
Airports in Durham Region ..(read time 9 min.) 

About This Submission 
Durham Council, over an extended period of time, has been given false and misleading 
information regarding airports. The information has been provided by the GTAA, Transport 
Canada, and various encumbered “experts.” (Appendix various see 7 of this submission)    

Pickering Airport an Economic Driver? 

Durham Regional Council has repeatedly confirmed a need for a Pickering airport in Durham as 
an acceptable driver for growth. Durham believes and declares that airports are substantial 
growth generators with positive cost-benefit potential. 


Transport Canada owns the Pickering Lands and holds them in case of need for a future airport 
project. But Transport Canada is contractually constrained within Article 44 of its Ground Lease 
with the Greater Toronto Airports Authority (GTAA). A Pickering Airport cannot proceed until 
Toronto Pearson International Airport is no longer “meeting any capacity and demand 
requirements.” (Appendix 1) 


The GTAA’s current Master Plan (2017-2037) foresees no existing or projected capacity issues 
within the Plan’s timeframe. (Appendix 2)  


The Minister of Transport has agreed with this assessment. (Appendix 3) 


The practical and absolute capacity limits declared for a 5-runway or a planned 6-runway 
system in the GTAA’s 2008 Master Plan were expected to be reached between 2013 and 2023, 
but such references were not included in the 2017 Master Plan, (Appendix 4)and were false 
from conception.Appendix p.42) The two master plans clearly define the term “capacity” as 
used in the Ground Lease contract, quoted above. The GTAA has stated in its 2017 Master 
Plan that these limits will not be reached before that Plan’s termination date of 2037. (Appendix 
2)


Two major reports commissioned by Transport Canada to analyze Southern Ontario airport 
capacity – the Needs Assessment Study: Pickering Lands, dated 2010 and released in 2011 
(Appendix 5) and the KPMG Supply and Demand Report, dated 2016 and released in 2020 
(Appendix 6) – do not contradict either of the related GTAA Master Plans. “Capacity” definitions 
are clearly outlined in both the 2008 Master Plan and in the Needs Assessment Study. 


Nowhere in the KPMG Supply and Demand Report (or anywhere else in the study’s four 
reports) does KPMG state or even imply that a Pickering airport will be needed by 2036. The 
report does say, multiple times, that it WON’T be needed. And nowhere does GTAA say or even 
imply that the airport will be needed in 2037 or at any known date after that.  

A review of the calculations provided by all these Transport Canada reports suggests that it is 
unreasonable to conclude that a Pickering airport would be viable before the year 2100. 
(Appendix 7) 


This view is supported by the current GTAA Master Plan gate build projections and airline 
passenger-load-factor increases per movement, as presented in their annual reports. 
(Appendix 7-D)


Conclusion: A Pickering airport may never be contractually or financially viable. (Appendix 7-G) 




Oshawa Airport an Economic Driver? 

On March 28, 2022, Oshawa Council considered its airport’s future in two reports: From the 
Development Service Committee (DSC) meeting of Mar. 7, 2022, the report DS-22-64 (pp. 
83-91) — Re amending 1997 Operating and Option Agreement for the Oshawa Executive 
Airport (Appendix 8) and the report DS-22-67 — Proposed Noise Abatement Procedures for 
the Oshawa Executive Airport. (Appendices 8 and 10)   

Oshawa forwarded both reports to the Minister of Transport with requests for changes to the 
1997 Oshawa Operating and Options Agreement (the Transport Canada—Oshawa legal 
agreement). Both reports reference an impending Pickering Airport build, as does the 1997 
Oshawa Operating and Options Agreement itself. Both Oshawa and Durham have stated, 
without providing supporting evidence, that Toronto International will be at capacity in 2036. 


Report DS-22-64 advised on a continuing and increasing – and previously undisclosed – 
airport debt of about $10 million, and seeks to (1) open the agreement, (2) amend the 
agreement by 14 years to obtain an earlier termination date, and (3) enable the sale of some 
airport lands now. (Once permitted, the selling of land will likely continue, as the proceeds from 
the sales will help to pay down operating deficits that are a product of mismanagement.) 
(Appendix 9)


Report DS-22-67 engages in and details a process, required by Transport Canada, to attempt 
to legalize and enforce Oshawa Council’s wishes for new (and unprecedented) restricted hours 
of operation at Oshawa Airport to reduce noise although there is video evidence that the 
community had been aware ahead of time that 100,000 training movements would be part of 
Oshawa airport’s decision to be a base for a flying school. (Appendices 9 and 14) 


This is an extensive arbitration process, which has been undertaken by an approved aviation 
specialist who in this case is young and clearly inexperienced, per his resume, which 
demonstrates to me that he will be overwhelmed by Oshawa senior staff.


“Noise” is a value legally defined by the Government of Canada and the Government of 
Ontario. Based on that legal definition, there is no “noise” at Oshawa Airport and no sound 
that exceeds that which Highway 401 delivers 24/7 on a 1-mile swath across Durham.1


Toronto Pearson receives 363 noise complaints per 1000 movements.2   Oshawa gets 3 per 
1000,3 and note that the noise contours of the flight school are inside the airport boundary. 
(Appendix 10)


The bulk of the operational restrictions Oshawa seeks are extraordinary in nature and are 
unprecedented in the industry. (Appendix 10)


The two Oshawa documents clearly indicate a lack of due diligence by the city. Such failures 
can result in an airport’s loss of viability, a lack of regional growth, loss of ownership of the 
airport as outlined in the 1997 Operating and Option Agreement for the Oshawa Executive 
Airport, or Oshawa Airport’s premature closure. Oshawa Airport is specifically named in the 
GTAA’s Ground Lease as being outside the GTAA/Transport Canada legal agreement 
restrictions within Article 44. (Appendix 1) If Oshawa fails to operate its airport according to the 
1997 agreement, Transport Canada can resume airport operation. (Appendix 11)

 




Summary  

The Minister of Transport cannot go forward with Pickering, by contract as long as Toronto 
Pearson is “meeting all capacity and demand requirements.” See Article 44, GTAA/TC Ground 
Lease. No capacity constraint is anticipated at Toronto International in the foreseeable future; 
therefore, there is no business case for Pickering. 


Durham Council has been misled regarding Toronto International Airport capacity by the GTAA, 
Transport Canada, and various “experts.” 


The Minister of Transport cannot approve noise regulations in Oshawa. There is no airport 
noise at Oshawa by definition. 


Oshawa Airport’s business plan increasingly fails, due to mismanagement and a lack of 
expertise. 


Recommendations 


If Durham Regional Council truly believes in the benefits of airports as growth drivers, Council 
should assume some measure of control and immediately intervene with the Minister of 
Transport to request that he incorporate the Oshawa Airport into the National Airport System 
and lease it under a long-term contract to a viable professional entity. Can he do that? Yes, he 
can. (Appendix 11) 


Durham Council should call the GTAA to account. Council has the most expedient means of 
doing so. (Appendix 15) 


Notes:

1. Aercoustics Engineering Ltd.: Durham Live Tourist Destination – City of Pickering Ref. A 
03/14, Environmental Noise Feasibility Study, May 29, 2014. https://www.pickering.ca/en/city-
hall/resources/A0314_NoiseStudy_May2014.pdf

2. Government of Canada, Honourable Judy A. Sgro, Chair: Assessing the Impact of Aircraft 
Noise in the Vicinity of Major Canadian Airports: Report of the Standing Committee on 
Transport, Infrastructure and Communities, March 2019. https://www.ourcommons.ca/Content/
Committee/421/TRAN/Reports/RP10366059/tranrp28/tranrp28-e.pdf.

3. HM Aero Aviation Consulting: Oshawa Executive Airport: Proposed Noise Abatement 
Procedures – Public Consultation Materials, Final Report, September 27, 2021 (p. 10)  https://
www.oshawa.ca/en/transportation-parking/resources/Documents/CYOO---Public-
Consultation-Materials---2021.09.27---Final-Report.pdf
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Appendix 1: GTAA Ground Lease, Article 44  

Note:  This article is common to all national airports in Canada.


Note


“Will not”


Note

“or Oshawa”


https://

cdn.torontopearson.com/-/media/project/pearson/content/corporate/who-we-are/pdfs/
publications/ground-lease.pdf?
modified=20190508161505&rev=e96ec6f4cf27475188e030b52c485d15&hash=BA88E2D6D0C
D7CC2AC30E4AFC856CA00  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Appendix 2: Toronto Pearson International Airport Master Plan, 2017–2037  

Regarding potential for 6th runway (p41):


Note








https://cdn.torontopearson.com/-/media/project/pearson/content/corporate/who-we-are/pdfs/
publications/master-plan-min.pdf?
modified=20190328155402&rev=c2de3cc7194a49b1a19952393726ccc6&hash=455F8523173
448C394644FC1686BB011
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Appendix 3: Response by the Minister of Transport, April 12, 2021  

Minister Omar Alghabra’s response to a petition presented to the House of Commons:


Note





https://petitions.ourcommons.ca/en/Petition/Details?Petition=432-00562  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https://petitions.ourcommons.ca/en/Petition/Details?Petition=432-00562


Appendix 4: GTAA Master Plan, 2008-2030  

(Ch.15 p.15.1


Pertinent 
section 
highlighted


/Users ivanbattye/
Desktop/various home pages /oshawa web/usedinwebpresentation/gtaa 2008 master plan


CONT 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(Appendix 4: GTAA Master Plan, 2008-2030, cont’d) 


Excerpt from the Synopsis on the previous page (critical details in bold) 


“the five-runway system has a practical capacity of approximately 520,000 aircraft 
movements and a maximum capacity of 610,000 aircraft movements per annum.  Air traffic 
demand forecasts for Toronto Pearson suggest that the practical capacity of the five-runway 
system will be reached by approximately 2013, while its maximum capacity with significant 
levels of airside congestion and delay will be reached by about 2019. 


The practical capacity of the six- runway system has been calculated to be approximately 
580,000 aircraft movements and the maximum capacity has been calculated to be 680,000 
aircraft movements per annum. Current traffic forecasts suggest that the practical and 
maximum capacities of the six-runway system will be reached by 2017 and 2023 
respectively.”


Comment 1 

Stated otherwise:

“In 5 years a 10 year window will occur starting in 2013 that concludes in 2023.” 


And 


Sequentially the following must take place before reaching the airport CAPACITY limit:

a) Practical capacity for the 5 runway system [being 85% of max. capacity].  
b) Construction and completion of the 6th runway taking ~5 years.  
c) Maximum capacity of the 5th runway, [assumed an innocuous event].  
d) Practical capacity of the 6th runway; and  
e) 6th runway maximum capacity and Maximum Capacity of the airport. [the  
only event that can contractually trigger Pickering]  

Comment 1 


It is wrong the error is extreme

Toronto never attained this 520,000 number in the next 10 years.


The calculation that generated these numbers can be found in GTAA’s Master plan Chapter 5 
page 11 below


Cont’d 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(Appendix 4: GTAA Master Plan, 2008-2030, cont’d) 

(CH. 5,p.5.11


Calculations for 
the 5-runway 
system








Comment 

Please see Appendix 7 for explanations of the errors on this page.


Cont’d
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(Appendix 4: GTAA Master Plan, 2008-2030, cont’d) 


(Ch.5, p.5-18


Calculations for 
the 6th runway 
system





Comment 

Please see Appendix 7 for explanations of the errors on this page.
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Appendix 5: Needs Assessment Study: Pickering Lands, 2010  



A copy can be provided on request


Excerpts 

“1.1 Study Background 

In 2005, Transport Canada completed a 
preliminary due diligence review of the 
previous studies, and identified the need 
for some additional work to determine 
whether there is a future need for an 
airport on the Pickering lands, and if so 
the timing required for development. 


Accordingly, in the fall of 2005, the Minister of Transport announced that Transport Canada 
would: 


1. Coordinate further study regarding whether the airports serving the Greater Golden 
Horseshoe (GGH) area have the capacity to accommodate future air traffic demand. 


2. Conduct a comprehensive due diligence review to determine the next steps for the 
Pickering lands.


As a significant part of the first item, Transport Canada retained the GTAA to undertake the 
Needs Assessment Study - Pickering Lands. This document is the report associated with the 
Needs Assessment Study.”……Ch. 1, Page 1 of 8 


Comment 

See NASPL chapter 4: Person average hourly capacity calculations and conclusions are 
identical for 5 and 6 runway configurations and those presented in ch 5(pp5.11 and 5.18 of the 
GTAA’s 2008 Master Plan.       above.

These capacity calculation errors are identical, large, and coordinated.  
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Appendix 6: Pickering Lands Aviation Sector Analysis:  
Supply and Demand Report, 2016  

(Copy available on request.) 



Excerpts (bold added) 

Executive summary,  p.2, par 1:


“This Supply and Demand Report ….. presents an up-to-date 
projection as to whether aviation capacity constraints will trigger the 
need for an additional airport in the southern Ontario airport system 
within the next 20 years.” 


Section  7.3.1 Selected Airfield Capacity Model, p. 105(121):  


“The Prototype Airfield Capacity Model (PACM) was utilized in the 
determination of airfield capacity at each airport within the southern 
Ontario airports system (except Toronto Pearson where capacity values were provided by 
the GTAA and validated by the project team)” …


“The model is not meant to replace detailed capacity analysis which often utilizes programs 
such as the FAA Airport and Airspace Simulation Model (SIMMOD) or the FAA Airfield Delay 
Simulation Model (ADSIM).”


Section 7.4.1.2 Airfield, p. 113(130)


“Currently at Toronto Pearson, the GTAA applies an hourly cap of 90 movements in planning 
its operations. Accordingly, under Base Condition and Condition A, the cap of 90 movements 
has been used as the hourly practical runway movement capacity for Toronto Pearson as this 
reflects current practices."


and on p.114(131):


“Future airfield capacity is constrained by the current runway system. There are no firm plans 
for adding an additional east-west parallel runway.” 

Comment 
Why (financially) plan, it is not needed… “Future airfield capacity is constrained”. True …But 
when?


To repeat from A 2 above GTAA MASTER PLAN  2017-2037 page 41


“a sixth runway is not needed to meet growth through 2037. However, we will continue to 
protect the necessary land and zoning, as detailed in our Land Use Plan. Demand is 
indeed growing, and we expect that additional airside capacity will be required at some 
point.” 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Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity”  

Toronto Capacity was explicitly determined and defined in the GTAA 20 year plan of 2008-2030 
Chapter 15 Pg. 15.1 Synopsis;  And, It said in summary as explained above:


“In 5 years a 10 year window will occur starting in 2013 that concludes in 2023.” 

Year 2013 has long passed;  Both GTAA and Transport Canada  (KPMG) were forced undertake 
an update.


• There were no runway configuration changes; the 6th was never built.

• The capacity calculations had to be “reconfigured”.

• GTAA 2017, p. 41, stated “The analysis presented in this chapter suggests that our current 

five-runway airside system will accommodate projected traffic increases within the 
[2017-2037] timeframe of this Master Plan.”


• KPMG 2016, p.128 stated (bold added)  “Future airfield capacity is constrained by the 
current runway system.” Transport Canada limited KPMG to a 20-year forecast horizon 
(2016-2036), a period when the GTAA calculates a 5-runway system will have sufficient 
practical capacity. The GTAA’s potential need to build a 6th runway sometime after 2037 
was beyond KPMG’s planning horizon.  

Neither study plans a sixth runway, which would take 3-5 years to build. 


IF: A 5 year lead time has gone to a 30 year lead time at a minimum per the 2017 Master Plan, 
THEN: The  10 year window also expands. 

IF      5 becomes 30 = year 2043 
then  10 becomes 60 = year 2103 

And that is conservative. It is also challenging to comprehend. The level of error is extreme. 
Is it true?. It is.  We know that.  Why have the projections of both TC and GTAA been so poor? 

The following pages reveal the fundamental errors and miscalculations regarding capacity.


Cont’d 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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity,” cont’d)


A GTAA forecasts 




The GTAA’s 2008 Master Plan forecasted 555,000 itinerant aircraft movements in 2015. The 
actual number of movements from 2015 annual reports: 444,000. 
This is a forecasting error on the order of 20%. Why the overestimated growth


B The calculations of Average Hourly Capacity , 


Practical Capacity and Maximum Capacity are low, in both GTAA Master plans, as well as in 
NASPL , and KPMG. See appendices 5 & 6  above.


In the GTAA’s 2008 Master plan (p. 5.11) or a 5 runway airport  we see (bold added):


“Toronto Pearson’s average hourly airside capacity can be calculated as follows: 

(79% x 126) + (14% x 108) + (6% x 75) + (1% x 30) = 119 aircraft movements / hour.” .


The explanation for this calculation is on p.5.9 of the Master plan


“…this type of [E/W runway] operation has an absolute capacity of approximately 126 aircraft 
movements per hour, including 56 operations on Runway 05-23 and 70 operations on the 
closely spaced parallel runways, Runways 06-24R and 06R-24L.”


Cont’d 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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity,” cont’d) 


Additionally the GTAA 2008 Master P (p. 5.18)l tells us (bold added):


“Applying the hourly capacities associated with the simultaneous operation of the four 
east/west runways, Toronto Pearson’s average hourly airside capacity for the six 
runway system would be calculated as follows: 

(79% x 140) + (14% x 120) + (6% x 75) + (1% x 30) = 132 aircraft movements per hour” 

In 2017 this GTAA calculation for the 5 runway calculation remained the same (see 2017 GTAA 
Master Plan, pp.46-49. A great deal of effort was expended to hide the fact that numbers were 
unchanged, the report saying:


These capacity values reflect operations under instrument meteorological conditions 
(IMC). 

and later saying: 

Weather data suggests that we should be able to count on this capacity approximately 
93 per cent of the time.  


This latter is a misstatement.  From the formulae  visual meteorological conditions (VMC) 
weather exists 85% (79+6) of the time. IMC exists only 14% of the time.


More significantly, on Page 47 of the 2017 Master plan we find (bold added):


“Our analysis of recent data indicates that the capacity of the north/south runways is 
nearly 90 aircraft movements per hour under visual meteorological conditions (VMC), 
which are typical when the north/south runways are in use.” 

This capability upgrade from 75  ( see GTAA 2008 master Plan, p. 5.11) was not addressed in 
GTAA’s airport runway capacity calculations. KPMG basically agreed with the 2017 GTAA 
Master Plan, calculating N/S runway capacity at 86 movements per hr.( see 2016 KPMG 
Supply and demand report, section 7.4.1.2, p.113, line 11.


Given the increased N/S runway capacity, GTAA should have recalculated the average hourly 
airport capacity as follows:  


5 runway 
(0.79 x(56+84))+(.14x(48+72)) +(.06x90)+(.01x30) = 133.1... 


6 runway 
( 0.79 x(84+84))+(.14x(72+72)) +(.06x90)+(.01x30) = 158.58... 


This was not done. The numbers presented were deliberately low.
Cont’d . 
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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity,” cont’d) 


RE the average hourly capacity numbers on the previous page: Inherent with in them the reader 
should understand that on a sunny summer day with light winds, the airport’s hourly capacity is 
56+84 = 140  and for the sixth runway is 84+84 = 168 and that most certainly, by the time the 
6th runway arrives, numbers will exceed 90+90 =180 per hour.


Excerpt 

From Toronto Pearson Airport Master Plan,2017-2037 (p. 37-38)


Peak-Day Profiles 
As a complement to our peak-hour forecasts, we also model typical busy days. Peak-
day profiles enable us to track growth in passenger traffic during the shoulder periods 
around peak hours and generally help to contextualize peaks within the normal 
fluctuations of airport traffic. Limits noted in Figure 5-8 are indicative of demand 
management associated with aircraft movement activity. 




The use of planning numbers of 90 by KPMG and 90 and 108 by GTAA were deliberately too 
low and, therefore, false.


Cont’d 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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity,” cont’d) 


C Benchmark Daily and Annual Numbers Updated 

From 2017 GTAA Master Plan, p.137 (bold added):


 Night Flight Restriction Program. Transport Canada restricts flights to and from Toronto 
Pearson between 12:30 a.m. and 6:30 a.m. Under the Night Flight Budget system, 
which aims to limit nighttime noise, only about 3 per cent of [daily] landings and 
departures take place during restricted hours.”   .  

(Note that KPMG ignore nighttime air traffic I  their report.)


Using the latest average hourly airside capacity data, Toronto Pearson’s correct annual 
and daily capacity is calculated using the following formula:


Average Hrly X 18 Hrs /day X 1.03 nite Hrs X 365 d /yr


5 runway system: 
133.1 X18X 365 X1.03=900,701 annual or 2468 daily movements


6 runway system: 
158.6 X18X 365 X1.03=1,073,127 annual or 2940 daily movements


Compare the 5-runway annual capacity calculation above to:


• The GTAA 2017-2037  Master plan. (p. 49), which claim (bold added) a “maximum 
annual airside capacity of 650,000 aircraft movements”. They use a 95th percentile vs 
the standard 85th  percentile.


•
• KPMG’s report (see next page)  which is charted in Table 7.1 (p.115) an annually 

Practical throughput  622,000 aircraft movements.


Comments  

Given that the GTAA is forecasting that a 6th runway won't be needed until sometime after 
2037 -- beyond the planning horizon of both studies -- annual capacities for a 6th runway were 
not calculated.  

At its busiest, Toronto Pearson is operating at below 50% of its capacity. 

Cont’d.  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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity,” cont’d) 


From KPMG: Supply and Demand report, 2016 (p. 115(131) 




Comment  

My view: Because KPMG deliberately uses low hourly practical aircraft movement data, 
ignores nighttime air traffic, and states that Pearson operates 320 days/year when everyone 
knows that Toronto's airport is a 24 /7 operation, these facts render the complete report 
useless ... full stop. 
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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity,” cont’d) 


D Gate Build Numbers. What do they tell us? 

What does Toronto believe? See the GTAA’s 2017 Master Plan (p. 38-39):


“Apron and aircraft parking areas are designed based on peak occupancy, also known 
as peak stand demand.” 
“We’re also continually adapting and enhancing ground operations to better meet peak-
hour demand throughout our facilities.” 

Comments 

The 2017 GTAA Master Plan (p. 41 paragraph 4) reads as follows:


“The analysis presented in this chapter suggests that our current five-runway airside system 
will accommodate projected traffic increases within the timeframe of this Master Plan;”

The 2018 GTAA annual report (p.F5)  reads as follows:


Annual Movements 465,000 (precisely 465.4 in thousands ) 


If 92 gates in 2017= 465,000 movements what does 151 gates equal?    Answer  763,207 

What is their real estimate of 5 runway practical capacity?


We said in this appendix, p.14: max. capacity 900,701  and taken at 15% reduction  (X .85),  
practical capacity =765,596


This is virtually the same as the preceding answer and is no coincidence. 
Cont’d 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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity,” cont’d) 


Big Question 

Using the GTAA's data from its 2017 Master Plan, the calculated correct practical 
capacity of Pearson airport is 765,596 aircraft movements per year. 


So why does the GTAA falsely state a 650,000 maximum capacity on p. 49 in the 
same Plan?  

Cont’d. 

17



(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity”, cont’d) 


E. Why does GTAA consistently over state growth)? 

This is best said in their own words. Sources: Nov. 8, 2017, 
Regional Council minutes (p. 5 of 21)  and associated GTAA 
presentation titled “Toronto Pearson Canada’s Gateway.”


This is the document, provided by Hillary Marshall, GTAA.

There are 2 pages of interest.





This is from p. 4. It graphs Population and Aircraft movements. They conclude they are co-
incident to 2037.  The point of “When do we get Pickering” is not just “airport CAPACITY”. It is 
also about  the rate of growth of aircraft movements and has nothing to do with population 
growth, as is so often relied upon.


To best understand, here is a good basic analogy: 

You are Durham Commissioner and you want reliable bus transportation to the Toronto Airport. 
You buy 100 buses and contract an operator. He pays you a monthly fee for the buses. He 
operates “Airport to Durham” in what is called a “wet operation.” He staffs, maintains, and 
collects fares. After 10 years all is good all are happy, your busses are paid off. 


Cont’d 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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity”, cont’d) 


Durham initiates a large housing project and you advise the operator that in the next year your 
population will double. What do you both do? Scenario #1 double your buses? Or Scenario #2: 
buy 100 double decker busses?


In the aviation business, the GTAA call this #2 Scenario “aircraft up-gauging.”


Originally the GTAA thought there was zero up-gauging, in which case the passengers per 
aircraft remains the same, as in Scenario #1, and movements directly responded to population 
growth (see Needs Assessment Study Pickering Lands (NASPL), section 4.4.5. This proved not 
to be the case. Scenario #2 is the reality.


If passengers numbers per passenger aircraft increase in lockstep with population 
growth, then aircraft movements remain static, and Pickering never happens. 
And the Blue line on slide above is horizontal. And the slide is false.


Now let’s look at p. 8 Pearson’s presentation:


For comments on this slide, see next page. 
Cont’d 
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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity”, cont’d) 


Third line of Pearson’s slide:  
2016-2037 indicates passenger loads increase from 
106 to 140. Passengers /passenger aircraft 
movement.  

Input to a compound calculator= over 20 years 
1.4%. 



Bottom Line re Pearsons slide:   Both line 2 and 
line 3 of the slide above cannot be true in a stated 
population growth of 1.43 %.


P.S. the growth rate in 20 years on 456,000-632,000 
is 1.645% 

https://www.thecalculatorsite.com/finance/calculators/compoundinterestcalculator.php


F. Question: What is really happening? (seeGTAA’s 2015 Annual Report, p. f4) 

 

Cont’d 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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity”, cont’d) 


From 2018 GTAA Annual Report, p. f6:


NOTE: 
load factors: 81.5 per cent in 2014 to 82.0 per cent in 2015 for a  a year-over-year absolute growth in the average 
load factor of 0.4 per cent.

Load factor increases  81.8 in 2016;  82.6 in 2017;   83.4 in 2018    Pg f5


Without consideration of the load factor increases from 
81.5-83.4 that average ~0.4% per year these charts provide 
a conservative compound increase of 111-136 or 2.57% 
annually viewed over 8 years.


This would indicate stagnant movement growth rates.


Various GTAA annual reports section f show:

1997 …..395,292

2011 …..428,477

2018 …..473,000  total movements).


This delivers a  0.855%  over a long term compounded 
increase in total movements





Cont’d 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(Appendix 7: Where the Error Lies: The Math of “Capacity”, cont’d) 


G. Summary of Capacity Errors identified on pp.9-20-21 of This Appendix 


(Errors made by both Transport Canada and GTAA)Both TC and GTAA)


1. In 2008, the GTAA over-estimated movement growth-rate forecasts by 20%.


2. In 2008, the GTAA reasonably calculated and explained average hourly movements. 


3. In 2011, in GTAA’s Needs Assessment Report to Transport Canada (NASPL) aircraft 
capacity growth-rates (seats per movement) were discounted (forecast as zero) in 2011. 
Neither GTAA nor TC appear to understand what is occurring.


4. Annual airport capacities were intentionally under-calculated by bothTC and GTAA in 2008 
by 25% for both 5 and 6 runways. Both parties knew then to be false in 2011.


5. KPMG is requested to recalculate airport capacities but do not do so. They simply accept a 
GTAA planning number as capacity in 2016. TC endorse the report Feb.2020.


6. The GTAA falsify their 2017 capacity calculations, failing to include their new capabilities for 
average hourly movements, as outlined on pp.46-49 of their 2017 Master Plan.


7. Annual movement capacities although revised, were intentionally under-calculated again  in 
2016-2017 by both parties.


8. GTAA’s gate planning numbers clearly show the false airport movement forecasts.


9. Information provided in annual GTAA reports to Durham Region contains consistently false 
data and conclusions. e.g., see Appendix 7.p19 above and pp. 31-33 following.


10. Historical Aircraft load factors indicate they are increasing faster than GTAA/TC’s go to 
population growth model. This airport growth model is false. GTAA fail to adequately report 
this, as is required by the GTAA Ground lease para. 9.01.07.


11. Price Waterhouse Coopers and KPMG, contractors to GTAA, fail to understand the full 
scope of their duties and fail to diligently report to the “Landlord” (Minister of Transport, 
Canada) as required by GTAA Ground lease Article /Section 9.02 within their 5 year 
recurring Performance Reviews of the GTAA. See Appendix 1 above for link to full 
document.
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Appendix 8: Report DS-22-64: Re amending 1997 Operating and Option 
Agreement for the Oshawa Executive Airport  

Report DS-22-64 to Oshawa Development Service Committee meeting of March 7, 2022. 
 Mar 7 DSC see pp.83-91. https://calendar.oshawa.ca/meetings/Detail/2022-03-07-1330-Development-
Services-Committee-Meeting2/930afb7e-2b8f-4da9-b1f7-aefb01503bf8


Excerpts (bold added) 

Para 2.1

“Transport Canada be requested to amend the 1997 Operating and Option Agreement for the 
Oshawa Executive Airport to remove said lands from the area subject to the agreement.”


Para 5.1

“significant concerns with airport noise” 

Para 5.3

“formally requesting the removal of the South Field and East Airport Accessible Trail lands from 
the agreement on the basis that the City’s financial contribution to the Airport operating 
budget totalling $2.2 million and the City’s financial contribution to the Airport capital budget 
totalling $7.5 million over the 2017-2021”


Comments 

• Total deficit 9.7 million being 2.2 operating and 7.5 million capital. 
• Not previously reported, although requested multiple times over the years at airport  

meetings and directly from S. Wilcox, airport manager; Mayor Carter; and  via the 
Oshawa Board of Trade.

Para 5.4

“Federal Government be requested to implement a number of amendments to the 1997 
Agreement.” 

“The City should request an increase in the percentage of the proceeds to which it is entitled 
under the 1997 Agreement for the period between 2033 and 2047 as set out above.”


“…uncertainty associated with Pickering – the City runs the risk of making an investment 
only to lose it in the event that the Federal Government opens Pickering and Oshawa’s Airport 
becomes redundant.


Comments 

• An increase in the percentage of the proceeds actually translates into a 14-year 
reduction shortening of the Agreement, from 2047 to 2033.


• Commissioner Munro has claimed that Pickering will open in 2033 and 2036.


• He repeats Durham Region’s  incorrect assumption of Toronto capacity.
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Appendix 9: Oshawa Airport Business Plan, 2015-2019  

Excerpts (pp. 73, 76) 






(Document no longer on the web but available on request. The 2008 Plan is available.) 


Cont’d 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Excerpts:-  Oshawa Airport Business Plan 2015-2019. Cont.


Excerpt 

March 2014 from 

WSP Canada Inc. 311 Goderich Street P.O. Box 1600 Port Elgin, Ontario, Canada N0H 2C0 Tel: 
519-389-4343 x 233 Fax: 519-389-4728 www.wspgroup.co

As part of  Oshawa Airport Business Plan 2015-2019


Comment 


This is the source document for the material on the preceding page. ON TIME and ON Budget 
it was not. The debt far exceeds the budget and the deficit of $10 M. 
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Appendix 10: Report DS-22-67: Proposed Noise Abatement Procedures for the 
Oshawa Executive Airport  

Report DS-22-67 to Development Service Committee meeting of March 7, 2022 (p. 204) 

https://pub-oshawa.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=8312

Excerpt 

Cont’d 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(Appendix 10: Report DS-22-67: Proposed Noise Abatement Procedures for the 
Oshawa Executive Airport. Cont’d) 

Comments 

1. Other than Items # 2, 4, and 5 above, Oshawa had no agreement with the aviation 
community.


2. Appendix A, of DS-22-67 Implementation process (found on p.194, items 4-11) reveals the 
consequences of failures of aviation consensus. See: Proposed Noise Abatement 
Procedures for the Oshawa Executive Airport. pp. 175-241. 


3. No documentation of the objections was included within this report DS-22-67.The 
objections are significant. The report is incomplete without them, particularly in light of the 
comments provided by Transport Canada staff. Transport Canada will be making the 
preliminary recommendations.

4. No other aviation professional group agreed with Oshawa’s recommendations, other 
than #s 2, 4, and 5. 

Further, within the documentation and discussion, no other airport was provided as an 
example of a full hard nighttime closure. All examples that were provided have a permission 
system whereby the airport manager can waive the closure due to unusual circumstances. 
Oshawa intends to provide no relief. 

I suggest that the Minister would not accept this responsibility, now or in the future. Given this 
report, I suggest he would be loath to assign that duty to this Oshawa airport manager. Oshawa 
deals with pilots of reduced experience and aircraft cannot stop in the air.  

Cont’d 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(Appendix 10: Report DS-22-67: Proposed Noise Abatement Procedures for the 
Oshawa Executive Airport. Cont’d) 


5.    Acoustic report Project21325.00 Oshawa Airport Canadian Flight Academy for Weintraug 
Erskine Huang LLP Toronto by Nicholas Sylvestre-Williams, M.ENG., P ENG. Nov 16 2021  was 
not included or provided for this public discussion.


Excerpt/ Comment 
The flight school NEF contours remain on the airport property.
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Appendix 11: 1997 Operating and Option Agreement  
for the Oshawa Executive Airport  

Excerpts 

“THIS AGREEMENT made as of the 21st day of March, 1997”

https://www.oshawa.ca/en/transportation-parking/resources/Documents/Oshawa-Operating-
Options-Agreement.pdf


2.01.01  The Airport Operator undertakes, …..to continuously, actively, diligently and carefully 
manage, operate. and maintain the Airport, as an Aerodrome open to the public, in accordance 
with this Agreement and the Aeronautics Act, R.S.C. 1985, c, A-2. and Regulations made 
thereunder.


2.01.02

c)…the Airport Operator shall remain liable to Her MaJesty in respect of its obligations 
hereunder.


2.01.05   Notwithstanding any provision contained in this agreement… the Airport Operator 
shall not enter into any … agreements that have a term exceeding twenty years in total 
including options to renew or extensions, without the prior written consent of Her Majesty, 
which may be unreasonably withheld.


3.02.03.   If the Airport Operator wishes to cease Airport Operations for any reason other than 
the Decision to Open the Pickering Airport or the actual opening of the Pickering Airport, then 
the Airport Operator may sell the Airport Assets (the ''Regular Sale”) in accordance with the 
provisions herein and allocate the proceeds of sale in accordance with the provisions of 
subsection 3 07 or the Airport Operator may request that Her Majesty exercise her Option to 
Purchase provided it first gives notice.


3.02.04.  :……if the Airport Operator is in default … then Her Majesty may exercise Her Option 
to Purchase. 


3.03.01.  If the Airport Operator gives Notice… to cease Airport Operations, Her Majesty shall 
have an Option lo Purchase …In accordance with Schedule “B. 


Schedule A

Legal Descrlptlon of Airport Lands …


Schedule B

4.01.01.  If … the Airport Operator no longer intends to continuously actively and diligently 
manage operate and maintain on the Airport Lands a certified airport, (registered aerodrome) 
open to the public, the Airport Operator shall give Notice to the Minister in accordance with …
3.02.01 of this Agreement. 


Cont’d 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(Appendix 11: 1997 Operating and Option Agreement 

for the Oshawa Executive Airport, cont’d) 


Excerpt 

Schedule C  (p. 31)




Mar. 1997-2023=26 years

=~ 12% maybe


Does Oshawa own the airport?  No it does not.


https://www.oshawa.ca/en/transportation-parking/resources/Documents/Oshawa-
Operating-Options-Agreement.pdf


Cont’d
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Appendix 12: Enhanced index Durham GTAA meetings request # 2022-010


Nov. 8, 2017: Rep. H. Marshall advises Council that the GTAA “protects the 6th runway.” 

Cont’d 
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(Appendix 12: Enhanced index Durham GTAA meetings request # 2022-010, cont’d) 


June 4, 2019: GTAA’s rep. Johan van ’t Hof advises Council: “no plans for new runways” 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Appendix 13: Video Clips from GTAA 2014/15 AGM, and GTAA Presentations  
to Durham Regional Council, June 6, 2018 and June 4, 2019  

(Selecting the images below will initiate the link to a video recording


#1  GTAA AGM 2014/15 AGM 

Howard Eng GTAA CEO on the timing of 
Pearsons 6th runway( aka 4th E/W runway).


This is a  1min 10 sec extract of an existing 
You Tube video is most important for  
providing an understanding of the future 
capacity issues at Toronto International 
Airport.





#2 GTAA report to Durham Region 
Council, June 6, 2018 

GTAA board member Johan van ’t Hof.  “My 
personal answer…we cannot cope…We…
would have no concerns about an airport 
constructed in Pickering…[outlines various 
types]…Toronto airport is gonna become a 
Heathrow where we’re gonna have to take 
bigger planes, 300 seats, 350 seats, just to 
get the bodies through because our runways 
are limited…so we need other airports…” 




#3 GTAA to Durham Region Council, June 
4, 2019 

Q: “There’s talk of Pearson being built out…
so it’d be, like, room for two more…runways 
so can you kind of confirm that, or…?.


A: [GTAA rep Johan van ’t Hof]:  “No, I can 
confirm…we have no plans for new 
runways.”


Comment 

This directly contradicts the GTAA’s current Master Plan (see Appendix 2). 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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vHIXp2dWiPY
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=29gHClTmOwU
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fuZN2FWTiRc


Appendix 14: Video Clip of Oshawa Council Meeting, June 25, 2012  



# 4 “In June 2012 council decided that it would not proceed with the runway extension 
and that the development of a new Business Plan based on the current runway length be 
undertaken”  (p.16) Oshawa Airport Business Plan 2015-2019. 

The Mayor of Oshawa, John Henry, questioning Doug Thomson, a community representative 
delegation about a conversation they had "on Friday" [presumably June 22, 2012]. 


In this conversation, Mr Thomson recalled that Mr Henry was convinced that the community 
had not realized that they would be inundated with 100,000 training flights a year. Mr Thomson 
replied that he tried to convince the Mayor that "we [the community] do know that, and we are 
aware of it."


That Oshawa Airport Business Plan 2015-2019, now pronounced as “unacceptable” in council, 
outlined (pp.16 and 17) the series of decisions to limit runway length to 4000’ vs the proposed 
5000, to limit scheduled airline operations, (source of federal funding) and to be a flight training 
operation of 100,000 training flights per year.


Oshawa based training flights currently number about 33,000 annual movements. 

(p. 19) Hm Proposed noise Abatement Procedures Public Consultation Materials Final Report 
Sept 27, 2021.


(Copies available on request.)
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c5LTZw0VT1M


Appendix 15: Municipalities Can Make Use of GTAA By-Law No. 2...  
 

….to call GTAA to account..


…and Invite Transport Minister.
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Appendix 16:  Sundry other material 

Some video links


Link 1 you tube video Toronto real Capacity  the math of capacity. Explained 6 min.


Link 2 you tube video Toronto "Capacity" explained. Act 1 a tragedy   early history 11 min.   
  

Toronto "Capacity" terminated. Act 2 v2. Sequence of events 12 min.

Toronto "Capacity" replaced. Act 3 V2   Solution to the issue. 12 min.

There is no rail to Resolute.




CONT’d 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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Yi0FZz5A4z0
https://youtu.be/-TOMHkjWRnA
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dhH98qEPJi4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qp3hlc7dcAY&t=1s


Appendix 16:  Sundry other material cont’d


Toronto layout and the 6th runway GTAA 2008-30  master Plan
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Appendix 16:  Sundry other material  cont’d 


GTAA  2008  Master Plan (p. 5.8) 

38



Appendix 16:  Sundry other material 

GTAA  2008  Master Plan (p. 5.9) 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Appendix 16:  Sundry other material cont’d


GTAA  2008  Master Plan (p. 5.10) 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Appendix 16:  Sundry other material cont’d


A Critical Review of Noise Exposure Forecast (NEF) Contours and the E>cacy as a Tool for 
Land Use Planning   Yue Wu University of Windsor 




There is no noise in Toronto. Contours 25-40.

But superimpose this on Pickering plan…….


End04232022 ib
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https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=9333&context=etd
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=9333&context=etd


https://youtu.be/O3dMbeLph28. …….Video  this report to this point.

Other additional material

GTAA annual report 2008 

https://www.torontopearson.com/-/media/project/pearson/content/corporate/who-we-are/
pdfs/annual-reports/2008-minutes-from-the-airport-min.pdf?modified=20190328154712







 Movement increase 4.6%=
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Auditor report and sign off to annual report
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Page 35  above——

“Total movements in 2008 increased from 2007  by 1.2%, from 425,500 in 2007 to 430,588.”
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Calculation

Forecast 2013-(430,588*1.046=450,395.       Based on Actual # 2008 not 520,000 of the 2008 
master plan 
“The forecast average annual passenger growth rate from 2009 to 2013 is 2.3%. Aircraft movements and 
landed MTOW are expected to grow at a 4.6% and a 4.3% rate, respectively”. p 103.   

NOTE  aircraft movements are not annual” as per remarks a year(2009) later… : as below
“The forecast average annual passenger growth rate from 2010 to 2014 is 3.6%. Aircraft movements are 
expected to grow at an average 3.6% rate over the forecast period while landed MTOW is expected to 
grow by 2.3% over the same period” p107   My red highlighting

Actual numbers c file statistical reviews/Pearson estimates over time

2013 431,300.  About  19,000 short ~ growth~ 0.2% 

2014 433,000

2015.  444,000

2016.   456,400

2017.  465.4T

2018…473.T

2019 452.8T

2020. 174.4

2021 173.0


There is a need to request that GTAA amend reporting  ….return to providing Movement 
forecast and delivering the results of previous forecast and  differences analysis. 
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Responsibility  
As per GTAA ground lease … section 9. And is the legalized version in contract of the PAP.. 
PWC. Section 9 had this additional duty. 
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Who is/was the entity responsible for these reviews/reports to the minister?


Has anyone within Durham staff ever commented on the discrepancy between the 2008 master plan and the annual 
report of the same year. 


RE:  9.02.05 did you ever receive  such a report. 

Were you advised of this discrepancy  noted above and if so what were the findings of  any “issues” report in 
accordance with  9.02.06. and or 9.02.08 or 9.02.09.

And 

Will you provide a copy of any such documents?

I have read the Summaries of the last 20 years and there. Is no mention of these dual forecasts.

What are we talking about here?

 Past  Performance review dates 
Nov 15 2001 deloitte unsigned

October 2006 PWC

July 2011 PWC 
Sept 2016 PWC. Unsigned

Nov 26 2021 KPMG Partner and Managing Director, KPMG Corporate Finance Inc. 
rsimm@kpmg.ca Richard Simm 416-777-8437 
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Minister Transport 
Canada

Issues arising requires 
a Interim report

Public gets summary 
only

ANY Nominator



Ground lease… actions required of corporation and auditor above and beyond requirements of 
the Not for profit corporations act
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 KPMG liability search. P 367,p239, p019


KPMG and WSP’s procedures consisted solely of inquiry, comparison and analysis of 
identified and provided information and relevant information from third-party sources. 
The team relied on information provided by project participants without verification or 
audit. The information contained in this document does not constitute an audit. 
Accordingly, KPMG and WSP do not express an opinion on such matters. 

This document should be considered in its entirety, and in conjunction with the other 
three reports that comprise the Pickering Lands Aviation Sector Analysis. These reports 
provided many of the assumptions upon which the analysis contained in this report is 
based. Selection of, or reliance on, specific portions of this document could result in the 
misinterpretation of comments and analysis provided. KPMG and WSP will not 
assume any liability in connection with the reliance by any third party on this 
document. 

KPMG and WSP reserve the right, but will be under no obligation, to review all 
findings, conclusions and calculations included or referred to herein and, if KPMG and 
WSP consider it necessary, to revise the findings, conclusions and calculations in light 
of any information that becomes known to KPMG and WSP after the date of this 
document. 
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Durham white paper. https://www.durham.ca/en/discovering-durham/resources/Documents/
RPT-V3.0a-2018-05-29-Pickering-Airport-Study-60562615_Final.pdf


Info report#2018-
INFO-97

June 1 2018

Prepared by: 

AECOM Canada Ltd. 
300 Water Street 
Whitby, ON L1N 9J2 
Canada  

T: 905 668 9363 F: 
905 668 0221 
www.aecom.com  

Date: May 30, 2018 
Project #: 60562615  

Slide


Text
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Durham white paper June1 2018. 

“7. Conclusion and Next Steps 

• 7.1  The GTA is among the fastest growing large metropolitan regions in North America, 
yet its airport network is underdeveloped. The federal government should commit to 
proceeding with an airport in Pickering, based on all of the past and ongoing studies that 
have identified the need for an airport. A sustainable and innovative airport development 
in Pickering would provide the required additional capacity within close proximity to 
downtown Toronto and dramatically improve global connectivity of the GTA east. “ 

Delivered 6 months after GTAA 2017 master plan and 3 weeks after  gtaa 2017 annual report.. it 
was out of date on delivery. 

Signed by

Angela Gibson  Director, Corporate Policy and Strategic Initiatives 
Garry H. Cubitt, M.S.W. Chief Administrative Officer 
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From: Ivan Battye
Subject: Re: Aviation in Southern Ontario/Pickering/Oshawa

Date: November 25, 2022 at 10:55 AM
To: OMAR ALGHABRA omar.alghabra@parl.gc.ca, francois-philippe.champagne@parl.gc.ca, marco.mendicino@parl.gc.ca,

infomedia@oag-bvg.gc.ca
Cc: Ryan Turnbull, MP Ryan.Turnbull@parl.gc.ca

Dear Sirs and madam
Yesterday I sent two letters to you.
The original email was a single letter with a large attachment.
That document caused failures of transmission. Apparently due to size.
In resurrecting the two letters the covering letter reverted to a draft. My mistake..
Please find below the correct letter.
The second email with the attachments is unchanged.
I apologize for the inconvenience
Sincerely,
Ivan Battye

November 24, 2022
The Honourable Omar Alghabra Minister of Transport House of Commons
Ottawa, Ontario Canada K1A 0A6 omar.alghabra@parl.gc.ca Telephone: 613-992-1301

The Honourable Francois-Philippe Champagne 
Minister of Innovation, Science and Economic Development House of Commons
Ottawa, Ontario Canada K1A 0A6 francois-philippe.champagne@parl.gc.ca Telephone: 613-995-4895

The Honourable Marco Mendicino 
Minister of Public Safety House of Commons
Ottawa, Ontario Canada K1A 0A6 marco.mendicino@parl.gc.ca Telephone: 613-992-6361

Karen Hogan, FCPA, FCA  Office of Auditor General of Canada
240 Sparks Street Ottawa, Ontario Canada K1A 0G6 infomedia@oag-bvg.gc.ca 613-954-8042

Dear Sirs and Madam:

Re: The ongoing critical issue of GTAA/Pickering. I am including the other Ministers as above. The issues are historical, 
recurring, and increasing in magnitude.

This is my fourth letter to your office on the subject. The last letter, Feb 20,2018, included Minister Bains. His 
department’s response from Ms. Francis McRae in Feb. 24, 2018 appears to have precipitated or at the least, coincided 
with the sudden departure of GTAA’s Selma M. Lussenburg, Vice President Governance, Corporate Safety & Security, 
General Counsel and Corporate Secretary. No reply was received from your office that would suggest otherwise.

Attached are two documents to be sent to Durham Region Council outlining the public misinformation being provided by 
GTAA and Transport Canada staff on an ongoing basis. I was hopeful that the Lussenburg discipline and your more 
recent and welcome comments in the attached Appendix# 3, would have persuaded GTAA and TC senior staff to 
improve upon their past public behaviour. Sadly, this has not been the case as indicated by your “National Summit on 
the Recovery of the Air Sector” scheduled for Nov. 24, 2022, which I believe signals some recognition of the issues you 
have before you.

By now, two submissions, as noted in my attachments, with regard to Oshawa Airport may have come to your attention. 
With respect, I am concerned, as illustrated in these two attachments, with any guidance from your staff that might 
recommend approval of both Oshawa’s requests. I believe this may be unwise and underestimate the significant risks 
that you may need to address both politically and pragmatically. Additional concern relates to the fact that there was no 
real public process for either document.

The attached appendices clearly indicate is that Oshawa staff have cleverly “hoisted” the Region, GTAA and Transport 
“on a long petard” of your own making. These fraudulent failures of oversight appear to have been constructed 
assiduously by your department’s neglect, false and misleading information.

The 50 year old fiction of a requisite Pickering Airport now needs to be relinquished and is long past due. I look to you to 
bring this to an honourable closure.

Recently, as attached, JOHAN C. VAN ’T HOF, GTAA director, from Pickering, delivered the following comment on June 
4, 2019 to Durham Council in their GTAA annual briefing and in response to a direct question: 

mailto:Battyekiddbatt@icloud.com
mailto:ALGHABRAomar.alghabra@parl.gc.ca
mailto:ALGHABRAomar.alghabra@parl.gc.ca
mailto:francois-philippe.champagne@parl.gc.ca
mailto:marco.mendicino@parl.gc.ca
mailto:infomedia@oag-bvg.gc.ca
mailto:MPRyan.Turnbull@parl.gc.ca
mailto:MPRyan.Turnbull@parl.gc.ca
mailto:omar.alghabra@parl.gc.ca
mailto:francois-philippe.champagne@parl.gc.ca
mailto:navdeep.Bains@parl.gc.ca
mailto:infomedia@oag-bvg.gc.ca


4, 2019 to Durham Council in their GTAA annual briefing and in response to a direct question: 
"We have no plans for new runways.” (See Appendix 13 Sound Byte #3)

The GTAA 2017-37 MasterPlan references this, (See Appendix 2) “… a sixth runway…we will continue to protect the 
necessary land and zoning,…and we expect that additional airside capacity will be required at some point.”

This Code of Conduct issue should require “forthwith removal” (GTAA Ground Lease Article 9, Section .01.02.). Also see 
GTAA Code of Business Conduct and Ethics (Section 2.2 and various). The GTAA CEO appears to believe his 2018 
remarks,(See Appendix 13 Sound Byte #2) the year previous, were acceptable. I disagree. Both remarks, as 
demonstrated in the two Sound Bytes, require at a minimum, a very public retraction. I ask for your intervention to 
restore truth and public trust.

I believe Mr. Van’t Hofs’ demeanour was most unprofessional and unethical. He would seem to be taking his view from 
your approved KPMG study that Durham Region has interpreted falsely as “Toronto needs an new airport in 2036”. That 
KPMG Supply and Demand Report should be withdrawn. In the interests of restoring a transparent and honest 
communication with the public, I ask that you do so and advise Durham Council that their statement regarding 2036 is 
false and is a non-existent myth. Durham should review and withdraw their statement, accordingly.

This ongoing deception of the truth can no longer be permitted to persist. There appears no indication that your office 
oversight has any GTAA regulatory effect. 

You will see in the attachments that I am asking Durham Region to exercise their privilege of calling the GTAA to a public 
accounting. I request your support in this matter in order that there be a region based, full and frank discussion. I hope 
that you attend. 

Would you please advise me of you conclusions and recommendations on these matters.

Ivan R.S. Battye
AA 79314 (QMA 955)

100 Muir Cres., Whitby On.
L1P 1B6

https://cdn.torontopearson.com/-/media/project/pearson/content/corporate/who-we-are/pdfs/publications/code_of_conduct.pdf?rev=4eaba98139dc4d03b67e58f9ad9f4c16&hash=C13505A24CA4DC8BA30026312509FF9D
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