, and people in the outskirts
of Hamilton, in the Flamboroughs and the Glanbrooks—
and folks who were amalgamated—are still unhappy with
the decision that was forced on them.

So that was something that I definitely wanted to raise,
because the plan of what the Conservatives had said would
be better for the residents of Hamilton just turned out to be
completely opposite in so many ways. I wasn’t involved
in politics at all during that time, so I didn’t see it any
different. 1 did live in Stoney Creek, and it became
Hamilton somewhere around that time, I guess—maybe I
was even a little older than that. But people still remember.
And the problem with that is that it was forced upon them.

So what we’re seeing in Bill 112 is that lack of
consultation. Yes, we know Mayor Hazel McCallion and
Mayor Bonnie Crombie definitely pursued this. Their city
is growing at immense speed. They’ve been asking for this
for years, but Brampton has not, to my understanding. I
believe the mayor of Brampton, Patrick Brown, has
serious concerns. The mayor of Mississauga has claimed
that this will benefit Mississauga by a billion dollars, and
yet Patrick Brown is saying this will hurt Brampton by a
billion dollars. So I think there’s lots to talk about. There
is lots to work out.

As you can see here, it’s not a very big bill, but it has a
lot of effect to it. There is a lot that will go through it. Who
will assume the water waste? Will they have to rebuild for
that? Money has been spent and shared throughout all of
these taxpayers, through all of these regions.

Caledon seems to be a little fish in the water, with a
very, very small population. Their population is quite
small compared to—I think it’s 5% of the actual Peel
area—>5% is an accurate number. So how will they be left
in the mix of all of this? Then, to add on top of all of it, the
bulldozing through of Highway 413, which will run right

through Caledon and have great effects on that municipal-
ity and on their growth basis—which will see huge growth
in very quick time.

This article is from one year ago—it’s from May 2022
that I was able to dig out. “Large amounts of” Caledon
“are inside the province’s protected greenbelt. But many
farms outside that zone have long been owned by num-
bered companies, developers or speculators. Some warn
this is the next frontier for sprawl in the greater Toronto
area: According to the town’s new official plan, Caledon
expects to balloon to 300,000 residents from 80 over the
next 30 years.” So there’s major infrastructure that is
going to be needed there.

Let’s go back to that area rating in Hamilton, where
these rural folks just don’t have the same types of
services—and a sprawling, growing community such as
Caledon is going to need all of these services. Is the
government planning on providing all of that funding to
ensure that Caledon has the necessary services they need?
I know their police service is under the OPP, so I’'m sure
nothing will change there. But when it comes to water,
roads and sewers and all of that extra infrastructure, will
that just go on the tax base of those Caledon residents?
Will they be able to continue to afford their properties with
these increased taxes? Those are the questions that I have
as I’'m looking at this. I think the residents of Caledon
should have the opportunity to speak out, and not just the
mayor.

These are the types of things that should be going to
referendums in communities—that all community mem-
bers should be talked to.

Instead, what we’re seeing—and what actually just
happened in the last 20 minutes is, the government has
filed a time allocation motion. We haven’t seen many time
allocation motions from this government in this session.
They have all the power, but debate has gone on, and
we’ve been able to exercise our rights to be able to debate
on matters. But today, for some unknown reason, there is
a time allocation motion on the table, which will say that—
let’s see here. It truncates second reading. It cuts out
committee completely, so there will be no further consul-
tation, there will be no opportunity for people to come to
committee to voice their concerns. There will be no
opportunity for workers, CUPE members, folks who are
invested in Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon to be able
to come forward to speak—and that’s exactly, as you
know, Speaker, what the committee process is supposed to
do. It’s supposed to strengthen bills. It’s supposed to
provide opportunity for people to have input. And yet, this
government is pushing it through, and third reading debate
will be able to happen immediately. This bill could pretty
much pass by Wednesday night. Today is the first day of
second reading. So it’s curious as to why the government
feels that this bill, which was tabled late on Thursday just
past—which would have been the last legislative day for
us—and now is here before us today needs to be com-
pleted by Wednesday. That’s a pretty quick turnaround.

With no consultation, with no input, with strong-armed
abilities from the minister who will be able to appoint the
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transition board—we know what government appoint-
ments around this Legislature have looked like in the last
five years. They have pretty much been PC donors. They
have been stakeholders to the PCs. They have been
friends, relatives, cousins, major donors. So what could
give the people of Ontario hope or faith that the minister
will not be appointing people to the transition board—that
will give them the outcome they’re desiring?
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What will stop the privatization of water services?
What will stop the privatization of transit services? What
guarantee do the people of Ontario and the people of
Brampton, Mississauga and Caledon have that their best
interests are being protected, and not the best interests of
developers and builders and people who have bought up
all of this land around the 413 in Caledon? It’s pretty
interesting that all of the pieces continue to fall together
with this government—piece of legislation by piece of
legislation. There’s another piece to the puzzle that
continues to fall.

So do I disagree with the late Hazel McCallion or the
current mayor, Bonnie Crombie? No, I have no reason to,
because I really don’t know that community like I know
my own community. But I think people should have the
opportunity to have a say. I think when you cut out public
consultation, you’re asking for trouble.

And then when we see time allocation come on a bill
like this, when we haven’t seen time allocation very often
in the last year that I can really think of much, maybe even
longer—I know the Liberals liked time allocation pretty
much on every bill, but the Conservatives have not done
that so much in the last while. So it’s curious as to why
this needs to—

Interjection.

Miss Monique Taylor: The member would like to
time-allocate me, but unfortunately, that’s not an option
for him.

It’s very concerning. I know the members of CUPE
who are the workers for the municipalities there are very
concerned about how the transition would happen, about
who will be appointed to these transition boards, about
how their jobs will continue to ensure—that their jobs are
protected and what that will look like. Will there be more
members? Will there be less members? Nobody has these
answers, and everybody is left to rely on a transition board
that is hand-picked by the Conservative government,
which we all know leads to one result, and that’s the result
that they’re looking for. That is concerning.

Like I said and like our member from Niagara Centre
said in his lead today, our concerns were:

—a worker representative on the transition board from
CUPE: Will the minister guarantee that workers will be on
that transition board? Can we count on the minister to do
the right thing and ensure that workers are on that board?
We’re not sure;

—that the bill goes to committee for consultation.
That’s not happening; that we know very clearly now, as
per the time allocation motion that has just been tabled;
and

—a commitment to no privatization or contracting out
of public services. We know this government likes priva-
tization. We’re seeing exactly what’s happening in our
health care system with privatization, for-profit—a new
way of doing health care in the province of Ontario and
the horror stories that have gone with that.

So we’re finding ourselves in the position that we will
no longer be able to support this bill. That’s really unfortu-
nate, because, like I said, this is something that Hazel had
wanted for years, and it’s something that Mayor Crombie
has asked for, probably with good reason, for their own
municipality. But we’re being forced and wedged into a
corner again, because we’re not able to trust the minister
and the government to do the right thing by the people of
Ontario—not just for their for-profit fundraising friends
and buddies they have served over the last five years. They
have certainly not served the average person in Ontario,
and we know that. It’s very clear.

They talk about this being a bill about housing. There’s
nothing about housing in this bill that [ have found. I don’t
believe my colleagues have found anything about housing
in this bill. They have put out several bills that say that
they’re about housing, and yet we are in the greatest
housing crisis we have ever seen in this province. A single
one-bedroom, barely-nothing apartment in Hamilton is
$1,800 a month, on average; for a two-bedroom, you’re
looking at $2,200-plus. I know here in the city of Toronto,
it is much higher than that. And in many communities
across the province, we are seeing a huge problem when it
comes to housing.

Building big houses in communities that are huge
sprawl is not going to solve the issue for the people who
can’t afford the down payment. They can’t afford a down
payment for a house, so how are they ever possibly going
to be able to buy that house, regardless of how many you
build? They can’t afford the rent in these places.

People are looking at different options and abilities of
how they’re going to make sure that their kids have
houses, that their grandchildren have houses. Bills like this
are not going to do it regardless of how many times the
government says it. There is nothing in this bill that is
going to protect homes, that is going to ensure that the
people of this province have homes.

I’'m looking forward to the actual question-and-answer
period that happens after my debate time so that the
members can correct me and tell me where it says in the
bill how this is going to build affordable housing that
people can actually afford. I’m sure there won’t be any—
I’'m sure they’ll have a whole bunch of other questions, but
it won’t be that.

Let’s just continue to talk about housing. I was
gobsmacked the other day when I heard that our housing
wait-list in Hamilton has reached over 6,000—people who
are on a wait-list for priority housing. I spent some time in
Hamilton the other day with a social navigator program,
visiting homeless tent cities. People should probably take
some time and go and visit in their communities the tents
that are there—because I’'m sure they’re in all of your
communities. Have an eye-opener to the reality of what
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people are facing. We’re having seniors being evicted
from their homes—seniors who have been in their apart-
ments for years—because of renovictions. These are the
real issues that we need to be talking about.

I get that we should be talking about what’s happening
in Mississauga and Brampton and Caledon and making
sure that they’re set up for the future going forward, but
by squeezing in a bill in two days, three days—it’s just not
going to cut it. We’re not going to be able to support this
bill. We should have been able to work together to provide
that opportunity for Mississauga, who is asking for this.
But once again, you couldn’t put the cards on the table,
and you had to make it all about you, all about your
buddies. And now we can’t support it.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Ross Romano: Thank you to the member oppo-
site.

You wished for a question that had to do with afford-
able housing, and I perhaps will not ask the question that
you’re hopeful that I will ask, but, through the situation
that we’re facing right now—and we certainly are in a
housing crisis. We’ve heard now for various months—in
fact, quite frankly, years—that we have a lack of supply. I
don’t think the member opposite would suggest that we
don’t have a lack of supply of housing on the market,
period—across-the-board housing. We know that CMHC
reported last June that something like 3.5 million houses
were needed within the next eight years in Canada. We
know that the province of Ontario needs 1.5 million
homes.

To the member opposite: Would you agree that the lack
of supply is the single greatest force that is driving up the
price of housing in our jurisdictions?

Miss Monique Taylor: I thank the member for the
question.

Let’s talk about Hamilton. We have 476 vacant units
that the city of Hamilton can’t afford the capital repairs on.
How about pony up the $3.8 million, and we’ll start there?
There’s an actual start. I’'m sure communities across this
province are facing that same thing.
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If we actually invest in the properties that we have,
we’re going to fix some of the problems. If we invest in
building internally in our cities, we will fix some of the
problems. The sprawl, the greenbelt—all of that stuff is
unnecessary. And we all know it’s about the donors; it’s
about the big dollars that are being moved around the
province and not helping our housing market.

I’m sure the member would agree that a person who is
moving way out on the greenbelt and has to pay for gas,
has to pay for transportation, has to pay for new schools is
not actually worried about the affordability cost.

Making sure it’s the internal city would make a
difference.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Mr. Joel Harden: I want to thank the member from
Hamilton Mountain for her remarks.

Briefly, Speaker, with your indulgence off the top and
indulgence from the member, I just want to acknowledge
the wildfires that are currently raging right now in
Tantallon, in Shelburne county, out in Nova Scotia. My
wife’s mom, Pat, is with us. Pat, we’re thinking of you and
all the neighbours back home. That’s really rough. Prayers
for you.

I also want to just ask the member—because something
that’s also a big issue in a lot of municipalities is library
services. I’'m worried about the capacity for municipal-
ities, if they keep getting their decisions made for them, to
deliver on core services like libraries.

I can tell you, Speaker, after this debate, I’'m jumping
on a bicycle and going down to Alexandra Park to
campaign for the great Olivia Chow, who wants to be
mayor of this city and who announced today that she is
going to fight for seven days a week of library services for
families. Isn’t that a great idea?

What do you think, member?

Miss Monique Taylor: Thank you to the member from
Ottawa.

Yes, libraries are an important part of our communities.
Libraries are becoming even more important as the gov-
ernment continues to move the tribunals online, court
systems online, ODSP—everybody is online these days.
But people who can’t afford Internet services or don’t have
a cellphone or are living in a tent don’t have access to
Internet services just for information, and so they count on
those library services to be able to function in the
government’s world. So, yes, it’s a great initiative by
Olivia Chow.

I think that instead of cutting libraries, we should be
investing in libraries and ensuring that everybody has
access to libraries in their community—which is going to
be tough for a community like Caledon, for instance.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Mr. Matthew Rae: Thank you to the member opposite
for her remarks. When she refers to our insiders and back-
room deals, I’'m not sure who she’s referring to. The
current mayor of Mississauga is a former Liberal MP and
is currently thinking of running for the Liberal Party pro-
vincially. So she’s not really supportive of this govern-
ment currently. But that being said—

Interjection.

Mr. Matthew Rae: Yes, she does have excellent ideas.
We’re listening to those ideas.

Ms. Christine Hogarth: We have excellent ideas.

Mr. Matthew Rae: We have excellent ideas.

Interjection.

Mr. Matthew Rae: She does agree with us, yes.
Exactly.

My question to the member opposite is, would you be
willing to support this bill? It is going to help get more
housing built and reduce inefficiencies and help—

Mr. Ross Romano: It reduces the price.

Mr. Matthew Rae: It reduces the price, as my hon-
ourable colleague from Sault Ste. Marie is informing the
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House. It reduces the price of purchasing a home because
we’re finding those efficiencies.

Will the member opposite support this bill?

Miss Monique Taylor: No, I will not support this bill
that you refuse to allow consultation on.

And you want to talk about Bonnie Crombie running
for the Liberal Party? That has nothing to do with—and
that’s what concerns me. That is why I can’t understand
why the government needs to rush it through so quickly.
Other than the 413, the area in Caledon—how is the
government benefiting? There is some way that there will
be benefiting on the government’s part, on stakeholders’
part, to push this through as quickly as the government is
doing, to use a time allocation—that hasn’t been used in
quite some time; now, all of a sudden, it’s necessary to
happen.

Do I think that the Premier wants to help Bonnie
Crombie? Absolutely not. But there is something there. It
will eventually come out, just like everything does.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Mr. Wayne Gates: I’'m glad you brought up a little bit
about the surrounding area there—Ilike the 319 acres of
farmland we’re losing every single day in the province of
Ontario.

But my question is—because I always like to be fair
and reasonable to everybody; I asked this question to the
Conservatives, and I’'m going to ask it to you: Do you
think that workers and unions should be consulted on Bill
112, and do you believe that unions should be part of any
advisory board? Do you believe that whoever’s sitting on
this board should be named by the Conservative govern-
ment before this bill passes?

Miss Monique Taylor: Thank you to the member from
Niagara for that question.

Absolutely, yes, as | stated in my debate, the unionized
workers, CUPE members, any workers who are involved
with those municipalities should have a say. They should
be on these transition boards. They should be part of the
conversations. They’re the people who do the work day in
and day out in these communities. They know the
communities. It is their own community. They need to be
on the transition board—not just appointees by the
minister, but actual people who live in the community and
don’t have the political investment, the financial
investment. We need to be assured that all of that is going
to stay out of the transition process.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Ms. Andrea Khanjin: 1 listened to the member’s
speech, and I just wanted to highlight to her a few things
that are important to her in terms of—she was talking
about some of the visits she had most recently in her com-
munity. Many of us have such situations in our commun-
ities—and people need housing tomorrow. Do you know
what helps them? Modular builds.

We have examples in my area where modular builds
have been able to help—mnot only accessible units, but
other units. But do you know what they encountered—the

folks who build the modular builds to get people into
housing right away? Multiple tiers of permitting, red tape,
and municipalities that can’t get their acts together, going
from department to department. Do you know what would
help them? A bill like this, so they can just go directly and
say, “This is my ask. I can get housing for someone
tomorrow.” This type of legislation will help. Now they
can work with mediators to get that done. It’s rich that the
member says people need housing. This is exactly what
this will help work towards—so that people who are in the
work of modular building don’t have to go through all the
red tape.

Miss Monique Taylor: Speaker, I would love to have
modular housing in our community.

There is no doubt that I think we should be looking at
every opportunity for housing, thinking outside of the box,
thinking of different ways, looking at different
communities to see what they’re doing, but there is
nothing in this bill—I don’t even know if the word
“housing” is in this bill. I wish I could do a quick search
to see if the word “housing” is in this bill. There is nothing
about housing in this bill.

Maybe the member wants to relook at the bill—or
maybe look at it for the first time—instead of the speaking
notes that their staff write, and actually say how housing
will be developed because of this bill. There is absolutely
nothing in this bill about housing. This is about the
dissolution of Peel. This is about the creating of
municipalities: Mississauga, Brampton, Caledon. It talks
about the transition board. It talks about how nobody will
be able to—no compensation. So if there’s a result of the
enactment of this act, making any direction—anyway,
they won’t be able to sue; they won’t be able to get
compensation. That’s the kind of stuff that’s in this bill.
There’s absolutely nothing in this bill that talks about
housing.

I appreciate the opportunity to be able to speak to this
bill today.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate?

Ms. Natalia Kusendova-Bashta: As the member from
Mississauga Centre, [ am honoured to rise today to speak
to one of our government’s most ambitious pieces of legi-
slation to date, which will shape the lives of my con-
stituents and those in Peel region for the years to come.

Today, I’m actually wearing yellow in honour of the
late Hazel McCallion. Yellow was her favourite colour. |
know that Mayor McCallion is smiling down on us today
as we debate, because her vision and her dream for our
beloved city of Mississauga is becoming a reality.

Speaker, I am proud to speak to second reading of Bill
112, the Hazel McCallion Act—our government’s intent
to dissolve Peel region and make Mississauga, Brampton
and Caledon each independent municipalities. It is named
after my dear friend and mentor the late Hazel McCallion,
who had a vision for our city of Mississauga that, if passed,
will now come to fruition.
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From our humble beginnings as a small settlement to its
present-day status as our province’s third-largest thriving
city—Mississauga’s history is one of resilience, vibrancy,
growth and community spirit.

Speaker, I would like to take us all on a journey through
time to where it all began. Let us remember that Miss-
issauga—as well as Peel region—is situated on the
traditional territory of the Huron-Wendat, Haudenosaunee
and Anishinaabe people, as well as the Mississaugas, from
which our city gets its name.

Chief LaForme of Mississaugas of the Credit First
Nation has been a great partner to our government when it
comes to the tackling of human trafficking and supporting
vulnerable women and girls.

The name “Mississauga” comes from the Anishinaabe
word “Misi-zaagiing,” which means “river of the north of
many mouths.”

Thousands of years ago, people lived in harmony with
the land, drawing sustenance from its resources and
establishing a deep connection to the natural environment.

The arrival of European settlers in the 17th century
brought about significant change to the region. Les
Frangais, the French, were the first to explore the area and
encountered the native Mississaugas who resided near the
north shore of Lake Huron. I like to think that some of
those francophone descendants still live in Mississauga
and Peel.

By the early 18th century, the Mississaugas migrated
south and settled near the areas we now call Etobicoke
Creek, Credit River and Hamilton Harbour. During this
time, British settlers established trading posts and began
to cultivate the land. Mississauga became a focal point for
trade and commerce as it was strategically located along
important transportation routes such as the Credit River
routes and Lake Ontario. Gradually, small settlements
were established, which later grew into villages with
names many of you recognize today: Clarkson, Cooks-
ville, Dixie, Erindale, Malton, Streetsville, and more.

By 1805, the Toronto township was created, which was
comprised of most of modern-day Mississauga. This
followed many years later with the creation of the towns
of Streetsville and Port Credit.

Through the 19th century, Mississauga continued to
develop, with industries such as farming, lumbering and
milling playing pivotal roles in the local economy.

The establishment of the Toronto, Hamilton and
Buffalo Railway in the late 19th century brought further
growth and prosperity, connecting Mississauga to large
urban centres and facilitating the transportation of goods
and people.

In 1967, residents of the then-Toronto township voted
overwhelmingly in a referendum to rename their town
Mississauga to avoid confusion with the neighbouring city
of Toronto. But I would also venture to say, they voted to
establish Mississauga as a distinct town with our own
identity and separate, distinct destiny.

By 1974, the former towns of Mississauga, Port Credit
and Streetsville, along with a number of smaller com-
munities, amalgamated to form the new city of Miss-
issauga. This amalgamation marked a turning point in our
city’s history as it brought together diverse communities
and provided the foundation for future growth and
development.

One of the most significant milestones in Mississauga’s
history occurred in 1978. Does anyone know what hap-
pened in 1978? Of course, it was the election of Hazel
McCallion, Hurricane Hazel, as our city’s mayor. Under
her visionary leadership, Mississauga experienced re-
markable growth and development.

Mayor McCallion’s tenure of 36 years is unmatched
and made her one of the longest-serving mayors in
Canadian history, and her legacy as a dedicated public
servant and influential leader continues to shape our city
today.

During the latter half of the 20th century and into the
21st century, Mississauga became a hub for business,
innovation and cultural diversity. The city attracted many
corporations, leading to the establishment of numerous
industrial parks and commercial centres. Its proximity to
Toronto and its excellent transportation infrastructure
further fuelled economic growth and investment.

Our city has a vibrant corporate hub with many well-
known companies, such as PepsiCo, Microsoft, Abbott
Laboratories, General Mills, and many more. Our
residents are privileged to be home to some of the most
acclaimed schools in the country, such as Sheridan
College, Mohawk College and the University of Toronto
Mississauga campus.

Mississauga is also renowned for our commitment to
preserving our natural heritage. The city is home to a vast
network of parks, green spaces and trails, providing
residents with ample opportunities to connect with nature,
soak up the sun and enjoy outdoor activities.

Mississauga Valley Park, which is near my office, is a
beautiful place to have a picnic or a barbecue.

In fact, [ would like to invite all of my constituents and
community members to a barbecue which I will be
hosting, together with Minister Kaleed Rasheed, on June
18 for Father’s Day. Everyone is invited. Please come and
join us.

Interjections.

Ms. Natalia Kusendova-Bashta: Thank you. We will
be celebrating all the fathers in Mississauga.

The Credit River stretches all the way from Orange-
ville, winds through our city and empties into Lake
Ontario. It is beautiful place to go canoeing or fishing. It
offers beautiful landscapes and supports a rich diversity of
plant and animal species.

Port Credit harbour is a beautiful place to take a walk
by the lake, grab a bite to eat or snack on some gelato.

MPP Cuzzetto and I always compete as to who has the
best riding. Of course, mine is the best, but Port Credit is
also very, very special.

We are renowned for our many attractions and land-
marks, ranging from the Living Arts Centre, the Art
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Gallery of Mississauga, Square One Shopping Centre, and
the Paramount Fine Foods Centre.

Let us not forget the pride of our province, Toronto
Pearson airport, which was founded as Malton airport in
1937. Thousands of passengers have passed through our
beautiful airport when they travelled abroad, reunited with
loved ones and came here on diplomatic missions. And
myself, with my family, landed at Toronto Pearson airport
in October 2000, and the rest is history.

We have a vibrant arts and culture scene here in
Mississauga. You never want to miss annual events like
Canada Day, Ribfest, New Year’s Eve and our tree-
lighting ceremony—all held in my riding, at Celebration
Square, right in front of city hall. On top of that, Miss-
issauga is where the well-known Carassauga Festival is
held annually—Ilike just this past weekend, when various
communities represented in our city showcased dance
performances, food stalls and vendors over a three-day
period, showcasing the rich cultures and diversity that our
city is home to.

I would say that Mississauga is like the whole world in
one city. Indeed, we are very blessed to call Mississauga
home.

Today, Mississauga is the seventh-most populated city
in Canada, with a population approaching 800,000. A
report recently published by the city forecasts that
Mississauga’s population is expected to grow to a
whopping one million by the middle of this century. And
with that, our government is doing everything we can to
accommodate this large and swift growth. We are building
new highways, new rapid transit and new housing as fast
as we can.

Many of my constituents will be overwhelmed with joy
once our Hurontario LRT is completed over the coming
years, giving them easy access to the north and south
corridors of our region, when they want to go all the way
to Brampton or go down and visit Port Credit.

My own riding is full of housing projects in the works,
which soon will house many of my current and future
constituents who will enjoy living and working in our
great city.

Our city is also home to an incredibly diverse group of
Christians, Muslims, Hindus, Sikhs, Jews—and many
other religions—who I meet with and speak to on a regular
basis and who I am very proud to serve.

Did you know the most common mother tongues in
Mississauga after English are Urdu, Arabic, Mandarin—
and yes, even Polish.

Every year, I am honoured to join my constituents in
celebrating their holy and most important religious
holidays, or any other important cultural events. A week
ago, I spoke at the 2023 Chinese Culture Festival organ-
ized by the Canadian Innovative Community Service
Alliance, held in Celebration Square in my riding. A
month ago, | joined my constituents in celebrating Eid-Ul-
Fitr at Shalimar mosque, celebrating the end of the holy
month of Ramadan, one of the three pillars of Islam. Days
prior, I joined the Orthodox Christian community at the
Canadian Coptic Centre to celebrate Easter.

1800

My riding of Mississauga Centre was created in 2018,
and I have been serving as its representative ever since.
Speaker, I was fortunate to live in Mississauga for over 20
years, where I attended St. Hilary Elementary School, and
then Philip Pocock Catholic Secondary School. The city
shaped me into who I am today, and I couldn’t be more
grateful.

I can say that winning my first election was one of the
toughest, most challenging and greatest achievements of
my life. I do not come from wealth—I was raised by a
single mom—or from a political dynasty, and yet my team
and I achieved something remarkable, winning the support
of Mississaugans who believed in me and in our party’s
message.

My city is home to ridings of many of my own caucus
members, who regularly accompany me to local events
and engagements. These include, of course, Minister
Kaleed Rasheed, Rudy Cuzzetto, Nina Tangri, Deepak
Anand and Sheref Sabawy. And do you know what I like
the most about my Mississauga team, Speaker? It’s that
we truly look like Mississauga looks. We reflect the
cultural and professional diversity of our city. And that’s
what makes our Mississauga team really great and
exceptional.

Now, I want to spend a few minutes talking about the
late Mayor Hazel McCallion, whose memory we are
honouring today. Her name to me is synonymous with
leadership, resilience and an unwavering dedication to
public service.

Hazel McCallion’s journey began in 1921 in Port
Daniel, Quebec, where she was born Hazel Journeaux. Her
upbringing in a small rural community instilled in her a
strong work ethic, a deep sense of community and a
determination to overcome challenges. These qualities
would prove instrumental in shaping her future as one of
Canada’s most influential and beloved political figures.

She started her career in the private sector, working for
the engineering firm Kellogg for 19 years. However, it was
her entry into the world of politics that would truly propel
her into the national spotlight. By the late 1960s, she
decided to leave the corporate world and delve into the
world of politics. She was first elected as mayor of the then
town of Streetsville in 1970, serving for three years.

Once the city of Mississauga was created, she ran and
served as a city councillor for two terms, before beginning
her mayoral campaign in 1978. She held that position, as I
said, for 36 years, and her tenure is a testament to her
extraordinary leadership and the unwavering support and
love she garnered from the residents of Mississauga.
Incredibly, she never had any serious contenders during
each of her election cycles and always won by a landslide.
I think we could all take a page out of Hazel’s book.

Under Hazel’s stewardship, Mississauga experienced
unprecedented growth and development. Her visionary
approach to urban planning and economic development
transformed the city into a thriving and vibrant hub. Our
city went from mostly empty farmland to a bustling city
full of businesses, homes and active communities. She
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attracted businesses, fostered innovation and created
numerous job opportunities for residents. And Miss-
issauga stands today as a testament to her ability to turn
vision into reality and set a solid foundation for future
prosperity.

During times of hardship, Hazel McCallion showed
remarkable responsibility and leadership to her constitu-
ents. Shortly after she was first elected, a Canadian Pacific
train carrying toxic chemicals derailed near a heavily
populated area, spilling hazardous chemicals with the
potential to endanger local residents. Hazel McCallion
oversaw, in partnership with police and other government
authorities, the successful evacuation of 200,000 resi-
dents, resulting in no deaths or serious injuries.

Her fiscal responsibility should be noted as well.
During her entire tenure, the city never had to borrow
money and remained debt-free. Since the 1990s, she
would openly submit the city’s annual operating budget to
residents for their input and scrutiny. She was character-
ized by accessibility, integrity and an unwavering commit-
ment to the needs of her constituents. She was known for
her open-door policy—or “Meet me at Tim Hortons”
policy—welcoming the concerns and ideas of residents
with genuine care and attention. Her commitment to trans-
parency and accountability set a high standard for all
public officials, reminding us that our positions of power
come also with a responsibility to act in the best interests
of the people that we represent.

She was once quoted saying: “I learned to do with little.
And that’s why today, I only spend the taxpayers’ money
like I spend my own, which is seldom.”

Hazel McCallion’s fearless leadership style earned her
the nickname Hurricane Hazel. One of the most remark-
able aspects of McCallion’s career was her ability to
transcend political divides and bring people together for
the betterment of our community. Throughout her tenure,
she fostered a culture of collaboration, working with
different levels of government, community organizations
and businesses to achieve common goals. Her ability to
build bridges and find common ground exemplifies the
true essence of leadership and the power of consensus
building.

One example is how she happily endorsed our Premier
and our party in the 2018 and 2022 elections while
previously having endorsed Liberal leader Justin Trudeau.
She didn’t subscribe to partisan divides, because her main
priority was advocating for the people of Mississauga. She
understood that as a municipal leader, one must remain
non-partisan and work with partners who have the best
interests of Mississaugans at heart. She was not an oppor-
tunist. She did not care about political fame and accolades.
She simply cared for and loved our city, and the city loved
her back.

That is why, Speaker, today, our government is hon-
ouring Mayor McCallion’s vision and legacy for Miss-
issauga by proposing Bill 112 to dissolve Peel region once
and for all. This bill would begin the long process to
dissolve the region and establish independent municipal-
ities for Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon by January

1, 2025. We are answering the persistent call of Mayor
Bonnie Crombie, who has long called for an independent
Mississauga. Our government’s plan would ensure that
Peel region taxpayers get the highest quality services they
pay for, while improving the efficiency of their municipal-
ities. We want to give all three municipalities the auto-
nomy and tools to deliver on their local priorities and meet
the ambitious housing pledges that they agreed to.

The dissolution process would ensure a fair outcome for
all three municipalities, along with the preservation of
front-line services and workers and show respect to the
taxpayer. | want to echo the words of Mayor Bonnie
Crombie: “An independent Mississauga will allow us to
be more nimble when it comes to responding to the
housing crisis, increase efficiencies, reduce duplication
and save residents time and money. This process will take
some time and we are committed to ensuring the con-
tinuity of front-line and essential services across the region
of Peel.”

So Speaker, it’s an honour to participate in today’s
debate. Like I said, former Mayor McCallion is smiling
down on us as we are proceeding with this bill to dissolve
the region of Peel and create three separate municipalities.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Miss Monique Taylor: Thank you very much,
Speaker, and thank you to the member opposite for sharing
the life of Hazel McCallion with us. I do have questions,
however, about the actual bill itself and the transition
committee that will be appointed by the minister and, of
course, our concerns about who will be appointed to that
board to ensure that there is community input and voice
allowed while this huge transition happens for the people
of Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon.

Could the member please tell us whether there will be
workers, unionized workers, current workers of the city,
people who are invested in the city—will there be public
consultation and will there be people from the public
allowed on the transition board, such as the workers?
1810

Ms. Natalia Kusendova-Bashta: Thank you very
much for that question. As the member knows, we are
committed to delivering on our campaign promises, one of
which is to create housing for all Ontarians. As the
member is aware, Mississauga has consistently not met
targets. We are only at 24,000 housing starts in the last
decade, and we need to be closer to 120,000. That’s why,
by eliminating multiple tiers of government, we are
looking for efficiencies, but also, we are looking to save
time, because it’s not acceptable that today, in our city of
Mississauga it can take up to 12 years to get any housing
started. That’s why, today, we are committing on deliver-
ing on that promise to build affordable housing for the
region of Peel.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Mr. Lorne Coe: That was a great presentation from the
member from Mississauga Centre. One of the features of
this legislation is the establishment of a transition board,
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and in the news release that was issued to announce the
legislation, we talked about a transition board of up to five
people to facilitate the change in local government and, if
needed, oversee the financial affairs of Peel and its lower
tier municipalities. I’d like the member from Mississauga
Centre to talk a little bit more broadly about the effect of
that transition board as we move forward with this
legislation, if passed.

Ms. Natalia Kusendova-Bashta: Thank you for that
question. Yes, this act, if passed, would establish a transi-
tion board to ensure the process is fair and balanced by
overseeing Peel and its lower-tier financial affairs and
making recommendations on implementing the restructur-
ing.

Yes, the transition board would have up to five mem-
bers and would serve the ultimate goal of an amicable and
fair dissolution process that respects taxpayers and pro-
tects existing services. We don’t want to presuppose the
outcome of this transition board, but we will be looking at
services like Peel police, paramedics and other shared
services to ensure that there are no service disruptions to
our residents and to ensure that each municipality has
service continuity.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Miss Monique Taylor: I would like to go back to the
member once again. She talked about housing being a
main reason for this happening and talked about how the
region of Peel is just too big. I get that, but we also know
that this government believes in smaller government, in
less bureaucracy, which will increase the cost and the cost
to the taxpayers. We know in Hamilton, through amalga-
mation, there was like a 50% tax increase.

My thoughts and what I really, really want to know
from the member opposite is, will she please tell me, has
she read the actual Bill 112? Could she please point out
where it talks about housing in this bill, because I cannot
even find the word “housing” in this Bill 112?

Ms. Natalia Kusendova-Bashta: Yes, indeed, this bill
is about housing, and let me just give you an anecdote.
When [ first moved to Mississauga in 2002, my mom, who
was a single mom, was able to put down a down payment
on a townhouse. That townhouse 22 years ago was about
$200,000. Fast-forward 20 years, when I was first elected
as a member: As a single woman on an MPP’s salary, |
would not be able to afford to put down a down payment
on that same townhome, which is now costing around
$900,000. Essentially, we are pricing our young people out
of the market. Basic economics—it’s supply and demand.
If we don’t have enough supply, the price of housing goes
up.

I talked to a lot of my constituents during the election
and continuously, and what they say is, they want their
young people to be able to buy a home and finally move
out of their basement. So this bill is going to put us on a
path towards meeting our targets. Mississauga has a target
of 120,000 starts, and this bill will bring us steps closer to
achieving that goal over the next 10 years.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Mr. Graham McGregor: I want to thank the member
for Mississauga Centre for a very thoughtful speech on a
very important topic. The topic we’re speaking about here
is about two of the fastest-growing municipalities in
Ontario but also two of the largest. When we look at a city
like Brampton, which is about 700,000 people, this is
bigger than the region of Durham. This is bigger than the
region of Niagara, with a smaller landmass. Mississauga
is similar—even bigger and again smaller landmasses.

I think this government trusts the people of Miss-
issauga, trusts the people of Brampton and trusts the
people of Caledon to make decisions that impact them.
Those same residents trusted this government back by
electing PC members in each one of those impacted
ridings.

Could the member talk a little bit about the importance
of trusting our municipal partners and giving them the
responsibility to serve their residents?

Ms. Natalia Kusendova-Bashta: That’s a great ques-
tion. The member is right in saying that in the last election,
we, in fact, took over all the NDP seats in Brampton. The
deputy leader of that party lost her seat. We are trusting
our municipal partners.

I want to congratulate Brampton because actually,
when I look at Brampton’s housing starts, they are above
and beyond Mississauga’s. Over the last decade, Bramp-
ton had 30,531 starts when compared to Mississauga’s
24,124. There’s something that’s right that’s happening in
the city of Brampton. We need to continue supporting our
two fastest-growing municipalities across the province of
Ontario.

Because as you know, we have many more immigrants
coming to our thriving city, to our thriving province. The
federal leader has announced 500,000 new immigrants
will be coming. We know a lot of them will be settling in
the city of Brampton, in the city of Mississauga—two
beautiful cities but with two distinct identities. That’s what
we are celebrating here today.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Ms. Catherine Fife: The member has talked about
trust, and trust comes with consultation. This is a quote
from Caledon mayor Annette Groves. She acknowledged
that when the dissolution was announced, it was not a
move she wanted, and the town would need to be made
whole as it expects to have lots of greenfield development
in the coming years. This government has removed the
development charges through Bill 23. This actually further
disenfranchises the city of Caledon because they will not
have the infrastructure dollars to actually build the housing
that the government is talking about.

The mayor of Brampton has actually said that this move
will cost billions of dollars. In fact, he has actually
threatened to take the city of Mississauga to court to be
compensated for the investment in that infrastructure. If [
was a Brampton member, [ would be very concerned about
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hiking up those property taxes, about going to court and
about essentially turning your back on the city of Brampton.

Interjection.

Ms. Catherine Fife: What does the member have to
say about that? Because this guy has got a lot to say all the
time.

Ms. Natalia Kusendova-Bashta: I’d like to remind the
member that the current mayor of Brampton actually used
to be the leader of our party. I think it’s very clear that our
party did not turn our backs on the people of Brampton,
which was very evident in the last election. We took all of
the NDP seats. For the first time, we are giving Brampton
a second hospital, a 24-hour emergency department. We
are building a medical school in Brampton. We’re building
transit. We’re building infrastructure. The people of
Brampton really saw the leadership of our Premier, our
party and our then-candidates and have turned them into
MPPs. In fact, we have a unique situation where the region
of Peel has elected all PC members of this party.

We are trusting not only the voters of Brampton but also
our municipal leaders. We’re looking forward to the
dissolution on January 1, 2025.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): The
member from London North Centre has a point of order.

Mr. Terence Kernaghan: Today, I would like to
express condolences to the Mastronardi family on the
passing of my father-in-law, Genuino Domenico Mastro-
nardi, also known as Jim. Jim was born in Villa Canali in
the Abruzzo region of Italy. He came to Leamington in
1951, via the Halifax pier, like many other Italian immi-
grants who were hoping to build a new life in Canada. Jim
will be missed by his children Nancy, Debbie and my
partner, Jim Mastronardi. Sending love and condolences.
Rest in peace.

Applause.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate?

1820

Ms. Jessica Bell: It’s a pleasure to rise today and speak
to Bill 112, An Act to provide for the dissolution of The
Regional Municipality of Peel. This bill was introduced
very recently, and it looks like this bill is going to move
through the Legislature extraordinarily quickly, with an
inadequate amount of consultation—and that’s me being
polite. It’s a very sudden decision that affects millions of
people.

It’s hard to guess at the Conservatives’ true motivations
here. Is it a legacy for Hazel McCallion? Will it mean that
the government can pass those MZOs without local gov-
ernment approval or support? It’s hard to say.

It’s also interesting that we’re debating this bill at a time
when inflation is at record highs, when we have an afford-
able housing crisis, when people are being evicted from
their homes, when hospitals cannot meet the need. When
I go canvassing, people can’t even find a family doctor.
It’s surprising that this is what we spend our time debating,
when it seems like very few people are asking for this.

This is what we’d like to see: We would like to see a
transition board that properly reflects the people who are

going to be directly impacted by this decision, and that
includes the workers who are employed at the regional
level, who are very worried about what this means for their
livelihood, their jobs and the work that they do for the
region.

We want to see this bill goes to committee, so elected
officials, residents from Brampton and Mississauga and
Caledon, can come and speak about what this bill means
to them. We can hear from municipalities and experts who
can talk about the tax ramifications of this bill, as well as
the impact on service quality of this bill, because right
now, we really don’t know; I would say that neither do
you. Yet we’re passing this bill at record speed, and now
we hear that it’s not even going to go to committee—a
classic run-fast-and-break-things Conservative approach.

So let’s talk about what’s in the bill. This act would
dissolve the regional municipality of Peel and create
single-tier municipalities for the city of Mississauga, the
city of Brampton and the town of Caledon. What concerns
us is what’s actually missing in the bill. There is nothing
to ensure that the transition board that is going to be
created fairly represents the interests of the people of
Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon. And it’s shocking to
me when [ look at the bill that there can be a maximum of
five people on this transition board. That is one mighty
small transition board. The minister can decide who is on
this board.

The word “consult” is missing from the bill. The act of
consultation is now missing from the process, and there is
nothing requiring the Conservatives to create a transition
board that would allow for workers or businesses or the
mayors of the region and city planners of the region to sit
on this transition board, to ensure that it goes smoothly and
that the breakup is amicable, that service quality is not
impacted and that taxes don’t go up. This government
already has a record of giving big development fee dis-
counts to developers who are building housing that is not
affordable, and as a consequence, people all across the
GTHA are opening their emails with their property tax bill
or getting their bill in the mail, and they’re seeing big
property tax hikes of 2% to 7%. That’s a Conservative tax
hike. That’s a Doug Ford tax hike, because you’re running
fast and breaking things, and you’re not thinking about the
consequences.

There is no requirement for the Conservatives to
publish the findings of this transition board with respect to
the costs, benefits and risks of various options. Using an
evidence-based decision-making approach with consulta-
tion included doesn’t seem like that’s something this gov-
ernment is looking at doing, even though this bill will
impact well over a million people. It’s very surprising.

There is no requirement that the Conservatives obtain
the approval of local councils for its dissolution plan, or
even to consider their viewpoints. Wow. There’s no
provision to compensate any municipality for the loss of
access to any regional asset it helped pay for. As I recall, |
watched the press conference with Mayor Crombie and
Mayor Brown; maybe some of you did too. It was really
surprising to hear Mayor Brown talk about the services
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that they had just recently invested in that were in the
Mississauga boundaries, and they were worried: “What
does it mean for them? Do we have to go out and put
another tax hike on residents again so that we build them
again? Because we’ve just built them, but now we could
potentially lose them.” There was real anger in that press
conference—anger and surprise. I don’t actually think
that’s how you should treat municipalities. It’s a concern.

What also concerns us is what, in particular, is going to
happen to Caledon. We look at Mississauga. It’s a big city;
it’s a population of 718,000. We look at Brampton—
650,000. You know, perhaps they do have the capacity to
exist as a single-tier municipality. I mean, Mississauga has
been asking for it. But what do you do in a situation like
Caledon, which has a population of 76,000? What will that
mean for their property tax base if they have to turn around
and say, “Okay, now we have to provide our own para-
medic services, our own road services, our own garbage
collection services, our own affordable housing services.
What does this mean for us, given that our tax base is a lot
smaller than some of these other regions?”” My hope is that
cabinet gave that a thought before they moved forward
with this bill and my request is that there is proper
consultation, real listening, that happens so you could do
your due diligence and get your facts before you decide on
the plan to proceed. Because it could have some pretty
significant ramifications.

It is not clear, also, whether these three existing muni-
cipalities will retain their current boundaries. Or are you
looking at redrawing their boundaries for them? Have you
talked to them about that? I wonder. That is very con-
cerning. And some regional reconstruction proposals that
we’re hearing about—it could look like, maybe, that
Caledon’s rural areas will be added onto Orangeville or
Dufferin county, and Bill 112 doesn’t rule out these annex-
ations. The reason why I bring this up is because there’s
just a lot of confusion, there’s a lot of uncertainty. What
does this mean? What does this mean for regions? What
does this mean for people? They’re concerned and they’re
worried and they’re wondering why this is the govern-
ment’s focus, given all the other crises that we have right
now with housing, with inflation, with child care. So many
other crises, yet we focus on this.

It’s also important to note that this dissolution was not
sought by Brampton or Caledon. They didn’t ask for it and
this is a request they’re already making: How will this
government ensure that a dissolution will benefit all three
local municipalities and not just Mississauga, the one that
pushed for it? What’s the plan to ensure everybody plays
fair and everyone comes out okay? I don’t see it in this
bill.

Specifically, I want to look at what Brampton mayor
Patrick Brown said in more detail. He said that this dis-
solution will require Brampton to replace whatever
regional assets may be transferred to Mississauga, includ-
ing the Peel region headquarters or regional water and
waste water facilities, which are currently located in Miss-
issauga. So what does that mean? These are genuine
questions. They’re also wondering whether it will require

Brampton to replace any regional assets or deliver all the
services currently delivered by the region as a whole. For
example, Peel police could continue under a joint board
and Peel’s waste water services could be delivered by an
independent utility with the municipalities as share-
holders, each retaining their existing equity. All these
people are musing around what this could mean, how are
things going to work out, who’s going to pay who, because
they don’t know. None of this has been worked out or
discussed. People are worried and scared, so it’s a bit of a
surprise to see this bill.

I want to talk a little bit about stakeholder responses to
the bill and what people are saying after they’ve seen it.
We’ve been hearing a lot. One is a statement from CUPE
president Fred Hahn. He said, “Your government has
embarked on a large and transformative project with Bill
112, the Hazel McCallion Act (Peel Dissolution), 2023.”
CUPE “is a key actor in the region with several local
unions representing thousands of workers that provide
exceptional services to residents. We are requesting that
CUPE and its locals be included in formal consultation on
this legislation and offer our expertise for this reform.
1830

“CUPE has the in-depth granular knowledge of the
region that would be an asset to the transition board that
will be set up to execute any migration of services to con-
stituent municipalities. Including a CUPE representative
on the transition board would give the government access
to decades of knowledge on municipal reform, not least of
which is how to harmonize workers’ collective agree-
ments”—something to think about—“which straddle
across the three municipalities. An appointment to the
board would channel one of the region’s greatest assets—
its workers—to this complex process.”

For this kind of feedback that we only have a short
period of time to give, this kind of feedback should have
been presented in committee so that you could hear from
the most-impacted residents, stakeholders, local boards of
trade; instead, this government isn’t going to hear that
feedback, and I’ve seen what happens when this govern-
ment moves quickly with bills. I saw it with Bill 23, and
then in future bills, you correct your mistakes and bring
back changes. These are people’s lives.

Next, [ want to quote from the Toronto Star. It was an
op-ed by Patrick Brown. He says:

“This is an exciting time for Brampton. We are a
vibrant and mature community that is the fastest-growing
large city in Ontario. Our population is projected to grow
by 41% by 2051 and we have a plan in place to build the
homes those families will need. With this rapid expansion,
outpacing that of our neighbouring municipalities, the
dissolution of Peel makes sense, but it will have a price
tag—a big one.

“We all know that Mississauga has wanted indepen-
dence from Peel for a long time. Mayor Bonnie Crombie
supports the dissolution of Peel because it will save
Mississauga $1 billion. What she conveniently doesn’t
mention is the fact that dissolution will cost Brampton and
Caledon billions in turn.”
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There are winners and there are losers. One wonders,
given the crises and the difficulties people are facing, why
this government would want to randomly identify winners
and losers given the state that we’re in. Is this really what
this government wants to focus on right now?

This is Patrick Brown again:

“The truth is that the cost of replacing or upgrading
infrastructure, future growth and other financial factors
cannot responsibly be ignored when considering an under-
taking like this. These costs are real—and they are
enormous.

“For example, the two water and waste treatment plants
that service Peel are located in Mississauga. What Mayor
Crombie won’t acknowledge is that Brampton helped to
pay for these essential facilities and the dissolution of Peel
means Brampton will lose them as they have reached
capacity—which also means a service agreement between
the municipalities is not an option.”

These are really complicated decisions, very compli-
cated. These are agreements that don’t need to be severed
at this time, but it looks like you’re proceeding.

“Having to rebuild our water and waste water system
from scratch is going to be both expensive and urgent—
our research estimates at least $4 billion. Ontario is in the
middle of a housing crisis, yet we have been forced to turn
down four housing projects recently because of a lack of
servicing capacity. It is now time to pay for new water and
waste water treatment plants in Brampton and just when
the bill is due, Mississauga wants to leave without paying.

“Brampton has also contributed to four Peel Regional
Police facilities that are located in Mississauga. Policing
costs across the region have been calculated using an
assessment-based formula, meaning that every household
in Peel pays the same amount.

“Mayor Crombie claims that they subsidize our
policing costs, but this is simply incorrect. Data supplied
by Peel Regional Police shows that Mississauga makes
greater use of policing services, including more calls for
service, due to their larger population. Additionally, Miss-
issauga uses Peel police’s specialized marine unit, some-
thing Brampton obviously has no need for.”

The reason why I’'m taking the time to read all of this
out is because you can already see the tension, the conflict
that’s being created by two major municipalities. Why?
Why? What’s the benefit? I genuinely don’t understand.
It’s surprising.

Then there’s Caledon’s mayor, the child in the middle.
Annette Groves said that she did not want to leave the Peel
region and described Caledon as the child of the Peel
divorce, given its small size, despite arguably facing more
financial risks than either Mississauga or Brampton,
because they have a very small tax base. Groves said, “We
are confident that we will be taken care of throughout this
process.” I hope so, because when I read this bill, I don’t
see the guardrails that need to be in place to ensure that the
residents of Caledon are cared for. I see a power grab. I
see some really drastic moves. But I’'m not seeing the
careful thought and the evidence-based decision-making
and a plan for consultation and a plan to be transparent and
accountable. That’s not that I see in this bill. If I was a

Caledon resident, I’d be understandably worried, especial-
ly since I already got a property tax hike because of the
Conservatives’ decision to give developers a big fee
discount, and the cost of all those services is now being
pushed onto residents. I can just see an even bigger pro-
perty tax bill coming because of this meddling in munici-
pal governance.

I also have heard the Conservatives opposite talk a lot
about how this is really about building housing and
speeding up housing supply. There is no question in my
mind that we need to build more housing for Ontarians to
live in, but I am not convinced at all—and I haven’t heard
an argument yet that makes sense that explains how
getting rid of a regional level of government is going to
speed up the construction of homes for Ontarians. I’m not
seeing that argument yet. I certainly don’t see it in the bill.

There’s no question that we need to build more housing.
T urge this government to take a good, hard look at the kind
of housing you’re building and who is buying it. Because
what we’re seeing across Ontario as we build more homes
is the kind of 600-square-foot homes that investors really
like. We’re seeing the big 4,000-square-foot homes on
quarter-acre or acre lots that are relatively cheaper to
build, and they make a lot of profit. But what we’re not
seeing is the homes that people can afford, that Ontarians
can afford, that MPPs can afford. We’re not seeing that.

What we’re also seeing, when we really look at housing
statistics, is we’re seeing that each and every year, it’s not
first-time homebuyers that are getting into the market;
they’re being pushed out. The people that are getting into
the market are the people that already have a home or two
homes or three homes or four homes, and they’re using
equity in the properties that they already own to outbid and
out-compete first-time homebuyers, who are feeling bitter,
angry, resentful, frustrated. They feel like their dreams of
home ownership have gone up in smoke.

[ don’t see anything in this bill—I haven’t actually seen
anything serious by this government over the last five
years to address the issue of who is buying homes and how
we’re going to make sure that it’s first-time homebuyers
that get those homes at an affordable price. 'm not seeing
that at all. Because if we want to talk about costs, the cost
of buying of home, we need to tackle that issue. It’s
building and addressing speculation, protecting renters,
and building affordable homes and supportive homes. It’s
not just about supply. It’s just one leg in the chair, and the
chair is not going to hold up unless you deal with those
other legs as well. And I’m not seeing this government do
it.  really don’t.

We’re going to be here for a while tonight. Maybe in
some of the questions, some of the MPPs opposite can
explain clearly how it is that getting rid of a regional tier
of government is actually going to build homes for
Ontarians that people can afford. I’'m all for it. I'd love to
see a well-reasoned, logical argument that isn’t just sound
bites but has some evidence and some teeth to it.

My closing remarks are this: This is a significant
change in how governance happens in Ontario. At a mini-
mum, that transition board needs to be accountable and
representative. All three municipalities and the workers
need to have a say, and they need to be part of that board.



4532

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

29 MAY 2023

And this bill needs to go to committee. We need to hear
from residents. We need to hear from stakeholders. We
need to get this right. It’s not just about speed; it’s about
creating legislation that works for everyone: Mississauga
and Brampton and Caledon.

1840

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Ms. Andrea Khanjin: My question to the member
opposite. We have many municipalities around Ontario.
Of course, some of the ones we’re talking about here are
significantly growing. We have very ambitious goals, as
we all grow, in Simcoe county. We know we need to build
more homes and certainly the municipalities have to work
a little bit closer together.

Something I brought up earlier is just the amount of
things you hear from a lot of folks who want to contribute,
who want to help in the region, but they have to go through
all this red tape and permitting to go from one municipality
to the other. They just wish, “I would just want a one-stop
shop.” That’s something we’ve heard, obviously, through
former mayor McCallion. She saw at the time the merit in
this particular bill: (a) It’s something that they’ve been
asking for in the region, but (b) it’s also going to help with
the growth issues there and help them really simplify
things for people, and for people interacting at the regional
level, help them to do business a little easier.

So I just want to ask her, why are we preventing people
from doing business a little bit easier?

Ms. Jessica Bell: Thank you to the member for Barrie—
Innisfil. When we’re thinking about making things a little
bit easier, I have heard feedback from stakeholders about
the flaws and the issues with the provincial government’s
one-stop shop when it comes to getting housing and
infrastructure approved. My request is that the provincial
government look closely at that one-stop shop to make
sure that it is fast and efficient as well.

When I hear experts like AMO come in and speak about
the impact of this government’s bills on housing and
housing starts, the message they send to us loud and clear
is that Bill 23 in particular is looking at leading to up to a
$5-billion reduction in the amount of money that’s
available for infrastructure, and that infrastructure is
necessary to get housing built and serviced. We are
already seeing housing starts in some regions being can-
celled or delayed because there is no money for infra-
structure.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Ms. Catherine Fife: Thanks to the member from
University—Rosedale. As always, she lays out a fairly
strong argument, but really with a lot of empathy for the
people of Brampton, Mississauga and Caledon.

She quite rightly pointed out there is no requirement for
the Ford government to publish the findings of the board
with respect to the costs, benefits and risks of various
restructuring options prior to making a decision. This lack
of transparency is, I would say, discombobulating.

We’ve gone through it in Waterloo region. There is a
report somewhere in one of these backrooms about us
potentially also being dissolved as a region. This destabil-
izes democracy, and preventing those local municipalities
from either participating or negotiating this dissolution
demonstrates such a disdain for our democracy in this
province.

I wanted the member to talk about, what’s the ripple-
out effect when a government is so reckless with their
legislation?

Ms. Jessica Bell: Thank you to the member for Water-
loo for your question. In Toronto, we have seen the direct
impact of the Conservatives’ decision to meddle in demo-
cracy. Shortly after the Conservatives were elected, they
turned around and eliminated the number of wards that
Toronto has, drastically, in the middle of an election. It
was disconcerting. It was upsetting. It impacted that
election, and people haven’t forgotten.

That also happened in London, where there was a
decision to change how votes were going to be counted—
they were moving towards a ranked ballot system—as
well as change Kingston’s election process as well. They
were also looking at moving forward with ranked ballots.

Municipalities are telling us when they come into
committee that the rapid changes to governance, to
planning, are impacting their ability to do their job and
serve residents and build housing.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Ms. Christine Hogarth: Thank you to the member for
her speech today. You know, I’ve been listening here all
day. Someone was saying, “Oh, the word ‘housing’ is not
in this bill.” But the intent of this bill is to avoid some
duplication. The goal is—as we say, there’s no silver
bullet. We need tools in the tool box to build houses
quicker. We all agree that we need to build more housing,
more affordable housing and more housing of all sizes,
including the missing middle.

We really need the municipalities to get on board and
help get these shovels in the ground. So the proposed
legislation, if passed, would remove duplications in the
application approval processes, empowering our munici-
pal partners to get homes and infrastructure built faster.
Does the member opposite not agree that a shorter, less
complex approval process would allow our province’s
private and non-for-profit sectors to build homes in
Ontario faster?

Ms. Jessica Bell: Thank you to the member for
Etobicoke—Lakeshore for that question. This bill does a
whole lot more than just eliminate duplication of housing
approvals. It’s looking at getting rid of an entire regional
level of governance. So it’s a lot more than that.

And there are many ways for us to build more homes to
meet the needs of Ontarians. In fact, in Bill 97, in clause-
by-clause, I introduced an amendment to end exclusionary
zoning and allow more missing-middle homes as of right,
and the Conservatives voted it down. So there’s a lot of
talk about wanting to increase supply. But this Conserva-
tive government had a clear opportunity to move forward
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with creating more housing supply for Ontarians to live in,
and this government chose to vote it down.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Ms. Natalia Kusendova-Bashta: The member asked,
where is the money for infrastructure? So I would like to
point her to our most recent budget, which clearly lays out
$180 billion of infrastructure investments, $40 billion into
building new hospitals. We’re building transit. We’re
building schools. We’re building highways. We’re build-
ing long-term care. So this is unprecedented infrastructure
investments in our province. And when it comes to the
development charges, it is an actual fact that the city of
Mississauga is sitting on $230 million in reserve. And
guess what? By building more homes, the municipalities
will be able to collect more property taxes, therefore
increasing their revenue. We really need to have this
outside-of-the-box thinking in order to build these homes.

So I want to ask the member opposite, why does her
party keep on voting no to investing in infrastructure in the
province of Ontario?

Ms. Jessica Bell: Thank you to the member opposite. |
do encourage you to look very carefully at what AMO has
been presenting when it comes to infrastructure invest-
ments. They have been very clear about the impact of Bill
23 on the ability for municipalities to provide the infra-
structure that we need to build homes and to service them,
in particular. Sewage, electricity, day cares, parks: That’s
all negatively impacted by the Conservatives’ recent
decisions. By giving developers a big tax cut, it has
restricted the amount of money that’s available for infra-
structure. And in the long term, that will negatively impact
our ability to provide homes for Ontarians, both current
Ontarians that live here and Ontarians that want to call
themselves Ontarians in the future.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Question?

Ms. Jennifer K. French: I am glad that I was here for
your speech and always appreciate learning a few things.
One of the things that is not laid out in the bill and,
certainly, we haven’t heard any discussion from the
government—and, frankly, you didn’t raise it today, but
you might have thoughts—I’m wondering what’s going to
happen when it comes to the school board. We have got
Peel District School Board: different municipalities,
different folks all under that umbrella.

And if we don’t get to have committee—which the
government, in its infinite wisdom, has decided we’re not
going to have—and we don’t get to hear from folks who
can walk us through what that would look like or weigh in
about how this should unfold and should happen, do you
have any thoughts on what this could look like for students
and families?

Ms. Jessica Bell: That’s an excellent question. I see the
Minister of Education is here. Maybe that’s a question that
the minister could ask directly.

What exactly is the plan? How is the breakup of Peel
and Brampton and Mississauga and Caledon to affect
school boards? When I think about the Toronto District

School Board, what I’m seeing very clearly is that there
are cuts coming to staffing positions. We’re looking at
losing over 522 staffing positions. It will directly affect the
quality of schooling that our children have, especially kids
that are really struggling to catch up, kids that are special
needs. They’re finding that they don’t have the vice-prin-
cipals, the reading assistants, the educational assistants
they need to really get ahead, and their parents are under-
standably very worried. And I can imagine that the resi-
dents in Mississauga, Caledon and Brampton are feeling
something similar as well.
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The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate?

Mr. Graham McGregor: I’'m delighted to be here to
talk about a vitally important bill and to speak and voice
my support for Bill 112, the Hazel McCallion Act. I think
the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing described
the objective of this bill as clearly as it could be explained,
Madam Speaker, and that is that this bill looks towards the
future. The purpose is to prepare the city of Mississauga,
the city of Brampton and the town of Caledon for the
decades ahead.

Speaker, by 2041, the combined population of Bramp-
ton, Mississauga and Caledon is expected to exceed two
million. In 2021, the enumerated population of Brampton
was 656,480, which represents a change of 10.6% from the
same number in 2016. If you compare that to the pro-
vincial average of 5.8% over the same time or the national
average of 5.2% at the same time, it’s safe to say that not
only is Brampton a very large municipality but it is very
fast-growing.

By 2051, Mississauga is expected to grow to 995,000
people, with Brampton catching up at nearly 985,000
people. Brampton continues to grow rapidly, along with
the rest of the Peel region. Speaker, Brampton and Miss-
issauga represent two of the top 10 largest cities not just in
Ontario, but all of Canada. And the growing municipality
of Caledon is already among the top 80 largest cities in
Canada.

Caledon, actually, by 2051, is expected to almost
quadruple in size to 300,000 people. I remember when
Brampton was 300,000 people; it was about 20 years ago.
We are a city that really has done the right thing when we
look at the challenges we have faced as a province, as a
society—particularly my generation has faced—around
the lack of housing supply to meet the growing demand of
our community. Brampton is a city that put shovels in the
ground, did the right thing and got houses built.

Now, under 15 years of the Liberal government, we
weren’t rewarded for that. What did we get instead? We
got neglected by government after successive government.
We had Peel Memorial, which was the same hospital that
I was born in, the same hospital many folks of my
generation were born in—it was actually shut down under
the Liberal government, while we were building houses
and experiencing rapid growth. We saw the GTA west
corridor, which was a bypass highway for Brampton—
every other major municipality seems to be able to get a
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bypass highway around their municipality. When
Brampton came forward and wanted their own bypass
highway, we were neglected. We were left in the dark. We
weren’t allowed to have that in Brampton.

We see this even still. When our government put
forward a very clear commitment around Highway 413,
we saw the region and we saw even other municipalities
say Brampton can’t have a highway. If you go around
downtown Toronto, you will see lots of “Stop the 413”
lawn signs. Well, Madam Speaker, during my campaign
in Brampton North, there were about 2,000 PC Party
“Graham McGregor” signs, and I think the voter results
actually speak for themselves. If we talk about trust of the
residents, the residents trusted this government, this party,
to get it done. What does getting it done look like? It
means not only are we getting it done for today, but we’re
getting it done for decades and decades into the future.

The region of Peel—the cities of Brampton and
Mississauga and the town of Caledon—represent a
significant portion of Ontario’s economic engine
powering this country, and our government clearly takes
the future of these three municipalities seriously. The
residents of these municipalities deserve to be taken care
of. That’s exactly what our government is doing.

Home to some of the most amazing people you will
meet anywhere, our region, our part of the world, our little
corner of the country is represented by a number of
different religions, cultures, ethnicities—you name it. I’ve
heard members in this House and elsewhere say Ontario
represents the world in one province, but I think we can all
agree that Peel region represents that on its own.

I couldn’t be more proud to represent a riding in the
region. Brampton North is a place that some of the most
hard-working people in this country, thankfully, chose to
call home and make the community into one of the greatest
places to live. However, we are growing, and I’ve stood in
this House before and I've stressed the need and the
importance of combatting Ontario’s housing crisis. This is
a PC government that recognizes that severity, and that
recognition starts by acknowledging where we live.

The province of Ontario is the greatest place in the
world. It’s no secret that people want to live here. People
want to come to Ontario. They want to become part of
here. They want to become Canadians. Dare 1 say, they
want to become residents of Brampton.

We’re creating jobs all over the place, and we need
people to come here and fill them. We need more people
to come to Ontario, bring their skills, bring their talent,
bring their hard work, their ideas, but also bring their
cultures, their languages, their music, their food, their
clothing. One of the beautiful things about Canada:
There’s no conflict between being proud of where you
came from and being proud of where you are. Myself, I'm
a proud child of Scottish and northern Irish immigrants,
but I’'m also a very proud Canadian and a very proud
Brampton boy, as noted by my Instagram handle,
bramptongraham. Follow me on Instagram.

In Ontario, we’ve got a labour shortage of about
400,000 people, give or take, and our government—we’re

hard at work to find ways to get more people into the
skilled trades to combat that shortage, and find ways to get
newcomers from around the world to bring their families
with them to benefit our province and begin to call it home.
We in the PC Party, on the government side, want more
people to come to Ontario, not less people to come to
Ontario.

With our province in this historic predicament of the
labour shortage, the housing shortage, the issues that we’re
facing, our government is taking bold action and we’re
breaking from the status quo all across the board. We
know this is the only way to prepare Ontario for the future.
When you break from the status quo in the way that we
have, when you innovate, when you refuse to do things the
way that they have always been done, you’re going to get
some anxiety, you’re going to get some naysayers, you’re
going to get people who have an issue with it. But we
know that if we listen to the doubters, if we listen to the
naysayers, Ontario will continue to be in the mess that we
were when this government—when the PCs inherited the
mess that the Liberals left after 15 years. If we keep doing
things the exact same way, we’re going to continue to get
the same results.

We know that the work needs to be done today to
prepare for the future, and these municipalities need to
prepare to house and accommodate newcomers. It’s as
simple as that. I’'ve always been a firm believer that when
somebody new comes to our home, we want to make sure
that they feel welcome. To be honest, just seeing how
many successful people there are in Brampton North and
all the ridings across Peel, it’s a very heartwarming thing
to see what people have been able to accomplish to push
our province forward.

How would we feel if we welcomed everybody into
Ontario—the 500,000 new Canadians that we’re projected
to have in 2025, 60% of them coming to Ontario. How
would we feel if we welcomed them to Ontario but we
didn’t build homes for them to live in—homes that they
could start a family in, in a community that they want to
live in and help grow? We need highways for people to
drive on. We need to build hospitals and long-term-care
beds for people to go to when they get sick. These are all
important parts of welcoming people to the Canadian
family, to the Ontario family, and these are things that we
cannot neglect as legislators in this House.

It’s ironic when you hear from some members of this
House again trying to say what’s right for Brampton,
what’s wrong for Brampton. I certainly intend to support
this legislation. I’ve got a good feeling about the other four
Brampton members; [’ve got an even better feeling about
the 12 Peel caucus members, Peel MPPs, as well.

We’ve heard it before from other members of other
parties, where our government brings legislation forward
to build things like the second hospital, the Peel Memorial
hospital, which was closed down under a Liberal govern-
ment in 2007. We’re bringing that back. We have mem-
bers that aren’t from Brampton voting against Brampton,
voting against Brampton’s interests and telling us we don’t
deserve that new hospital.
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We bring in Highway 413 finally, the GTA west
corridor highway—finally, a bypass highway around
Brampton, not only saving commuters tons of time, not
only bringing in half a trillion in investment, not only
creating thousands of construction jobs, but also being
vitally important to the commercial trucking network. If
you haven’t been to Brampton lately, we’ve got a whole
ton of truck drivers. Come on down to Brampton North;
we can meet them. But what do members that are not from
Brampton do? They’ll stand in this House and they’ll vote
against Brampton’s interests. I think you can see where
I’'m going with this, Speaker. When you come from a
city—and this might be hard for other members to
understand—that’s been continually neglected, you can
understand that the city might want a little bit more control
over their own terrain, a little bit more control, a little bit
more say, so that they can put things forward that are in
their own interests.

1900

We know that, in Ontario, we need to build, we need to
get things done for the residents we serve and the residents
whom we will serve when the new ones come in who are
going to choose our province as home. For our economy,
we need people to move here, but if we invite them to
come to our home, to our province, if we sell them the
Canadian dream but we don’t provide them a place to live,
then who will we be as legislators? How could you hold
your head high as a member of this House?

Brampton North, my riding, was once a place that
people would move to in search of an affordable home
outside of Toronto, but now people of all ages are getting
priced out of Brampton. I spoke earlier about some of the
members—and I see them here today—who voted against
the second hospital, Peel Memorial Hospital, for Bramp-
ton, the same hospital that members of my generation were
born in, and now similar members vote against the rights
of those same members of my generation who still want to
live in Brampton but they’re just simply priced out.
They’ll never be able to afford a home if we continue to
go with the status quo—the party of no, the party of the
status quo.

Now, we know, and the residents of Brampton know,
that this PC government has their backs. Whether it’s
building a hospital, long-term care, highways, houses,
only this party will get it done.

Last year, the federal government announced that
Canada broke its record with over 430,000 permanent
residents welcomed to the country in 2022, and by 2025
they hope to see the number go to half a million, and so do
I; so do members of the PC Party. We know we need to
grow—not only grow economically but grow culturally as
well. Diversity makes Ontario better, but at the same time
as we’re fighting, we have a lot of issues that we need to
make sure we’re looking after.

Now, immigration will help with the labour shortage,
but we need to make sure that we’re building homes for
people to live in when they get here, homes that will meet
their needs. We need to make sure that people are able to
drive on roads or take transit to take their kids to school.

We need to make sure they’re able to take their parents to
the doctor. We’ve got to make sure they’re able to get to
work. We need to have jobs for them to work in, Speaker,
and we need to build opportunity and jobs for people to
work at when they get here.

A recent study conducted by the Ontario Real Estate
Association found that two thirds of Ontarians polled are
spending well over one third of their budget on housing.
On average, it takes millennials 20 years to save for a
down payment. In Mississauga, development charges add
approximately $127,000 to the cost of a home. Across the
GTA, before a single shovel hits the ground, the average
homebuyer is already facing an average of $116,900 in
municipal development charges and fees.

Speaker, to put that in context—because we speak
about numbers like this regularly in the House—I want to
explain a little bit about what that would mean for a family,
a prospective homebuyer: $116,900 over the life of the
mortgage could be up to $800 per month. That’s $800 per
month. Now, to members of this House—MPPs are pretty
well paid—maybe $800 doesn’t sound like a lot of money,
but I’ve got to tell you, Speaker, for people who are just
starting out, people of my generation, people in my
community, of which Brampton is one of the largest cities
in terms of front-line workers, $800 is a heck of a lot of
money.

This kind of cost is a barrier to people attaining the
dream of home ownership. They’re barriers that we’re
working hard to remove, and this bill is going to introduce
effective measures that will prepare the municipalities of
Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon for upcoming
generations.

Housing is a huge part, a massive part of preparing
ourselves for the years and the decades ahead, which is
why our government has taken unprecedented action in
getting shovels in the ground faster. In 2022, Ontario saw
the second-highest number of housing starts since 1988,
with just over 96,000 new homes. We also broke ground
on nearly 15,000 new purpose-built rentals, which is the
highest number ever on record, as we’re aiming to meet
our goal of 1.5 million by 2031.

When talking about the progress in this year, housing
starts across Ontario are up 16% between January and
April from where they were the year before. Rental
housing—over 7,000 rental starts; that’s double what that
number was from January to April.

These may not be priorities for every member of the
House, and I understand that. You’ve got to face your own
voters when you go to see them during the election. We all
made our own commitments; we all spoke to voters in our
own communities. But I’ve got to tell you, these kinds of
issues, for my voters in Brampton North, are a massive
priority. When we talk about getting shovels in the ground,
getting houses built—that is a massive priority. When we
talk about having effective health care and new hospitals
and new long-term-care homes and a new medical school
coming to Brampton—that is a massive priority. When we
talk about getting access to better jobs, bigger paycheques,
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being able to take more of that paycheque home at the end
of two weeks—that’s a massive priority.

What this bill will do, if passed, is make sure that
Brampton is in control of its own destiny and in control of
its own priorities. I hear members of the House talking
about the rush, the rush, the rush. I think the plan that
we’re putting forward in this bill—and one of the reasons
I’'m so keen to support it is because it’s actually a very
reasoned and thought-out plan to announce our intention,
where we’re going, but to lay the steps out on how we
make the decisions to get there. We’ll hear during debate
and we’ve heard already that there are a lot of questions to
answer when you split up two large municipalities like
Brampton and Mississauga. Quite frankly, this bill doesn’t
include the answers—because we know that we still need
to get there with the panel, working with the
municipalities. But by having good partnerships with the
mayors of Brampton, Mississauga, Caledon, with the re-
gional government, with our regional partners, our gov-
ernment is very confident we’ll be in a good place in
January 2025, when we’ll be able to present the full plan.
Frankly, as a Brampton resident, as a Brampton represent-
ative, I’m very confident in delivering a better outcome
not only for my residents in the now but for my residents
in the future.

I’ll be clear: The only way forward for Ontario is for us
to plan for the expected and inevitable growth. Liberal
neglect for over a decade somehow overlooked this
important step in planning. That’s no surprise. Frankly,
they’ve proven recently that they are no longer able to plan
for an election, let alone for this province’s future.

Municipalities have to start getting ready now by
addressing the barriers in their way. We have unnecessary
delays leading to a rise in the cost of building the infra-
structure and the homes that we need. We heard from
planners and architects that every month of delays on a
new home being built can add up to $3,300 per month in
terms of cost. You take that over a year—that’s almost
$40,000 on the cost of a project. You take that over five
years—that’s almost $200,000 on the cost of a project in
delays alone, never mind the cost of materials, the cost of
taxes, the cost of development charges, the cost of labour,
the cost of the land. Through delays and through inaction,
we actually add to the price of a home. So when we take
action to reduce those barriers, to reduce the delays in
terms of housing construction, it actually works to make
housing cheaper.

I’ve been elected for a little under a year.

Interjections.

Mr. Graham McGregor: Thank you. I thank my col-
leagues, but I really thank my residents for the trust they
put in me. What I told them, what the member for Bramp-
ton South or the member for Brampton East, the members
for Brampton Centre and Brampton West—what we told
Brampton residents is that we would have their backs and
we would put them first. We’re doing that through the Peel
Memorial Hospital. We’re doing that through the Bramp-
ton medical school—the first time in over a century. We’re
doing it through Highway 413. And now we’re doing it by

putting Brampton residents in control of Brampton’s des-
tiny. I think that’s something that, while it is a break from
the status quo, while it is bold, while it is innovative, gives
us a lot of reasons to be confident. Working together, we’re
going to make sure that Brampton has a bright future.

Thank you for your time.

1910

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Ms. Sarah Jama: The dissolution of the region of Peel
would require the replacement of certain regional assets
such as water and waste water facilities located in parts of
the region.

We know that this government has been unable to
support certain Indigenous communities in this province
with access to clean water that’s usable and safe.

So how can this government, with no real consultation
or involvement from local communities regarding this bill,
be trusted to implement such drastic changes on such short
timelines while making sure people have what they need?
Where is the respect for the current infrastructure that
exists?

Mr. Graham McGregor: While I thank my colleague
for the question, I have to disagree a little bit with the
premise, because I think the timelines that have been set
out are eminently reasonable.

We’ve announced our intention, with this bill, that we
will have the independent cities of Mississauga and
Brampton and the town of Caledon—by January 2025,
we’ll have our road map to get there, through the work of
the independent panel, working with the mayor of Cale-
don, the mayor of Mississauga, the mayor of Brampton
and the chair at the region of Peel. That will give plenty of
time for the 2026 fall election—for prospective candidates
to put their plans forward on how they want to govern and
how they want to proceed.

We could delay forever. I think we’ve struck a great
balance in terms of being reasonable and taking our time
and doing it right.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Lorne Coe: Thank you to the member from
Brampton North for his presentation.

Speaker, over the coming years, we’re going to be
working with our municipal partners in the region of Peel
to give them the tools and the autonomy, as the member of
Brampton North spoke about, to operate efficiently and
deliver on our shared priorities, like building houses. At
the same time—and this is an important distinction—in
the legislation, if passed, any changes will support
residences by ensuring that local services are maintained
in a cost-effective way.

I’d like the member from Brampton North to talk about
the role of the transition board in effecting my last point.

Mr. Graham McGregor: That’s a great question from
the member from the member for Whitby, and that’s
exactly what I was alluding to in the previous answer.

We’ve announced our intention, so we know where
we’re going. But we also know that we don’t have all the
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answers today, but we will have all the answers as we get
there in January 2025. That’s when our intention is to
present a finalized plan on the exact nuts and bolts of how
things are going to go, and that will give more than a year
and a half before any municipal political leadership runs
for the election.

Now I want to take the time to give a bit of a shout-out
to the city of Brampton. There was a time when Brampton,
municipally, was in a gridlock. That’s not the case any-
more. I’'m happy to share more of that in the following
questions.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Guy Bourgouin: Ma question est pour le député
de Brampton North.

I was listening to you speaking, and you talked about
how important it’s going to be for this board—but there’s
no mention of consultations in this bill. You also men-
tioned building houses; there’s no mention of building
homes in this bill. Both of these points I brought up are not
my questions.

My question would be, if this bill is so good and pro-
tects the people of Mississauga, Brampton and—what’s
the word?

Mr. Graham McGregor: Caledon.

Mr. Guy Bourgouin: Caledon; sorry—why do we put
a clause that reads, “No person is entitled to compensation
as a result of the enactment of this act”? Why would you
do that? If a person is harmed, there’s a process for that.
It’s called legal process. Why would you prevent them
from doing that?

Mr. Graham McGregor: I thank my colleague.

Frankly, any time we can educate on how to pronounce
“Caledon” is a good day in the Legislature. As a boy from
Brampton—they’re just our neighbours to the north. It
used to take less time to drive there, because traffic has
gotten out of control, but that’s a whole other story.

Maybe this quote could help shed a bit of light on some
of my colleagues’ concerns and hopefully allow them to
support the bill. I’ll quote local mayor Patrick Brown, who
said, “As the region of Peel dissolves, we will work con-
structively to ensure Brampton taxpayers are treated fairly.
I want to thank Premier Ford for assuring the residents of
Brampton they will not be shortchanged during this pro-
cess. We expect to work closely with the transition board
to achieve a result that respects the taxpayers of Brampton,
allows our city to continue its significant growth, and
treats all municipalities within Peel region equitably.”

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Sam Oosterhoff: My thanks to the member from
Brampton North for his participation in debate this after-
noon.

Speaker, when I look back over the history of gov-
ernance reforms, especially in the municipal sector over
the past 50, 60 years, we see that PC governments have
taken the lead. In 1970, we saw that the PC government of
the day made changes to bring about the regional munici-

pality of Niagara and made changes in the regional gov-
ernance structure. We saw, in the late 1990s, the govern-
ment of Mike Harris taking action to modernize so many
cities, including the city of Toronto, the city of Hamilton
and others. And now, today, under the leadership of Premier
Ford, we see efforts to be responsive to the needs of local
constituents in the modernization of the Peel region.

I’'m wondering, why is it that the Liberals and the NDP
refuse to take action that would bring about meaningful
progress when it comes to municipal reform to provide
better services for the people of our communities?

Mr. Graham McGregor: [ want to thank my colleague
from Niagara West for the question. He’s absolutely right;
if we’re not changing, if we’re not adapting, if we’re not
modernizing, we’re going to be left in the dust. I'll give a
local example, right in Brampton.

There used to be the—I think it was the shire of
Bramalea and the town of Brampton. Depending on which
Legion you go to, that can still be a contentious topic.
Around that time, there were still the same kind of
arguments of people resisting change. They were afraid.
And that’s reasonable. I think part of political leadership
is to reassure people and reassure the residents that
political leadership has their backs.

I represent a riding with parts of Bramalea, old Bram-
alea, parts of Brampton. Things seem to work pretty good.

I think modernizing is good. The PC government is a
modern party.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Ms. Jessica Bell: My question concerns some of the
issues that the mayor of Brampton raised in the press
conference and in the media.

How is the government going to deal with some very
real issues that have been raised, like the fact that the
police headquarters for Peel is in Mississauga, or that the
water treatment plant that Peel uses happens to be in Miss-
issauga? What will that mean? Does that mean there will
have to be new police headquarters built? What is the plan
to make sure the services are redistributed fairly and tax-
payers don’t have to pay a whole lot of extra tax because
there’s now duplication on the local level?

Mr. Graham McGregor: [ want to thank my colleague
for that question—particularly about community safety in
Brampton, because this is something near and dear to my
heart, near and dear to many of the members.

I was actually at a community safety town hall with
some of our local councillors, Peel police, bylaw, para-
medics a few nights ago, last week. We talked about how
sometimes coming from Hurontario and Derry, it can take
30 minutes for them to get to a call in Heart Lake or a call
in Springdale. Part of Peel police’s plans is to put a new
police station in the northwest centre of Brampton, which
will dramatically reduce those times.

To get to the meat of my colleague’s question about
how we handle that transition—I think that’s exactly why
we’re taking the approach we are taking. The transition
board will help to implement the province’s clear
expectation that affected municipalities work together
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fairly, in a spirit of partnership, to ensure value for money
and efficient, high-quality services for taxpayers. Where
there are shared assets and services, the dissolution pro-
cess would help ensure an equitable outcome for all
residents, preserving their access to municipal services.
We’re going to continue to work with our partners and
with the panel to make sure all the residents are looked
after.

Brampton, we’ve got your back.

1920

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate?

Ms. Catherine Fife: I've been listening to the debate
throughout the afternoon on Bill 112, which is dissolving
the region of Peel, and I feel like this debate tonight should
have a theme. I’m thinking of a Monty Python movie, and
I’m thinking of one particular quote: “The beatings will
continue until morale improves.” Because this is another
example of a piece of legislation which sends out the
signal that this is about housing and about addressing some
really key issues in the province of Ontario, and yet it does
not do that.

Certainly, this divorce, or this untangling, of Peel
region is going to be messy.

We’ve also learned that this is now time-allocated.
We’ll be here till midnight tonight to rush this piece of
legislation through. This piece of legislation is not going
to go to committee, once again bypassing a long-standing
parliamentary tradition of actually having consultation.
Consultation was not part of this legislation at all, and I
think that the citizens of Mississauga, Brampton and
Caledon will have some very legitimate questions about
what is the motivation for this legislation.

The Premier and the minister talked about Hazel
McCallion, who passed away, and how this was a long-
standing promise to Hazel.

We know that the mayor of Mississauga has been very
vocal about her desire to see the city of Mississauga be
independent—and her potential run for leader of the
Liberal Party, which is also very interesting. I think—and
many people do think this—that this was meant to placate
her and say, “Okay, listen, you have your city. Don’t run
for the Liberals.” We’ll see what happens with that. It’s
the Liberals; anything goes over there.

The housing question is really the most top-of-mind,
because this province is facing a housing crisis. To date,
everything that this government has done on housing or
under the pretense of housing has not been effective.
Carving up the greenbelt is not an effective way to address
the housing crisis. Housing starts are actually going down
in Ontario, based on budget 2023 and their own stats.
Property taxes are skyrocketing because of Bill 23, be-
cause developers have got this gift from the government.
They’re costing taxpayers even more expenses with the
extension of urban sprawl.

The member from University—Rosedale and myself are
hosting a town hall on Wednesday evening because the
concern across this province in the way that this govern-
ment is pretending to handle the housing crisis is really

worrisome for the farmers across this province, for com-
munities, for local municipalities. Those local municipal-
ities, through AMO, have been very vocal about how this
government throws out legislation across the province and
how this further destabilizes those municipalities. Right
now, planners in the province are just waiting for the next
shoe to fall, the next brick to drop, and this is very
concerning.

I do want to say, the feedback—because feedback is
important. I know the government doesn’t always care
about the feedback, but we do, as the official opposition.

This is one article from just last week: “Breaking Up Is
Hard to Do: What’s Next for Brampton, Mississauga and
Caledon in Peel Split?” They’re saying that it’s going to
be messy.

The press conference that my colleague also refer-
enced—I watched it as well. There’s some genuine con-
cern. The mayor of Brampton has articulated some very
tangible concerns that this piece of legislation will
negatively impact the people of Brampton.

We do think that the people of Brampton should have a
voice in this entire process, but they’ve been sidelined by
this Premier, by this minister and by their own members.

This article went on to say, “What happens when a
nearly 50-year-old region with 1.5 million residents, thou-
sands of employees and billions worth of infrastructure
splits up?” It’s going to be messy.

“Caledon Mayor Annette Groves acknowledged when
the dissolution was announced it was not a move she
wanted and the town would ‘need to be made whole.””

We have heard this before. We have heard, after Bill
23—where municipalities said, “We want to reach these
housing targets. We have the wherewithal within our own
municipalities to help facilitate this right now around the
maintenance of the current infrastructure, but we do not
have the funding to ensure that future housing has that
needed infrastructure. We will need to raise taxes.” And
this has happened in Ontario—in Waterloo region, I
believe it’s an 8.7% increase in taxes.

“Mississauga Mayor Bonnie Crombie and Brampton
Mayor Patrick Brown have been engaged in a war of
words over the division of shared regional assets.”

These shared assets—people have invested money and
time and energy, and divorces can be messy. They don’t
have to be. But do you know what you have to do? You
have to bring the people to the table to actually have the
conversation about how you distribute these assets and
how you financially compensate them for those assets.

Mayor “Brown has voiced concerns that Mississauga
will take advantage of Brampton taxpayers in the split and
has suggested billions of investments are required to make
the city ‘whole.””

So you have two municipalities here; one is happy, one
is not—and then one is caught in the middle, with
Caledon.

The two shared assets which are worth mentioning
here, in this very limited debate on Bill 112—a wastewater
treatment plant and the Peel Regional Police services are
of particular concern to Brampton, according to the mayor,
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going so far as saying that he would like to take legal
action. I’'m sure that this government may have something
to say about that.

I was talking to a police officer, a sergeant in the Peel
Regional Police force, and he said the criminals are having
a heyday: “Yes, we like chaos”—and they do.

When this dissolution happens, there will be gaps,
because this government doesn’t do anything in a smooth
transition, in an open, transparent manner.

So these are legitimate concerns that have been
articulated by those municipalities. And trust matters in
this process, so not having a full understanding of the
motivation—because the motivation clearly is not
housing. Housing is not even mentioned in the bill. So
what is driving this? Is it a personal legacy project for this
Premier? Is it the chess game that he’s playing with the
mayor of Mississauga? Regardless, in the end, because it’s
so poorly thought out, because there is no strategy at play,
the people lose. And Caledon in particular is actually very
vulnerable.

And this transition panel of five people—for the love of
humanity. This transition panel—we’ve already been
through this in Waterloo region. There was a study. It cost
$200,000 to see if it made sense to dissolve the region of
Waterloo, because we have three major cities and four
townships. That report has never seen the light of day.

So all of this talk about honouring our fiscal responsibil-
ity and being transparent—actions speak louder than words,
and when people show you who they really are, you should
believe them. That has caused a great deal of distrust
around this entire process.

While the region’s business community seems relative-
ly concerned about it, there is a local advocacy group,
Engage Peel, and the organizer, whose name is Harminder
Dhillon, “is concerned dissolution will mean ‘weaker’
pushback on environmental issues like dismantling con-
servation authorities and building Highway 413 through
Caledon and Brampton.”

He went on to say, “This is a typical conservative philo-
sophy, just sort of divide and rule. It’s a local decision and
then you sort of pit one against another. We had a voice of
Peel; now we’ll have three voices.”

We’ve seen this divide-and-conquer approach play
itself out in this Legislature, and nobody wins. In fact,
people usually end up in court—and usually, the govern-
ment loses in court.

This is another TVO article from last week, and it said,
“Divorces Are Expensive, Even When They’re Municipal:
Is Queen’s Park Ready for the Bill?” It talked about what
it would really cost to make those municipalities whole, to
make sure that those public services are not compromised,
to make sure that this infrastructure that is needed to
actually build housing is possible.

1930

“Caledon is expected to accommodate huge levels of
housing development in areas that are currently farmers’
fields”—there are a number of MZOs. The government
has made it very clear that they don’t think the greenbelt
is a real thing and conservation authorities are not so much

of a real thing—"“and those new homes will be impossible
without the infrastructure that was supposed to be funded,
in part, by the region.” They talk about this tool box and
these tools in the tool box; you’re actually removing a
regional planning force which has proven to be very
effective.

It went on to say, “Asked whether Caledon’s taxes will
increase, Groves told reporters she was ‘certain’ the gov-
ernment must have considered the impact on property
taxes before it went forward with dissolving Peel region
into its constituent municipalities.” I think that’s hopeful
thinking. “Respectfully, that certainty must rest on
evidence the rest of us haven’t seen, because very little in
this government’s recent history suggests that the level of
property taxes being levied in GTA municipalities is a
huge concern for it.”

This is very reminiscent of Bill 23, I would have to say.
You can title a bill “better homes, faster homes,” but when
you remove the actual ability for municipalities to follow
through on those initiatives, then you’re actually com-
promising your own initiative; you’re actually working
against yourself.

Thank goodness that the farming associations across
this province wrote that united open letter last week. It was
unprecedented and, in fact, historic, because these are
associations that traditionally support rural and northern
members—Conservative members, I would say. It was a
scathing testimony of how this government is
compromising our ability as a province to be self-
sufficient, especially when your own housing task force
said that we don’t need to build on the greenbelt. We don’t
need to go past these urban boundaries. Let’s use the
current infrastructure that we have within our municipal
boundaries. Let’s build up. Let’s intensify. Let’s build the
missing-middle houses. You don’t need to compromise
the ecosystem in the province; that’s for sure.

I will say—and this has been articulated, I think, very
well by a number of municipalities as Bill 23 rolled out—
that throwing these municipalities into chaos will not help
streamline a system to create more affordable housing.

I just wish that this government, if they wanted to move
this quickly—it’s unprecedented. It was introduced on
Thursday; likely we’ll be finished our debating on
Monday, on dissolving a regional level of government. I
wish that you had that same sense of urgency for building
purpose-built public housing, or capping agency nurses,
which are costing the health care system twice or three
times as much, or retaining health care workers instead of
formally allowing them to be poached.

I just want to talk a little bit about the process, because
the process matters, because the process is wrong in this
sense. While amalgamation has been relatively common
in Ontario, the dissolution of Peel is unprecedented. That
needs to be said. It needs to be clearly articulated. We’ve
gone through some painful amalgamations across this
province. Some were successful; some were not. There
were lots of painful growing pains throughout that process.
But to say that this five-person panel is going to be able to
negotiate through this complex issue—and there’s no
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guarantee that the workers, in this instance thousands of
CUPE workers around Brampton, around Caledon, around
Mississauga at the regional level—thousands of workers
are wondering what this means for them, and that’s a good
question. They have legislation called Working for
Workers. Well, then, let’s just think about the workers, and
let’s make at least a strong commitment. This is what we
would ask: that those workers would have representation
on this five-person panel. Because there is crossover
between these municipalities, and these workers have
already been through enough post-pandemic. There’s
nothing to ensure that this board, right now, as it’s crafted,
fairly represents the interests of the people of Mississauga,
Brampton and Caledon. If the minister wants to stack this
board with friends and family and—

Interjection.

Ms. Catherine Fife: Who?

Miss Monique Taylor: Donors.

Ms. Catherine Fife: Donors, yes—there’s nothing to
stop that from happening. There’s actually a very strong
pattern of behaviour of our public boards and the ap-
pointments process. If you’ve been watching it, it’s pretty
alarming. Just ask the Minister of Transportation.

The word “consult” is missing from the bill. There’s no
requirement for the Ford government to publish the
findings of the board with respect to the costs, benefits,
risks of various restructuring options prior to making a
decision. If the Liberals were doing a messy rollout of a
dissolution of a regional level of government, I guarantee
the PCs, the Conservative members, would be losing their
minds, because it’s guaranteed to cause more pain and
suffering to these Brampton, Caledon and Mississauga
citizens.

The bill does not even give local municipalities of Peel
an opportunity to negotiate the terms of the dissolution
themselves rather than having a settlement imposed on
them. So this is, once again, a very disturbing pattern of a
provincial government having zero respect for municipal-
ities. They’re not even permitted to participate. This goes
back to the disdain that this Premier clearly has for local,
democratically elected levels of government, and it’s
leading us to a very dark place.

There’s also no requirement for the Ford government to
obtain the approval of local councils for its dissolution
plan. This is clearly a top-down process which is meant to
squash and silence locally democratically elected people.

There are no guidelines to address impacts on
municipal workers, and 1 think the member from
University—Rosedale really spoke to this with great
empathy. These are people who deliver public services.
They deserve to have a voice in the process. They have a
lot of knowledge to contribute and to share, and their
voices need to be respected.

There’s no provision to compensate any municipality
for the loss of access to any regional asset it helped pay
for. That is quite something. Brampton has been contrib-
uting to local infrastructure projects. They’ve contributed
their fair share. This legislation disenfranchises those
Brampton citizens who paid for the infrastructure. It’s

embedded in the legislation. So there is definitely a pattern
of picking winners and losers here in this legislation and
rushing it through to try to silence those dissenting
opinions. This is hugely alarming for us.

I want to say that it does feel like a little bit like that
story, the Emperor’s New Clothes. You can talk about how
this is—I think they got their thesaurus out around—bold
and innovative. This is chaos. You are creating chaos and
you’re not doing it—even if your intentions were good,
you’re not doing it well, and that is very problematic for
the citizens of Brampton, Caledon and Mississauga.

The dissolution was not sought by Brampton or
Caledon, so it is interesting to hear MPPs from the
Brampton area say that they’re listening to Brampton
citizens when they haven’t been part of the process at all—
and not only at the beginning, but throughout the entire
process—and then it’s going to be a slam dunk and this
five-person panel is going to navigate through levels of
bureaucracy and administrative issues. It’s really quite
something.

I just want to say—there’s a lot to be said, and I’m sure
it’s going to be a fun night—already with Bill 23, AMO
has said that through that legislation they’re losing $5
billion of infrastructure funding. This has already had a
cooling effect on housing starts across this province. The
budget also confirms that those housing starts are down,
as well. So you are picking winners and losers. You’re
giving those developers a huge tax break, saying to
municipalities, “We said we’re going to make you whole,
but now we’re not.” You’re saying to mayors who literally
want a partner—that’s what they want. Municipalities
want a partner from the provincial government to come to
the table in good faith around affordable housing, around
attainable housing, around infrastructure, and for some
reason this government has said, “Do you know what?
No.” You put your blinders on and you’re racing ahead,
and it’s not going to solve the housing crisis in the
province of Ontario.

1940

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Sam Oosterhoff: I appreciate hearing the member
for Waterloo this evening. I did listen and appreciated
much of what she had to say. I think there are some
differences of philosophical concern around some aspects
of what she mentioned.

I do want to ask—because I didn’t hear it, and perhaps
it was at the beginning of the speech, when I must have
missed it—does the member opposite believe that it is a
good idea for the Peel region to be separated or not? [ don’t
think I caught that explicitly.

Ms. Catherine Fife: On this side of the House, we
believe in coming to the table and having that conversation
with Peel, with Caledon, with Brampton, with Mississauga
and actually exploring what the impact of dissolving a
regional level of government is going to be like. That has
not happened with Bill 112.

We have huge concerns around the entire process: The
fact that you’ve time-allocated, the fact that you’re not
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sending it to committee, the fact that you’re silencing the
very people we’re elected to serve. That is a huge problem
for us and likely an obstacle.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Ms. Jessica Bell: Thank you to the member for
Waterloo for your presentation.

I was struck by the use of words you used to describe
how quickly and how rapidly this government is getting
rid of a whole level of governance. Starting on Thursday;
maybe we’ll finish debate on second reading tonight—
that’s very fast.

You talked about how this government has a track
record of creating chaos because they move too quickly.

Can you give us some other examples of when the
Conservatives have moved too quickly and created chaos?

Ms. Catherine Fife: Yes, that’s a very easy answer.
The most recent one is Bill 23. Bill 23 actually sort of
sidelined municipalities altogether—and when you have a
regional level of government and then you have
municipalities that serve under that regional level, there is
regional planning that connects those infrastructures.
Those waste water pipes don’t just stop at the end of
Brampton; they continue throughout the entire region.
Planners have said even with Bill 23, around that kind of
growth, that they need the ability to have all the data, have
all the information, and then also have the revenue to
actually continue to build that infrastructure.

I think planners across this province—if your entire
goal was to create chaos, you’re overachieving. That’s
what we used to say about the Liberals.

Really, slowing this piece of legislation down so that
Brampton is not disenfranchised and so that Caledon is not
further marginalized and so that Mississauga is
independent and strong—that would be a good idea. We
would support slowing down this legislation.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Matthew Rae: Thank you to the member from
Waterloo for her remarks.

In her remarks, she said our government is pretending
to address the housing crisis, but I want to correct the
record. In 2021 and 2022, we saw a record number of
housing starts. In 2023, already only five months into the
year, we’ve seeing a 16% increase in housing starts, 7,000
more rental starts, and historic levels for purpose-built
rentals.

Building on my colleague’s question from Niagara
West—we didn’t really get a straight answer in her
response to the member from Niagara West. Is the member
from Waterloo going to support this bill? Yes or no?

Ms. Catherine Fife: Let’s talk about these housing
starts. Your own budget shows that the province is moving
in the wrong direction on housing and that the dismantling
of the greenbelt isn’t doing what they promised. The
budget predicts fewer housing starts next year than this
year—and they’re nowhere near the goals on your track
record of building 1.5 million homes. In 2022, 96,100
homes were started, with even fewer projected to be

started in the following year—in 2023, that’s only 80,300
homes.

You are moving in the wrong direction, and now you’re
actually putting up roadblocks and barriers to building
new homes. And never have you ever addressed the fact
that attainable, affordable housing is the problem in
Ontario.

You talk about immigrants coming to this province?
Immigrants need affordable, attainable housing. That’s
what immigrants need.

So, quite honestly, it defies logic that this government
drops a bill like this and says it’s about housing when
housing is not even mentioned in the bill.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Ms. Jennifer K. French: My question to the member
from Waterloo is actually about something that has been
talked about in the news. The minister made a statement
that the province will be appointing facilitators to assess
the regional governments in Durham, Halton, Niagara,
Waterloo, York, and Simcoe county, which are very fast-
growing regions. I am, of course, interested in Durham
region, but you might be interested in Waterloo. At this
point, what can we anticipate? What should regional
municipalities and folks across Ontario be able to discern
from this process?

Ms. Catherine Fife: | mentioned it a little bit in my
comments about this bill, but Waterloo region—this
process, they already went through. It cost $200,000.
There was a special adviser. There was a study. A lot of
money was spent. A lot of consultation happened. We’ve
never seen the light of day on that report.

So the one thing I know for sure is that there will be a
lack of transparency, there will be a lack of accountability,
and whatever this five-person panel comes up with around
dissolving Peel region—all I know for sure is that at the
end of the day, Brampton has predicted to see their taxes
raised by 80%. That is not fair when we have a cost-of-
living crisis in the province of Ontario and we have a crisis
around housing and affordable housing.

This is irresponsible legislation. The reason that you’re
rushing through this piece of legislation is to avoid
scrutiny of it, and that’s a denial of our democracy.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Questions?

Mr. Graham McGregor: That was an interesting
presentation to listen to from my colleague from Waterloo,
to say the least.

I just want to remind members of the House: This is the
same member who voted against Brampton’s interests
every single time. We brought a new hospital, Peel
Memorial, a second hospital for Brampton. What did this
member do? She voted against it. We’re bringing a
Brampton medical school—for the first time in over 100
years in the GTA, Brampton students becoming Brampton
doctors. What did the member do? She voted against it.
We brought Highway 413, a bypass highway, similar to
what every other large municipality has. What did the
member do? She voted against it.



4542

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

29 MAY 2023

Regarding this bill, the member hasn’t said whether
they will vote against it or not.

I don’t know if the member has ever been to the site of
the new hospital expansion, the site of the new medical
school, or the site of the new highway.

So I would ask the member, (1) if she has ever visited
Brampton, and (2) will she support this bill?

Ms. Catherine Fife: My family lives in Brampton. I
love Brampton.

Do you know what the people of Brampton know for
sure? The average home price in Brampton jumped
$20,000 for a second month in a row—housing prices,
under the leadership of this government, have gone up
$20,000 for a second month.

Also, nothing in this bill actually addresses the need to
build new social housing.

According to the Peel region, the wait-list for an
affordable unit in Brampton is five to eight years.

That’s the record of this government around Brampton.

And this legislation is unsupportable.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): A
quick question: the member from Hamilton Mountain.

Miss Monique Taylor: One of my greatest concerns
about this bill is—the government continually talks about
housing. I skimmed through this bill. I’ve searched
through this bill; I cannot find the word “housing.”

How does the member feel about the fact that housing
is not even mentioned in a bill that they claim is because
of housing purposes?

Ms. Catherine Fife: This bill is not about housing. The
people of this province have totally caught on to this gov-
ernment. When you override the greenbelt, when you pave
over farmland, it’s not about housing. Whatever this
government is trying to sell to the people of this province,
they are not buying. They certainly can’t afford a house in
Brampton or Mississauga or even Waterloo region be-
cause this government has done nothing about addressing
the high cost of housing, around supply—because the
pipeline is very clear. If this government addressed the
housing starts that have already been approved in the pipe-
line, which you have every tool in your tool box to use,
then you would already be halfway to your 1.5 million
houses. That’s how many housing starts have been
approved already. Why don’t you do something with legi-
slation that makes sure that that housing actually gets
built? Why don’t you do some good instead of so much
harm?

1950

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate?

Mr. Hardeep Singh Grewal: As the member of
provincial Parliament for Brampton East and a resident of
Brampton myself, ['m pleased to rise here today to speak
in support of Bill 112, the Hazel McCallion Act.

The region of Peel was first established in 1974 by—
guess who? A Progressive Conservative government—
where we thought the need to deliver those services was
done correctly through developing a new region. Premier
Davis set this up so we could then serve the cities of

Brampton and Mississauga and the town of Caledon. We
set up services to help support the waste water manage-
ment treatment, the public health, the long-term care,
housing, social services, our police and paramedics—on
how to deliver quality and effective services to the
residents of Peel.

Speaker, as a Bramptonian—the region of Peel and its
functions and its responsibilities are something that the
members of this region have become very familiar with.
But as time progresses, as the representative from Bramp-
ton East, who wants to see Brampton flourish, who wants
to see all cities of Peel flourish and grow to become big,
world-class cities—we have to understand the duplication
and overlap of services that exists within the region of
Peel.

The dissolution will eliminate the inefficiencies and
will benefit Brampton, Mississauga and Caledon in the
long term. With the support and guidance of our govern-
ment, all three municipalities will be equipped to support
themselves and the residents who live in those particular
cities. Keep in mind, we represent those very residents.
We have their back, and we’re here to champion their
needs in this government—it’s the same residents who are
served by the councillors and mayors in those respective
areas.

This bill takes into account critical concerns of Bramp-
tonians, including health care and transit, and ensures
Brampton will not be left behind.

The region of Peel includes two of the largest and
fastest-growing municipalities in the country and is poised
for a significant level of additional growth over the next
10 years. The Peel population currently is forecasted to
exceed two million residents by 2051. If we continue at
this pace, action needs to be made to make sure that they
continue receiving that high quality of service they’re used
to today. Brampton is expected to grow to approximately
985,000 people. Mississauga is expected to grow to over
995,000 people. Caledon is on track to quadruple in popu-
lation, to 300,000 people. It’s for this reason that separ-
ation is critical in order for each municipality to adequate-
ly support their residents and their needs.

Let me be clear: Our government is a government that
is dedicated to smaller government, lower taxes and better
service for the people of Ontario. When we look at those
services, eliminating a fourth level of government is going
to be a big contributor in making sure that our businesses
are successful, in making sure that more development
start-ups occur, in making sure that Brampton, Miss-
issauga and Caledon have an unlimited potential of growth
moving forward in the coming years, with the number of
people who are going to be coming in and moving into
these particular cities.

Speaker, when my colleagues on the right, the oppos-
ition members from the—

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): I'm
sorry to interrupt the member.

Pursuant to standing order 50(c), I am now required to
interrupt the proceedings and announce that there have
been six and a half hours of debate on the motion for
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second reading of this bill. This debate will therefore be
deemed adjourned unless the government House leader
directs the debate to continue.

Hon. Paul Calandra: Given that we are on an amazing
speech by the member, I think we’ll continue debate.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): The
member from Brampton East may continue.

Mr. Hardeep Singh Grewal: Like I was saying, the
members to the right of me, the members from the NDP—
they don’t support these policies which come in and help
support job creation, which help support housing, which
help support these cities to achieve that unlimited potential
that they’re so set to be. They talk about how the region of
Peel delivers great benefits for the people of Brampton.
Well, the fact of the matter is, the majority of the votes in
the region of Peel lean toward Mississauga. There are
unfair advantages as well as advantages in the region of
Peel. It’s time. When we look at the level of expansion in
population that is occurring in these particular cities—they
should have the right to make their own decisions and
continue to flourish in a direction which best works for
that particular city. It’s for this reason that the separation
is critical—in order for each municipality to adequately
support their residents.

The city of Brampton is the ninth-largest city in Canada
and the fourth-largest city in Ontario alone, and its growth
represents over 90% of the net population growth within
the region of Peel between 2016 and 2021. You can
imagine how many people are now calling Brampton their
home and the level of services Brampton now needs to
expand and the level of potential that Brampton now can
unlock with these new changes.

In terms of its local economy, Brampton is home to
90,000 businesses which contribute to the city’s
manufacturing, retail and wholesale sectors. Imagine how
much less red tape those businesses will have to deal with
knowing that there’s one less level of government coming
in their way when they go ahead and make our city so
beautiful.

With the support of our government, Brampton was
able to plan and achieve significant growth in recent
years—like the new medical school the member from
Brampton North just spoke about. This government is
committed to making sure that Brampton thrives and
making sure that Bramptonians have an amazing place to
live. They’ve delivered more for Bramptonians in the last
four years than any previous government. We’re here for
Brampton.

So with the new medical school, with the construction
of the Queen Street bus/rapid LRT partnership that’s
happening, as a rapid transit system, to improve Bramp-
ton’s already significant ridership—another full-service
hospital is coming to Brampton, and not to mention the
various financial investments made to key sectors: in our
transportation sector, our community safety sector, our
industrial development sector.

You’ve seen all the businesses that have moved into
Brampton over the last couple of years that have helped
our city thrive, and it’s because of the great work by the

members on the government side of this House, who will
do everything it takes to provide good housing opportun-
ities and good jobs for the people of Brampton and for the
people of Peel.

Bill 112, if passed, will continue to support Brampton
in its growth as an independent city and will facilitate the
establishment of critical infrastructure and support its
growing population. I live in the city of Brampton—I live
in Brampton East—and what that allows me to do is, every
time I walk out of my house, I have the opportunity to
speak to everybody and understand how they feel this
change affects them.

Change is sometimes difficult, because once we get
comfortable, our growth becomes limited. Any techno-
logical business, any media business—we take a look at
these large corporations, and everybody has to change
with time in order to continue to be successful, in order to
thrive, in order to make it to that next level. Imagine if
Steve Jobs didn’t put the screen into the iPhone. We’d still
be on our BlackBerry, typing on keyboards. Look at the
amount of innovation that happens when we adapt to
change. Sure, it’s uncomfortable for a little bit, but the
long-term picture needs to be strong.

That’s exactly what this bill does. It gives Brampton the
ability to dictate its own future, its own growth path, and
then deliver better results for the city. And that’s not only
for Brampton; that applies to Caledon as well, that applies
to Mississauga, that applies to the region as a whole—and
not only in this particular sector, where we have
facilitators coming in; the other regions that are
surrounding us, as well, that are going to see facilitators
come in, because not only do we want to see these cities
thrive, but we want to see every single city in Ontario
thrive. We want to see every single family in Ontario
making a good income; we want to see them providing for
their families, we want to see them with big savings
accounts. We want to make sure that happens by
delivering the services that they need by, again, smaller
government, lower taxes and a better quality of life for our
residents.

To provide this change, we need to re-evaluate and
redesign the governance structure in a way that promotes
better service delivery, more efficient decision-making
and improved representation for the people of Brampton,
Caledon and Mississauga.

Speaker, I have heard loud and clear from all the
residents asking for answers on how they’re going to be
affected by this dissolution and what’s going to happen to
the critical infrastructure needed.

I’d like to take this moment to personally reassure the
residents of Brampton that our government—through the
Ministry of Municipal Affairs, led by our amazing Minis-
ter of Municipal Affairs—will continue to work diligently
to ensure a seamless transition during the dissolution by
appointing a transition board that will oversee the separ-
ation of the region of Peel and the assets while maintaining
the quality of service. This is exactly why our government
has put in an 18-month buffer time—a little bit more than
a year and half—to make sure that we make the right
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decision. These facilitators we’re going to be bringing
in—they’re not just going to be a random accountant we’re
going to pull off the street. These are very, very highly
experienced auditors who have specialized in municipal
accounting, so they can paint us a clear picture of where
we stand today—they can give us the exact copy of who is
owed what, how we’re going to make these changes, and
how we’re going to proceed further. It’s through
consultation through the auditors, to make sure we have
the right numbers before us to make these decisions—we
don’t want to go off of rumours that a billion is owed there,
a billion is owed here, a billion is owed there. Those
numbers will be clarified by credible auditors and
accountants who will then provide a clear picture of how
to proceed forward.

2000

As mentioned earlier by my colleagues, this transition
board will have five members who are going to provide
advice and feedback to our government within the next
year on restructuring these matters. The board will also be
empowered to give directions with respect to municipal
decisions to ensure fairness for all three municipalities
during the dissolution. As a government that is there for
the people, we will make sure that nobody is directly
impacted by these changes.

Dissolving a government body, in general, that has
existed for nearly 50 years is not something that is ever
easily done, but it’s very important to make sure that these
cities continue to grow. This transition board is going to
consist of experienced members, and the board’s
recommendations are going to inform us about the
subsequent legislation that’s going to be coming forward,
and it will address the outstanding issues and concerns that
are all up in the air right now. They’re going to come in,
give us the exact numbers, give us the accredited numbers
and then we’ll be able to make better-educated decisions
from there. That’s why we put in so much lead time, not
only for us to make these decisions—but after we’ve made
this decision, we’ve put in enough lead time to make sure
that the cities are able to adapt to these decisions before
their next municipal turnaround.

This will also benefit Brampton, as it eliminates all the
inefficiencies, the red tape.

When it comes to addressing the housing crisis, these
changes give Brampton greater access to seeking
approvals on housing development projects. Once we
eliminate this fourth level of government in Peel, more
housing starts will be able to move a lot faster. Before,
they were used to dealing with two particular entities. Now
they’ll be dealing with one entity. You can imagine how
much faster the paperwork will flow through one
governing body instead of two. It will help Brampton meet
its municipal housing plan of 113,000 homes, as part of
our More Homes Built Faster Act.

What I’ve learned in my short period of being a member
of provincial Parliament is that there’s nothing the
members opposite enjoy more than adding red tape. They
come in here and they talk about missing words in the
legislation. Well, Speaker, I can assure you that once

you’re removing a specific set of governance, you will see
action faster. You won’t see action faster only on the
housing front; you’ll see it in every single aspect. Whether
you’re in the manufacturing business, whether you’re in
the warehousing business, whether you’re building new
homes, whether you’re creating jobs—you’ll see in every
single aspect of life how much easier it will be for these
individuals to operate.

When we move around Canada, when we move around
North America, businesses and people are used to three
levels of government, and here in Peel, we have four.

I feel like the decision that has been made by this
government is the absolute right direction to move in to
ensure that we have the right growth moving forward for
all our cities.

This will be a historical but very beneficial bill for
Brampton, Mississauga and Caledon. It will help ensure
stable, fair outcomes that respect the taxpayers while
positioning Brampton for future growth. And I look
forward to our government continuing to support all of the
municipalities affected in this transition.

When we come in and take a look at not only Brampton,
Caledon and Mississauga, but we take a look at all the
cities involved—even in the future, when we start taking a
look at York region or when we take a look at Niagara
region and bring in these facilitators, all with the same goal
in mind: to make sure that people can get access to housing
faster, people can get access to better, high-paying jobs
faster, and businesses are able to grow in scale faster. This
is exactly what our government intends to do.

I know the member from Mississauga—Malton shares
my thoughts, and I’d like to share the remaining amount
of time that we have here today with the great member
from Mississauga—Malton.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): The member
for Mississauga—Malton.

Mr. Deepak Anand: Speaker, you look amazing, first
of all.

It’s always a great honour and privilege when I stand to
represent the residents of Mississauga—Malton.

Today, we’re talking about the second reading of the
Hazel McCallion Act, which aims to dissolve the region
of Peel. The proposed legislation is not only a tribute to
Mayor Hazel McCallion’s trail-blazing legacy, but it’s
also a realization of Premier Doug Ford’s commitment to
promoting economic growth, job creation, and addressing
housing affordability.

I came to Canada on January 15, 2000, and at that time,
Mayor McCallion was the mayor of the great city of
Mississauga.

By dissolving the Peel region and transitioning
Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon into single-tier
municipalities, we’re ensuring that these cities have the
tools to prioritize their local needs. By uniting these three
municipalities as single-tier entities, we take a significant
step towards fulfilling their ambitious housing pledges—
including Mississauga, at 120,000 new homes.

As Ontario’s third-largest city and the home of 100,000
businesses, Mississauga is the province’s second-largest
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economy. As a mature and distinct city, Mississauga needs
the power to shape its own future. Once it becomes a
single-tier municipality, the council and staff of
Mississauga will have the ability to make decisions in the
best interests of its residents and businesses.

Speaker, I’ve talked and heard a lot of times about the
way we’re doing this; it is kind of said that it’s going to be
like a divorce or a separation. I truly believe it is not
actually a divorce or a separation. The way I look at it, it
is like—an example: Imagine a family with three siblings,
Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon. They grew together
under the guidance of the region of Peel—well, for an
example, much like me and my brother, under my parents.
When we were small, we used to share a room. I
remember, when [ was in grade 8, my dad came to me and
said, “You’re grown up now. You’re independent. You
can have your own room.” Much like that, we have seen
that these cities have grown up to have their own unique
identity and ambition, recognizing the need to stand tall
and independent, just as my brother and I, just like
siblings. Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon have grown
into vibrant and thriving municipalities. It is natural for
siblings to have their own dreams and aspirations, just as
these municipalities do. Each has its own set of local
priorities, unique challenges and opportunities for growth.
The time has come for them to embrace their individual
identities and forge their path forward. By dissolving the
region of Peel and enabling Mississauga, Brampton and
Caledon to become a single-tier municipality, we’re
granting them the autonomy and tools they need to
navigate their futures independently. It’s akin to the
moment when siblings mature and embark on their
personal journey, taking control of their lives, while
cherishing the bond that they have.

Speaker, like any estate planning, the road ahead is not
easy. Peel region will continue to exist and deliver services
to 1.5 million residents until January 1, 2025. The
transition board that our government will appoint will
prioritize the interests of the people and protect them
throughout the proposed changes in governance structure.
Minister Clark has already emphasized that the transition
board will oversee the financial affairs of Peel region and
its lower-tier municipalities to ensure prudent financial
stewardship.

We understand that these are complex issues that need
to be untangled—including the allocation of assets,
liabilities, services, governance and employee relations.
Our government has made it clear that all municipalities
will be treated fairly and equitably by this board, respect-
ing the needs and aspirations of all residents regardless of
where they live. We’re committed and the board is
committed to providing excellent service, upholding the
principles of respect for taxpayers and the protection of
existing services.

In conclusion, this bill is a testament to our
government’s respect and support for effective admin-
istration of local governance. We believe that municipal-
ities should have the tools they need to plan for population
growth, including housing options. Furthermore, we

believe in fostering goodwill partnerships and fair collab-
oration between neighbouring municipalities to deliver the
best outcomes for their residents.

2010

I want to express my gratitude to all members of this
House for your attention and for your consideration of the
proposed Hazel McCallion Act. Let’s all come together,
work together, to support this legislation, which will
empower Mississauga, Brampton and Caledon to shape
their own future and meet the challenges of the coming
years. Together, we can create prosperous and thriving
communities that will prioritize local needs and ensure a
bright future for all our residents. The time is now. Let’s
all work together to build a better Ontario.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): We’re now on
questions.

Ms. Sarah Jama: In 1997, which was actually before
my time, the Tories argued that the number of
municipalities in Ontario was “excessive and a burden to
the taxpayer.” It was actually the Tories who forced the
province’s big regional areas to merge into big cities,
beginning with Toronto. These amalgamations took time
and had way more voices involved. So my question is,
why are you contradicting yourselves—through the
Speaker; sorry—when this government has treated these
processes of amalgamation and the opposite with more
respect in the past?

Mr. Hardeep Singh Grewal: I’d like to thank the
member from Hamilton Centre for that amazing question
because it gives me the opportunity to talk about change
and the change that comes along with time.

When we made the region of Peel, I wasn’t even born
either, but I understand their decision when it comes to
putting them together and delivering quality public ser-
vices for everybody. But when we take a look at the pop-
ulations today, as I discussed in my speech, with Caledon
quadrupling, Brampton surpassing 800,000, Mississauga
surpassing about 990,000, we need to make sure that we
have a plan that looks after the growth and the future of
these particular cities—and not only these particular cities
in Peel, but all cities across Ontario—to make sure that
they have the power to unlock the potential that they hold,
to make sure that there’s not a regional barrier that favours
one city over the other. They need to have the ability to
make these decisions on their own.

The Acting Chair (Mr. Lorne Coe): Questions,
please.

Mr. Brian Saunderson: I was around in 1997, when
the Conservative government did that, and I think it was
the right move.

My question is to the member from Mississauga—
Malton.

We’ve been talking at great length about the
efficiencies by having one level of approving authority,
but what we haven’t talked about today is the double level
of taxation and development charges. By removing the
fourth level of government, as my friend referred to it, we
will actually be eliminating the level of development
charges and the level of taxation. I’d like you to speak,
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please, to the efficiencies we will find there and how that
will benefit the single-tier governments of Mississauga,
Brampton and Caledon, by having a single layer of
taxation and DCs.

Mr. Deepak Anand: I just want to say thank you to the
member for Simcoe—Grey for asking a question and
throwing the answer into it, as well.

You said it so well: When there is a single tier, there’s
not going to be duplication of work; there’s not going to
be duplication of fees. We can save the cost and, at the
same time, we can build those homes faster.

We know that we have a housing crisis. When we
reached out to the residents coast to coast, everywhere we
went, we heard this loud and clear—that our province
needs housing built now; not 20, 30, 40 years from now.
That is what this government is doing—making sure we
build 1.5 million in the next 10 years.

The member opposite was talking about what we did in
the past. This is a testament that we are consistent. We
believe in smarter government, and this bill will again
make sure that we have a smarter government.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Questions,
please.

Ms. Jessica Bell: My question is for the member for
Mississauga—Malton.

I’m curious: If the goal is to lower development charges
on a regional level or eliminate them, then what happens?
What’s your choice? Do you want lower-quality
infrastructure because there’s less money to pay for
infrastructure? Or do you want taxpayers to have higher
property tax bills? What’s your choice?

Mr. Deepak Anand: The choice is very clear to the
province of Ontario: We need to build homes now. We
can’t wait. We know that every time we have a little
smaller government and we have more efficiencies, all of
us benefit—and that’s exactly what this bill is doing.

As municipalities, Brampton, Mississauga and Caledon
have grown up, and it is time that they can fulfill their
dream as single-tier municipalities.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Question,
please.

Mr. Graham McGregor: My question is for the won-
derful member from Brampton East. I listened to his
speech intently.

It’s clear that Brampton is a big, grown-up city with
some big, grown-up problems. We’ve got a health care
issue. That’s why we’re building the second hospital at
Peel Memorial. We’re building the Brampton medical
school—for the first time in over 100 years in the GTA,
coming to Brampton. We’ve got traffic issues. That’s why
we’re building Highway 413. We’ve got housing issues.
That’s why we’re so happy with the city of Brampton for
signing on to our housing pledge, at 113,000 units. Of
course, this is the agenda the PCs put forward. We were
rewarded with the trust of Brampton residents—to elect
five members.

Could the member talk a little bit more about trusting
Brampton to be a big, grown-up city in charge of its own
future?

Mr. Hardeep Singh Grewal: I’d like to thank the
member from Brampton North for that amazing question.

Speaker, when we take a look at Brampton, this govern-
ment takes it seriously. Under previous governments,
every time Brampton stood up and asked for its fair share,
there was nobody around to listen. Now, when this gov-
ernment came into power, under the leadership of Premier
Ford, Brampton has been heard; Brampton has been
listened to.

The member talked about the hospital. The member
talked about the highway. The member talked about the
new university. The member talked about long-term-care
homes. This is something Brampton has been asking for
for years.

This government is about to unlock Brampton’s
potential to surpass a new level with this legislation.
Brampton will no longer have to adhere to the
complications that they faced in the region of Peel. They
will be able to make their own decisions, going forward.
They will be able to support their own infrastructure
projects based on what’s right for them.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Questions,
please. Questions, please. Yes, from the member for
Mushkegowuk—James Bay. Thank you, sir.

Mr. Guy Bourgouin: Merci, monsieur le Président.
J’étais endormi sur la switch.

Ceci dit, the question for either of the presenters: Why
expedite the process? You're going to say, “We’ll put it to
committee and then we’ll take”—but why? Are you afraid
of your own constituents and the questions they’re going
to ask or they’re going to present? Are you afraid of your
own constituents talking against what you’re trying to
do—or for?

The fact is, you’re expediting this process, time
allocation—we’re plowing right through this. When we go
too fast, that’s when mistakes happen.

So I ask you: What are you afraid of?

Mr. Deepak Anand: The answer is very simple: The
time is now. The reason we’re doing it is because we
believe the people of Ontario and their government respect
and support the effective administration of local
governments, recognizing that the municipalities should
be empowered with the tools needed to plan population
growth, including the tools needed to build more housing
options; understanding safe communities and delivery of
effective front-line services; appreciating the importance
of value for money and high-quality service delivered in
an effective manner. That is why we’re doing this now.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Questions,
please. The member from London North—Brampton
North.

Mr. Graham McGregor: All right. No, that bill is
coming next week—just kidding; it’s a joke.

We hear a lot of this kind of coded language out of the
members of the NDP. They say, “Slow down.” They say,
“Think longer, longer consultations.” Well, we really
know they want to meander, they want to delay, they want
to do nothing, with their head in the sand, and leave
Brampton residents behind. We see this. What did they say
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about Highway 413? Two decades—two decades, where
Highway 413 has been studied to death. What do they
want us to do? More studies. More delays. The needlessly
delay party, the NDP—that’s what they are.

2020

Why is it so important that we’re moving quickly? The
question is for either of my wonderful colleagues.

Mr. Hardeep Singh Grewal: I love the passionate
energy that comes out of the member from Brampton
North, because he means well. He wants to serve his
constituents, and he doesn’t mind working overtime to
make sure that he delivers those changes.

When we got elected, we ran on a platform of getting
things done. How do we get things done? By working on
them now. If we’re debating and we’re spending more
time now, that’s time that we don’t have to spend
tomorrow. Guess what? There’s only two weeks left of
this Legislature. When are we going to come back to
debate this? When the House stands again? That’s the
needless delay that’s coming from the party beside us.

We’re the party that’s going to move forward and get
things done in a timely manner, with the right amount of
time to deliver these services. That’s why we put 18
months into the legislation to deliver the change—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Thank you
very much for your answer.

Further debate?

Ms. Jennifer K. French: I am glad to be able to take
my place in this fine Legislature and offer a few hopefully
thoughtful comments at this late hour on Bill 112, which
is An Act to provide for the dissolution of The Regional
Municipality of Peel. I think, in effect, it is the “unpeeling”
of a region, which is unprecedented.

Ms. Catherine Fife: This is very good. “Unpeeling”?
Come on.

Ms. Jennifer K. French: I appreciate the member from
Waterloo.

But it has been an interesting conversation to this point
and I think that it’s, frankly, disappointing that we won’t
be able to hear from folks at committee. Since we’ve been
discussing this at second reading, since we’ve been
debating this bill, the government, in its infinite wisdom,
has decided to time-allocate it, so shorten the discussion
time, ram it through without its day in court, so to speak,
or its time in committee, and then, right out the other side,
third reading, which makes sure that it goes through
quickly. The government has talked about the time it will
take, until January 2025. But at this time, while the bill is
before us, there’s an opportunity to offer amendments,
there’s an opportunity to hear from the impacted munici-
palities, to hear from the folks who have been doing their
best to keep up with this unfolding story and to offer
comments out in the community or in the media. | mean,
that’s really been the only way that we’ve been able to hear
from folks: if they have picked up the phone and called
one of us or have shared public letters or had the
conversation in the media. That’s what we’re having to
draw from when we’re talking about something that, as |
said, is unprecedented.

This is a bill, the Hazel McCallion Act or Peel dissolu-
tion act, that is going to make some significant changes for
the folks in Brampton and Caledon and Mississauga, and
we want to make sure that the dissolution of Peel region
doesn’t wind up costing residents more or negatively
affect their municipal services. We have actually heard
from a number of the government members—I would say
platitudes, Speaker, and you’ll have to forgive me, but I
don’t trust it. And why should I when we see things like
Bill 23 just gut so much of our province and do such harm?
But this government isn’t willing to make themselves
available to constituents and to stakeholders and to
interested parties at committee. They have said, “No, com-
mittee will not happen.” And that’s a shame because the
government could have had the opportunity to learn some-
thing, and I think that it’s always a good idea for govern-
ments. With that in mind, I will endeavour to share some
thoughts that maybe the government can learn from.

As I said, this dissolution is unprecedented. I think it’s
very important that the government get it right. Again, and
I’m going to say this a few more times, it’s disappointing
that the government has shut down committee and will not
invite concern, will not invite criticism, will not invite
amendment, will not invite good ideas. The Conservatives
are rushing this through, Speaker, but it has a lot of red
flags and it does have a lot of questions. It does not require
that Peel region residents be consulted. It does not ensure
that municipal workers are being heard as part of the
process. It does not ensure that the voices of each munici-
pality are represented fairly on the transition board that
we’ve heard about today, that five-person appointed
board. It does not provide for any transparency or account-
ability in how decisions are made. Anybody who has got
an eye on this that has any bit of expertise or specific
educated interest thinks it’s going to be messy. And each
municipality is going to expect to be “made whole.” That
is something that this Premier has been big on promising,
but we don’t have municipalities who are being made
whole—not the way that they had expected, especially if
we’ve seen a lot of other changes. This government
slashed municipalities’ revenues through Bill 23 and pro-
mised to make them whole. They failed to deliver on that
promise.

This government has been saying lately that everything
somehow connects to housing—that all roads lead to hous-
ing, everything is about housing. But they have not drawn
a line to how this bill gets us to more housing. They are
saying that this in part is about addressing the housing
crisis. Just about every measure that this government has
taken on housing has been ineffective. Many have
worsened the crisis, and I can happily—not happily—I can
easily share a few: carving up the greenbelt to build
unaffordable—potentially mansions—houses, and not a
single new unit of homes that actual real Ontarians, or
Ontarians who are struggling—also they are real Ontar-
ians; I don’t know how often the government remembers
that, but they are not going to be able to afford. Housing
starts are going down; they’re not going up. Property taxes
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are skyrocketing because they have let the developers skip
out on the bill.

Urban sprawl is expensive—it really is—and it ir-
reversibly destroys prime farmlands and ecologically im-
portant areas. There are a lot of folks across Durham
region who are very concerned about what they have seen
happening with the DRAP lands, and that was Bill 39; part
of that made the DRAP lands available to be pulled out of
the greenbelt. They were protected in perpetuity—oh, no,
just kidding. We have a lot of folks in the Durham region
who learned a valuable lesson with this government and
Duffins Creek. Nobody out there trusts you when it comes
to the environment.

Ms. Catherine Fife: Nobody.

Ms. Jennifer K. French: Nobody.

Speaker, we’ve seen amalgamations have been fairly
common in Ontario. But, as I mentioned, this dissolution
of Peel is a first. It’s unprecedented. It’s going to be
complicated. The devil is going to be in the details. Those
details are going to depend on regulations passed by folks
in cabinet, I guess, as well as the findings and recommen-
dations of the transition board. Maybe it will turn out okay;
maybe it won’t. I don’t know. But neither does this gov-
ernment, and neither do the people watching at home.

I will admit that there have been some really lovely,
reassuring words spoken. The members from Brampton
have done a bang-up job sharing their vision for a positive
future. But, Speaker, prove it.

Mr. Graham McGregor: The voters agreed.

Ms. Jennifer K. French: The voters—so I’m being
heckled that the voters agree. The voters had no idea that
this was in the works—

Interjections.

Ms. Jennifer K. French: Okay. Enough heckling, all
of you.

But the voters of Brampton or Mississauga or Caledon,
the taxpayers, the neighbours, the folks—they all have
questions. And it is quite likely that had this government
had the nerve to invite folks to committee, they would
have heard some of those concerns.

So the “just trust us; don’t worry; all will be well”—I
believe that the member from Brampton East told us that
the member from Brampton North—it wasn’t “well-
intentioned.” Oh, “He means well.” I have every faith that
members on the government benches mean well. But this
is a big deal, so how do we know it’s going to be okay?
Because people have real questions, and this government
does not have the answers.

Here’s another perfect example of that, the “just trust
us.” I’m actually going to read part of the government bill
into the record. The preamble—which, by the way, for the
folks at home, if you look up Bill 23, which was another
mess—well, it was a mess. If you look at Bill 23, you will
see that the preamble—and there’s an explanatory note—
basically says anything in this isn’t actually part of the act.
So this is not actually part of the bill, but it’s written in its
pages here as the preamble:

2030
“The people of Ontario and their government:

“Respect and support the effective administration of
local governance.”

It goes on to paint a rosy picture of why they’re setting
out to do this. It talks about safe communities and the
delivery of effective front-line services. Speaker, it doesn’t
talk about how those services are going to be delivered. It
doesn’t talk about who’s going to pay for them. Those are
some of the questions that, if the government had any
nerve, it would have allowed those questions, and it would
have given thoughtful answers. Maybe they don’t have
answers, Speaker.

The word “consult” is missing from the bill. There’s
nothing requiring this government or the transition board
to consult with Peel residents or businesses about any
restructuring process. This is going to have a huge as-yet-
unknown impact on taxes and services. We’ve talked
about it, that media reports are basically saying, “Divorces
are messy; is the province ready and willing to foot the
bill?” I don’t know.

Speaker, some of the things that I wanted to share—as
I had mentioned, in the preamble, it talks about effective
service delivery, but I do want to get on the record, as a
number of us have, that we want to ensure that any
services—essential services, effective services,
community services—are delivered well and that they
factor in the workers.

I’'m going to share here; this is a piece from CUPE
Ontario: “Restructuring Peel Not a Solution to Afford-
ability Crisis, says CUPE.” But as Fred Hahn, who is the
president of CUPE Ontario, said:

“‘People care about affordable housing, they care about
protecting public health care, they care about the quality
of public transit in their cities. They don’t care about what
level of government is providing services.’

“Hahn says that as the province moves ahead with
restructuring, the union will work with its allies to ensure
that Peel residents continue to access quality public
services provided by public sector workers and thwart any
attempts towards privatization ... the president of CUPE
966, which represents 2,000 members employed by Peel
region, says he is worried that workers were not factored
into the decision to dissolve the region.” As he reminds us,
“Without workers, you can’t provide service.”

[ will add, “Hahn and”—the local president—"“Arya say
that workers must have a seat at the table when the
province appoints a transition board to oversee the dis-
solution process.”

The Premier “‘likes to say that he respects front-line
workers. If that’s the case, he should appoint union
representatives to the transition board,” Hahn says. ‘It’s
workers who provide the services that Peel residents rely
on, from waste collection and infrastructure maintenance
to the delivery of social services. And they must have a
say in how these services are managed in the future.””

Why is that an unfair ask? You’ve got five appointed
folks on that transition board. They’re going to have a lot
of work ahead of them. Why not make sure that various
important perspectives are included? Certainly, in the
Durham region, CUPE 1764 has I don’t think quite 2,000
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workers across the region of Durham. They do really
important work. Actually, Speaker, you and a number of
the other MPPs run into region of Durham workers all over
the place, as across all of our communities: workers who
do a lot of heavy lifting but always community-based
work.

As we have heard and as we’ve read, there are a lot of
people who are wanting that reassurance—real reassur-
ance, reassurance they can take to the bank—that jobs will
still be there, that continuity, that we will stay publicly
funded, publicly delivered. I don’t trust this government
when it comes to privatization, and why should 1? But I
hope for the sake of the workers in those municipalities
that they will take the time to get this right, since they’re
hell-bent on putting it through tonight, it would seem.

Speaker, I’1l share a bit from the Pointer. This came out
today: “Region’s Municipalities Seek Clarity and Speed
for “Transition Board’ Tasked with Dissolving Peel.

“A week after the PC government announced the
unprecedented decision to break up the region of Peel, its
member municipal governments in Brampton, Caledon
and Mississauga have raised a number of questions and
concerns during recent council meetings regarding how
the transition board will guide the process.”

They want this to be “seamless and effective.”

“In Brampton’s committee of council meeting on May
24, councillors ... asked Christopher Ethier, manager of
government relations,” about clarity regarding the financ-
ing, and “Ethier said there was no clarity about the time-
line or who would pay for the financial implications
involved in the transition. He is awaiting further clarifica-
tion on the matter from the province, he told councillors.”
That’s on the 24th. This was reported today, that they’re
still waiting, right? They’re still waiting for clarification
on this process.

Normally, when a bill is tabled and we have the chance
to debate it and it goes to committee, we get the chance to
hear those questions, and it’s supposed to strengthen
legislation. It’s supposed to, I would say, alleviate the
fears of the broader community. Right now, this is not a
government that has worked very hard to foster trust. The
government seems to become quite indignant when any of
us say, “Why should anyone trust you?” It’s like, “Well,
because. Just trust us.”

This is the kind of thing that harms that trust with the
public, because everyone is out there wondering why, and
why so fast, or what’s really driving this. And if the
government took the time to do things well—because
maybe a dissolution in this case will work out just fine;
maybe it will be garbage. Nobody really knows yet. The
fact that some people are asking for it and others are not,
but everybody wants clarity—everyone wants actual
provincial leadership, not just platitudes. There’s a lot of
money at stake. We’ve heard really eloquent breakdowns
of the concerns that are out in the community when it
comes to services and infrastructure, who has paid for
what, who will be reimbursed, what belongs to whom,
what will be utilized by whom—all of that.

I know, as members have talked about, that with the
passage of time comes change and betterment and things
and stuff. I know that the wheels keep turning, the world
keeps turning and time goes on, but something that is
timeless is, “Measure twice, cut once.” Take the time—
while the wheels are turning, the planet is turning and
everything keeps going. Take the time that you have, that
keeps changing, to do it right, to do things well, to show
actual leadership.

Speaker, I’ve got three minutes left, and I will say that
there are a number of other municipalities who are watch-
ing. They are looking for that leadership from this govern-
ment. The Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing
made a statement and said that the province will be
appointing facilitators to assess the regional governments
in Durham, Halton, Niagara, Waterloo, York and Simcoe
county, some of our fastest-growing regions. He said,
“The facilitators will help us identify how we can better
support local decision-making in high-growth regions
across the province,” and he goes on.

The regional municipalities are interested. I don’t know
that I would compare us to Peel in Durham, but everyone
wants to do things well and deliver services effectively and
efficiently, so the work that will be done there will unfold
and hopefully the world will all be a better place. But I
think we are looking for leadership and answers from this
government. It is disappointing to skip committee when,
inevitably, folks would have questions.

I have an interest in this conversation. There’s a little
bit of nostalgia, and I’ll take the last minute to share: I’'m
not a Brampton girl, but I went to school there for a little
bit. I lived in Bolton and I lived in Palgrave, and I still
remember that it was the region of Peel that provided our
family with the very first compost bin that we ever had,
which brought hours of joy to my brother who found
snakes and many happy memories in that compost bin.
2040

It was a time that was many years ago, and [ know when
I’ve gone back to walk down memory lane, which is
now—the Trans Canada Trail literally went behind my
house and I remember when they pulled up the train tracks.
I still have in my office a train spike that they left behind.
When [ taught grade 5 and all about the railroad, I passed
that around. I have all my own emotional connections to
the region of Peel and different parts of it, but I know that
things change.

However, as I said, what does not change is the need to
do things well, and I’m not reassured that that is what is
happening here, which is disappointing but unsurprising
from this government.

With that, I’ll be happy to take questions.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Questions?

Mr. Matthew Rae: Thank you to my colleague from
Oshawa for her remarks this evening. My question is
simple—obviously, I wouldn’t count Durham short,
there’s one million people, I believe, in the region of Dur-
ham, so it is a fast-growing area of our province as well.
Related to this—and I don’t know what traumas her
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brother subjected her to when she was growing, but my
condolences on that.

My question to the member opposite: We talk about
how we need to get more housing built, and this will
reduce duplication of planning. I hear a comment from
builders—all types: purpose-built rentals, missing-middle
housing and the planning and the site control plans they
have to go through and the duplication.

Does the member opposite—will she support this bill
and help us reduce some of that duplication?

Ms. Jennifer K. French: Well, certainly duplication
that slows things would be something to fix, but this piece
of legislation in front of us is using a pretty big hammer
for that nail, and there is a lot that—it has been interesting:
The government questions have been that one to us, right?
They want to know, “Don’t you want to stop the duplica-
tion?” Okay, and there isn’t a better way to figure that out,
there isn’t another way to figure that out?

This piece of legislation begs the question: How come
all of a sudden, all at once, tonight only, no committee? I
don’t know. That’s my question to you.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Question,
please.

Ms. Jessica Bell: Let’s just give a little summary on
how quickly this bill is going through the Legislature. On
Thursday, the bill was introduced to eliminate an entire
region, an entire level of government, and now, four days
later, the government’s announcing that we’re not going
to be doing public consultation on this bill, the bill is not
going to go to committee, and, odds are, this government
wants to pass this bill within a week.

I heard the member of Oshawa say that it makes sense
to measure twice and cut once. Would you call the
government’s behaviour over the last week with this bill
an example of measuring twice and cutting once?

Ms. Jennifer K. French: No, I would not. I’ve had the
opportunity to serve in this House—I can’t believe it has
already been nine years, but it has, and there have been a
lot of opportunities that I would say are missed by this
government and the one before it. When we go to com-
mittee and we hear good ideas—in this case, we won’t be
going to committee, but when we hear good ideas or when
we hear from stakeholders who say, “Here’s a tripwire.
Here’s something—avoid this mistake.” The last govern-
ment—well, the last government was this government, but
then the one before that, it’s always this race to just get it
through and then we’ll go back and fix it later. That has
been a pattern I have seen by the last three majority
governments.

With something this big and with as many moving parts
or immovable infrastructure parts, I would think that the
government would really want to, at this point, even just
invite from experts to make sure it was the best legislation
it could be.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Questions?

Mr. Graham McGregor: [ think in this debate I’ve
made my opinion about that member’s party and the way
that they treat Brampton quite clear. I’ve got lots of respect
for the member, so [ won’t get back into all the things that

that party voted against, but I am curious: When the
member talks about measuring twice and cutting once, if
the member were to measure this bill, would you cut yes
on the bill or would you cut no on the bill?

Ms. Jennifer K. French: This is an interesting place,
for a million different reasons. I have had the opportunity
to vote against things that I might support in theory, but
I’ve had to vote against it because there’s been garbage in
an omnibus bill. There might be some epic ideas, and then
it’s like, “Oh, look, and garbage,” and you can’t vote for
it. So I will do my homework and go back, and your legacy
list of all the times we voted against Brampton or what
have you—I am going to back and figure out which of
those omnibus bills you tucked good in with garbage,
because I don’t have it at my fingertips.

Speaker, the fact that this is going through so fast and
without any consultation—I can’t support that. Whether
dissolution or the unpeeling of a region is a good idea or a
bad idea is almost immaterial—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Thank you
very much. Question, please?

Ms. Catherine Fife: It’s interesting, the war of words
between Mississauga and Brampton. I find it very
fascinating. The mayor of Mississauga has said that
they’re going to save over $1 billion and that her city has
been used as a cash cow for Brampton. But the Brampton
mayor who wrote an op-ed against the dissolution showed
up for a very awkward media conference on Bill 112, and
this is what he had to say: Brown emphasized that
Brampton must be made whole for any loss of regional
assets that Brampton taxpayers have helped pay for, such
as regional water, waste water facilities, Peel Regional
Police headquarters. He said that Brampton would be
owed a significant amount, north of $1 billion, and prior
to the tabling of Bill 112, the mayor actually threatened to
take legal action.

How do you foresee these two cities, these two entities,
growing together, collaborating together, when this entire
thing has been imposed on the region of Peel?

Ms. Jennifer K. French: I don’t know. A lot of people
watched that press conference and a lot of people dissected
it, unpacked it, were horrified by it, amused by it—I don’t
know; there was a lot of response at that time. But this is
going to be a process that takes a while to unfold, with a
lot of questions, and we’re not doing any of the work here
at Queen’s Park to help that process. We’re not doing the
committee work to answer some of those questions. The
mayors in this, there’s a lot at stake in their communities,
and when it’s—I mean, it’s not even so much a he said,
she said. It sounds like they’re trying to figure out who’s
going to pay for what, who owns what, and the govern-
ment hasn’t clarified that, from what I can see.

Whether those conversations are happening behind
closed doors or with the municipalities—well, hopefully
they’re talking to the municipalities—I think we’re all
going to watch this play out, unfortunately, with interest,
but probably not with much transparency and not with
many answers. Hopefully that doesn’t leave the neigh-
bours of what is now Peel in the lurch.
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The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Questions?

Mr. Graham McGregor: The member talked about
things that the member may have voted against but
supported in theory, so I’ll rephrase my question a little bit
differently. Theoretically, will the member be voting for
Bill 112, against Bill 112 or abstaining from Bill 112?

Ms. Jennifer K. French: As much as I would love to
keep this member on his toes and waiting with bated
breath, I have already said that [ don’t even know whether
dissolution is a good idea or a bad idea because I don’t
know enough about it. Neither do you, I would say—that’s
conjecture. I don’t know.

Mr. Graham McGregor: Through the Speaker.

Ms. Jennifer K. French: Through the Speaker. I don’t
think that any government member actually knows what
this is going to entail, and they will have a lot of answering
to do for their municipalities. If this had been an actual
process that this House could be involved in, like a com-
mittee and engaging with people, then I’d probably be a
little more inclined to make a different decision, but this
is—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Thank you
very much for the response.

We have time for one more question. Questions, please.
The member—sorry.

Ms. Peggy Sattler: London West.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Where am I
going here?

Interjections.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lorne Coe): Go ahead,
please.

Ms. Peggy Sattler: Thank you very much. I want to
thank my colleague for her remarks, and I wondered if she

is concerned about the lack of safeguards in the bill to
ensure that the transition board that is created fairly
represents the interests of the people of the region and, in
particular, the workers of that region.

Ms. Jennifer K. French: It is disappointing. A lot of
people have questions about the security of their jobs and
also about the continuity of service. We’ve heard pretty
words from the government. I hope that is how it plays out,
but there aren’t guidelines to address impacts on municipal
workers whose jobs are at stake, whose collective
agreements are on the table. There’s no provision—no
provision—to compensate any municipality for the loss of
access.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche):
Further debate? Further debate?

Mrs. Tangri has moved second reading of Bill 112, An
Act to provide for the dissolution of The Regional
Municipality of Peel. Is it the pleasure of the House that
the motion carry?

All those in favour of the motion will please say “aye.”

All those opposed to the motion will please say “nay.”

In my opinion, the ayes have it.

A recorded vote being required, it will be deferred until
the next instance of deferred votes.

Second reading vote deferred.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): Orders
of the day? Government House leader.

Hon. Paul Calandra: Thank you, Madam Speaker. No
further business.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bhutila Karpoche): There
being no further business, the House stands adjourned
until 9 a.m. tomorrow morning.

The House adjourned at 2052.
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