
 

 

   
AGENDA 

Source Protection Committee Meeting No. SPC-02/2015 
Meeting No. 2 

Suiteworks, 92 Caplan Ave., Barrie, ON  
November 26, 2015  
1:00 pm – 4:00 pm 

 
MEMBERS: 
Lynn Dollin, Chair 
 
Municipal Economic/Development Public Sector First Nations 
Herb Proudley Colin Elliott Alex Millar  
John Boucher David Ketcheson Bob Duncanson  
Rick Newlove David Ritchie Fred Ruf  
Stan Wells John Hemsted Larry Slomka  
Richard Forward                             Chris Galway Tom Kurtz  
 Colin Nisbet Stephanie Hobbs  
 Gerry Brouwer Dianne Corrigan  
 
Liaisons 
Simcoe Muskoka District Health Unit – Karen Kivilahti for Brenda Armstrong 
Nottawasaga Valley Conservation Authority – Gayle Wood  
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change – Teresa McLellan 
 
Staff 
Susan Jagminas   Ryan Post              Keith Sherman 
Ben Longstaff   Shelly Cuddy      Jessica Burns, minutes 
       

 
Guests 
Chitra Gowda, Source Water Protection Lead, Conservation Ontario  
Katie Thompson, RMO, Barrie 
David Barber, Rama First Nations – on behalf of Dan Schilling 
Don Goodyear, York Region – on behalf of Wendy Kemp 
 
Regrets 
Clayton Cameron   Brenda Armstrong   Dan Schilling  
Wendy Kemp 
 

 
I. WELCOME & OPENING REMARKS 
  
 
II. DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST 
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III. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA                   (Pages 1-4) 
 
 RECOMMENDED: THAT the agenda for the November 26, 2015, meeting of 

the Source Protection Committee be approved as 
presented. 

 
 
IV. ADOPTION OF MINUTES       (Pages 7-14) 
 
 (a) Source Protection Committee                    
 Included is a copy of the draft minutes from the April 21, 2015 meeting of the 

Source Protection Committee (SPC). 
 
 RECOMMENDED: THAT the minutes of the April 21, 2015 meeting of the 

Source Protection Committee be approved as printed and 
circulated.  

 
 
V. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 
(a) Activities of the Chair & Committee 
(b) Agricultural Sector Update to the SPC 

 
 

VI. DELEGATIONS  
 

      
VII. PRESENTATIONS 
 

a) General Updates 
     SPA staff will provide general updates on the progress of implementation and  
               other activities being undertaken. 
 

RECOMMENDED: THAT the updates provided on the above topics be received  
for information. 

 
b) Conservation Ontario update: 
    Chitra Gowda (Conservation Ontario) will provide an overview of input being    
    provided on the future direction of the SWP program across the Province. 

 
RECOMMENDED: THAT the Conservation Ontario presentation provided by 

Chitra Gowda be received for information.  
 

 
c) Provincial Implementation of SPP policies 
     Teresa McLellan (Liaison Officer, MOECC) will provide an overview of how  
     Provincial Ministries are implementing the SPP policies. 2 of 55
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RECOMMENDED: THAT the MOECC updates provided by Teresa McLellan be 

received for information.  
 

  
d) Source Protection Committee 

Ben Longstaff will present information on the recent changes in regulation and 
on updating SGBLS SPC membership. 

 
RECOMMENDED: THAT the information presented by Ben Longstaff on the  

Source Protection Committee be received for information. 
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to implement the  
SGBLS SPC membership process as agreed upon.   
 
   

e) Updates to the Assessment Report (AR) and Source Protection Plan (SPP) 
     Ben Longstaff will provide an update on proposed minor updates to the SPP and     
     Assessment Report 

 
 RECOMMENDED: THAT the information presented by Ben Longstaff on the  
    updated AR and SPP be received for information. 

AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to make any 
necessary changes and post those changes online, 
pending SPA approval. 
 

f) Update on Annual Reporting 
      Ben Longstaff will provide a brief update on Annual Reporting  
 

RECOMMENDED: THAT the information provided by Ben Longstaff on  
Annual Reporting be received for information. 
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to make any 
changes as required and circulate to RMOs within the 
SGBLS watershed to complete the 2015 Annual Report. 

 
 

VIII. DETERMINATION OF  ITEMS REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION       
 
 
IX. ADOPTION OF ITEMS NOT REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION 

 
RECOMMENDED: THAT the recommendations respecting items not requiring 

separate discussion be approved, and staff be authorized 
to take all necessary actions to effect those 
recommendations. 

 
 
X. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION  
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XI. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 
XII. CLOSED SESSION 
 
 
XIII. ADJOURNMENT 

4 of 55



Source Protection Committee 
Meeting No. SPC-02/15 
November 26, 2015 
Page 5 of 6 

 

 
CORRESPONDENCE LIST 

 
1. Correspondence        (Pages 15-51) 

a) Letter to Lynn Dollin, SPC Chair, South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source 
Protection Committee, Keith Sherman, Executive Director, Severn Sound 
Environmental Association, Mike Walters, Chief Administrative Officer, 
Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority and Gayle Wood, Chief 
Administrative Officer, Nottawasaga Valley Conservation Authority from 
Ling Mark, Director, Source Protection Programs Branch, Ministry of the 
Environment and Climate Change regarding the South Georgian Bay Lake 
Simcoe Source Protection Plan effective date, dated June 11, 2015. 

b) Guelph Source Protection Report for the City of Guelph, prepared by 
Oracle Poll Research, dated July 16, 2015.  

c) Clean Water Act, 2006 Ontario Regulation 288/07 Source Protection 
Committees Last Amendment: O. Reg. 310/15, dated October 16, 2015. 

d) Correspondence to Lynn Dollin, SPC Chair, South Georgian Bay Lake 
Simcoe Source Protection Committee from Brenda Lewis, Director, 
Building and Development Branch, Ministry of Municipal Affairs and 
Housing in response to the letter submitted by the Source Protection 
Committee on October 8, 2015 proposing a Building Code amendment 
regarding septic systems inspection, dated October 16, 2015. (Please note 
the original letter submitted to the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
from the Source Protection Committee date October 8, 2015 is also 
included for reference) 
 

RECOMMENDED:  THAT the correspondence listed in the November 26, 2015  
        agenda as Items 1a – d be received for information. 

 
 

2. Source Protection Plan and Assessment Report Updates    (52- 53)   
 
Attached is Staff Report No. SPC-2015-02-01 from Ben Longstaff on the updates to 
the Assessment Report and Source Protection Plan. 
 
RECOMMENDED: THAT the Source Protection Committee endorse Staff Report 

No. SPC-2015-02-01 regarding the proposed amendments to 
the Assessment Report (AR) and Source Protection Plan 
(SPP). 

                                   AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to make all necessary 
changes and post those changes, and a notice summarizing 
the changes online pending Source Protection Authority 
approval. 
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3.     Annual Reporting                (54-55)  
 
Attached is Staff Report No. SPC-2015-02-02 from Ben Longstaff on Annual 
Reporting Updates. 
 
RECOMMENDED:    THAT Staff Report No. 2015-02-02 be received for information  
                                  AND FURTHER THAT the Source Protection Committee 

endorse Part IV Annual Reporting Metrics for circulation to 
South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Risk Management Officials 
as the template for the 2015 reporting requirement  

                                   AND FURTHER that staff be directed to complete all necessary 
action to circulate the Part IV Annual Reporting Template to 
Risk Management Officials. 
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MINUTES 

Source Protection Committee Meeting No. SPC-01/2015 
Meeting No. 1 

Monte Carlo Inn Barrie Suites, 81 Hart Dr., ON, Barrie, ON 
Tuesday April 21, 2015: 1:00 pm – 4:00 pm 

 
MEMBERS:    
Lynn Dollin, Chair    
    
Municipal Economic/Development Public Sector First Nations 
Herb Proudley Colin Elliott Bob Duncanson  

John Boucher David Ketcheson Fred Ruf  
Rick Newlove David Ritchie Larry Slomka  
Richard Forward John Hemsted Tom Kurtz  
  Stephanie Hobbs  
    
Liaisons    
Simcoe Muskoka District Health Unit – Brenda Armstrong 
Severn Sound Environmental Association - SPA – Keith Sherman 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change – Heather Gardiner 
    
Guests    
Scott Drewette, Barrie    Stew Patterson, Barrie   
  
Staff    
Ben Longstaff Shelly Cuddy Ryan Post  
Katie Howson Susan Jagminas   
Irena Kontrec Jessica Burns, minutes   
    
Regrets    
Colin Nisbet 
Stan Wells 

Alex Millar 
Dianne Corrigan 

Dan Schilling 
Gerry Brouwer 

Clayton Cameron 
Wendy Kemp 

Chris Galway    
 
I. WELCOME & OPENING REMARKS 
 
All were welcomed to the meeting. Guests were introduced and thanked for attending. 
Proxy delegations were reviewed. 
 
II. DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST 
 
No pecuniary interests were declared. 
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III. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA                 
 
The agenda was approved as printed and circulated. 
 
Moved by: John Hemsted  Seconded by: Bob Duncanson 

 
RESOLVED: THAT the agenda for the April 21, 2015 meeting of the Source 

Protection Committee be approved as presented. 
 

 CARRIED BY CONSENSUS 
 

IV. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 
  

Moved by: Richard Forward Seconded by:  Rick Newlove 
 
RESOLVED: THAT the minutes of the November 25, 2015 meeting of the Source 

Protection Committee, be approved. 
 
 CARRIED BY CONSENSUS 

 
V. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
(a) Activities of the Chair & Committee 

 
Lynn gave a brief update. Staff hosted two Municipal Council Workshops in March 
2015; one was held in Sharon and the other in Orillia. Although the attendance was 
greater at the Orillia workshop, both events were successful and well received. Staff 
were commended for their efforts.   
 

(b) Agricultural Sector Update to the SPC 
 

Dave Ritchie spoke briefly regarding some Agricultural Sector updates. Colin Elliott, 
John Hemsted, Dave Ritchie and Chair Dollin attended a meeting with the Minister 
of Environment and Climate Change, Honorable Glen R. Murray, MPP. The Minister 
was receptive to the information provided and requested that the Agricultural SPC 
representatives work with him on hosting a Climate Change meeting. 
 
The Provincial Agricultural Representatives meeting was held March 9th and 10th, 
2015. They reviewed how source protection plans were developed and Katie 
Howson and Chair Dollin presented information. The information was very well 
received; overall it was a good information sharing event.  
 
Discussion occurred around Education and Outreach (E & O). Some concern was 
expressed around pending funding for the completion and success of larger  
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initiatives and that Crop Advisors should be included as target audiences in the E & 
O process as well as commercial real estate agents.  
 
 

VI. DELEGATIONS  
 
None. 
         
VII. PRESENTATIONS 
 
(a) Ministry of Environment and Climate Change Update 
 
Heather Gardiner, MOECC, provided some updates. The main focus remains on plan 
approval. Once all outstanding plans are approved the focus will shift to implementation 
and plan review. Heather clarified that the recent EBR posting refers to how the Ministry 
manages considerations and decisions regarding prescribed instruments across the 
Province. She gave a brief summary of the Operations and Legal Division review 
processes and noted that they are now looking at reviewing the non-legally binding policy 
approaches. 
 
Discussion occurred around any noticed conflicts associated with Official Plan conformity 
amendments in regards to Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) 
considerations. According to Heather some municipalities are awaiting approved plan prior 
to completing conformity requirements. Some requests for standard wording have been 
received; however, standard wording will not be provided given the decrease in 
commitment it may cultivate as a result. The issue of standardized wording can be 
addressed through working group collaboration at the municipal level. It was noted that 
MMAH Planners understand when to flag an application for MOECC involvement and are 
gaining increased Source Water knowledge over time.  
 
Moved by: Tom Kurtz   Seconded by: Fred Ruf 
 
RESOLVED: THAT the MOECC update provided by from Heather Gardiner be 

received for information. 
 
CARRIED BY CONSENSUS 
 
(b) Source Protection Plan (SPP) and Assessment Report (AR) Updates 
 
Ben clarified that now that the SPP has been approved, any request for amendment needs 
both the approval of the Source Protection Authority (SPA) and Source Protection 
Committee (SPC). Any opinions of the SPC in consideration of proposed amendments will  
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be conveyed at the upcoming Lakes Simcoe and Couchiching Black River (LSCBR) and 
Nottawasaga Valley (NV) SPA meetings. It should also be noted that the Severn Sound 
(SS) SPA met on April 16, 2015 to consider the proposed amendments. 
 
Shelburne – Updated Well Head Protection Area (WHPA): 
 
Irena presented on the Shelburne WHPA update.  

Discussion took place around the ratio of sewer and septic lots present in the wellhead 
protection area of concern. Discussion also occurred on the 120 m drainage boundary 
associated with the WHPA-E. The majority of lots were said to be on town sewers, while 
only a few are on septics. The 120 m drainage boundary was said to be standard practice 
and in accordance with technical rules. It was further clarified that the WHPA E is treated 
in a similar manner to the   Intake Protection Zone (IPZ). As the vulnerability score is less 
than 8 no new agricultural threats are associated with the WHPA-E.  Following the 
completion of the consultation by the Lake Erie Source Protection Region, a public Open 
House was hosted by Amaranth in March 2015; the public consultation process is 
underway with little to no noted public push back to date. 

Policy Amendment – Land Use Planning (LUP) and Sewage A1 policy Amendment: 

Katie presented on the SPP amendment to LUP-3. She clarified that the recommendation 
is being considered based on a comment received from the VIVA Transportation Group on 
a present conflict between the interpretation of the LUP-3 and Sewage(a)-1  policies.  

Discussion occurred around the use of the wording “where possible” as a way to align both 
policies without shifting the direction of the policy. Concern was expressed around the 
need for consistent approach when determining if it is possible to locate a stormwater 
facility outside of the vulnerable area. It was clarified the municipalities and the MOECC 
have a responsibility to ensure proper stormwater facility location through the 
implementation of the Land use Planning and Environmental Compliance Approval 
policies.  

It was further noted that through the Annual Reporting process, the SPC will have the 
opportunity to assess the effectiveness of the policy and make recommendations on any 
necessary updates.  

It was suggested that the use of “where possible” be accompanied with an update of the 
Explanatory Document (ED) to reflect the SPC’s intention of the policy. 
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Septic Inspections – 15.1 Technical Rule Change: 

Katie presented on the Septic Inspections requirement for systems identified as significant 
salt drinking water threat in the Issue Contributing Area.  

Discussion took place around alternatives to water softeners in septics located in an 
Issues Contributing Areas (ICAs); the effectiveness of completing an inspection when the 
inspection will not address the threat. A broader discussion occurred on what other 
municipalities with Sodium and Chloride ICAs are doing as part of current septic 
inspections, LSPP inspection considerations and E & O outreach efforts. 

Moved by: Larry Slomka   Seconded by: John Hemsted 
 
RESOLVED: THAT the presentations from Katie Howson and Irena Kontrec on the 

SPP and Assessment Report Updates be received for information. 
 
CARRIED BY CONSENSUS 
 
(c) Implementation Readiness & Program Update 
 
Ben presented a brief program update on implementation and next steps for various SWP 
activities.  
 
Ryan Post provided a brief update on the status of the Nottawasaga Valley SPA in terms 
of implementation readiness.  
 
Keith provided a brief presentation on the Issues Contributing Area (ICAs) Nitrates Study 
(presentation available on the member’s only section of www.ourwatershed.ca). 
 
Discussion occurred around the issue of private wells and what agency or governing body 
private wells in ICAs fall under. It was noted that a number of methods have been 
implemented to try and address private wells on the system in question. Currently, the 
MOECC still offers well sampling for a fee. Municipal Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy Act (MFIPPA) implications were also considered. 
 
Moved by: Rick Newlove    Seconded by: Stephanie Hobbs 
 
RESOLVED: 
 

THAT the presentation from Ben Longstaff on program updates and 
next steps be received for information. 

 
CARRIED BY CONSENSUS 
 
 
 
(d) Update on Annual Reporting 
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Katie provided a high level presentation on the Annual Reporting framework and the 
efforts, to date, of the Annual Reporting Working Group.  
 
Discussion occurred around which policy evaluation frameworks were being considered. 
 
Concern was placed on the monetary cost of implementing the necessary work involved in 
completing Annual Reporting requirements. 
 
Moved by: Herb Proudley          Seconded by: Richard Forward 
 
RESOLVED: THAT the information provided by Katie Howson on the Annual 

Reporting framework be received for information. 
 
CARRIED BY CONSENSUS 
 
VIII. DETERMINATION OF ITEMS REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION 
 
Correspondence Item 1 c): Correspondence regarding the approval of the South Georgian 
Bay-Lake Simcoe Source Protection Plan and associated Question and Answers from Ling 
Mark, Director, Source Protection Programs Branch, Ministry of the Environment and 
Climate Change, dated January 29, 2015. 
 
IX. ADOPTION OF ITEMS NOT REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION 
 
Moved by: Richard Forward  Seconded:  John Hemsted 
 
RESOLVED: THAT the recommendations respecting items not requiring separate 

discussion be approved, and staff be authorized to take all necessary 
actions to effect those recommendations. 

 
CARRIED BY CONSENSUS 
 
X. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION 
 
Correspondence Item 1 c) Q7 (pg. 27) and Q16 (pg. 32): 
 
Question 7: 
“Q7. Why are you taking extra steps to protect source water through the Clean Water Act? 
 
We learned from the events in Walkerton that the first step in ensuring safe drinking water 
is to protect the local supply of drinking water at the source. The Clean Water Act ensures 
communities protect their drinking water supplies through prevention — by developing  
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collaborative, watershed-based source protection plans that are locally driven and based 
on science. Source protection planning and implementation helps to ensure that local 
drinking water is protected in communities across the province.” 
 
Question 16:  
“Q16. Will new permits to take water be issued where municipal drinking water systems 
are under stress for water quantity? 

 
The purpose of the ministry’s permit to take water program is to ensure the conservation, 
protection, and wise management of the water in the province. When a stressed municipal 
drinking water system has been identified, the source protection plan requires the ministry 
to only issue permits where the municipal drinking water supply requirements can be 
sustained.” 

 
Concern was expressed in terms of water use during a crisis and the amount of control a 
municipality would have over the aquifer. The wording “above all other uses” caused 
concern. It was clarified that the document was developed for the public to convey the 
message that municipal supply of water is of utmost priority during a crisis situation and 
that that particular comment was included due to the presence of a WHPA Q1. Currently 
the Land and Water Policy act is looking more closely at high water use designated areas; 
ultimately it is the MOECC who decides how to manage water during a crisis situation.  
 
It was further noted that for areas inside a WHPA Q1, that the Ministry is shortening terms 
of permits and looking at a possible permit screening structure. 
 

Action Item 1 An update on the Permit To Take Water (PTTW) work can be 
provided at the next SPC meeting; along with a more detailed look 
at how it will affect the Agricultural Community. 

Responsibility Shelly Cuddy  
 
Moved by: Larry Slomka   Seconded:  John Hemsted 
 
RESOLVED: THAT the recommendations respecting items requiring separate 

discussion be approved, and staff be authorized to take all necessary 
actions to effect those recommendations. 

 
One opposed – Colin Elliott 
 
CARRIED  

 
XI.    OTHER BUSINESS 
 
The SSEA will be having an Open House on June 18, 2015 at the Midland Library from 
3:00pm to 6:00pm. 
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It was noted that Heather Gardiner will be completing a 6 month secondment to the 
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs as a Senior Policy Advisor to the Assistant Deputy Minister. 
She was thanked for her time and congratulated. Tessa Villeneuve, Drinking Water 
Inspector, will be replacing Heather as the MOECC Liaison to the SPC.  
 
XII. CLOSED SESSION 

 
None for the record of this meeting. 
 
XIII. ADJOURNMENT 

 
Motion to adjourn meeting moved by Herb Proudley at 4:06 pm.  
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METHODOLOGY & LOGISTICS 
 

Overview 

 The following represents the findings from a public opinion telephone survey of City of 
Guelph residents conducted by Oraclepoll Research Limited for The City of Guelph.   

 
 
Logistics 

 Surveys were conducted by telephone at the Oraclepoll call centre using person to person 
live operators from the days of July 8th to July 15th 2015.  

 
 All surveys were conducted by telephone using live operators at the Oraclepoll call centre 

facility. The survey was conducted using person to person interviewing with computer-
assisted techniques of telephone (CATI) and random number selection (RDD). The sample 
frame was inclusive of private numbers as well as cell phone only households. A total of 20% 
of all interviews were monitored and the management of Oraclepoll Research Limited 
supervised 100%. 

 
 Initial calls were made between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 9:00 p.m. Subsequent call-backs 

of no-answers and busy numbers were made on a (staggered) daily rotating basis up to 5 
times (from 10:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.) until contact was made. In addition, telephone 
interview appointments were attempted with those respondents unable to complete the 
survey at the time of contact. If no contact was made at a number after the fifth attempt, 
the number was discarded and a new one supplanted it. 

 
Study Sample & Confidence 

 A total of n=67 respondents per each of the City’s Wards were interviewed and in total we 
completed n=402 total surveys (n=67 x 6 Wards). The margin of error for n=402 sample is 
4.9% 19/20 times.  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Drinking Water Source & Clean Water Act 
 
Respondents were first asked in an open ended unaided question about the source or where 
Guelph’s drinking water comes. Most named by 46% of those surveyed was Arkell springs, 
followed by 34% that named groundwater wells and 16% Eramosa/Speed River 16%. A total of 
4% were unsure or did not know. 
 
Next they were asked if they have heard of the Clean Water Act. 
 
 
                               “Have you heard of the Province of Ontario’s Clean Water Act?” 

67%

33%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Yes No

 
 

Two thirds or 67% of Guelph residents stated that they have heard of the Provincial Clean Water 
act. Significant difference as a function of demographics are noted for combined household 
income with higher income earners in the $90,000+ cohort being most aware (81%) compared 
to the lowest income earners in the less than $30,000 category (41%).  
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The 67% of residents (n=268) aware of the Clean Water Act were then asked a follow up 
question related to their perception as to why the Province established it. The question was 
unaided and 39% said that they felt it was established to ensure water quality, 22% said it was 
the result of a water contamination in general and 18% specifically named Walkerton. A total of 
22% did not know. Those most likley to name Walkerton were older residents 65+ (28%) and 51-
64 (22%) as well as males (26%) compared to females (17%). 
 
A specific question was then asked to respondents if they recalled hearing about an E.coli water 
contamination event that happened in Walkerton, Ontario in 2000. This question was asked to 
those unaware of the Clean Water Act and those that did not name the Walkerton incident or 
water contamination in general as the impetus for the Clean Water Act (n=296). When 
prompted, a very high 94% recalled hearing about the Walkerton incident while only 6% have 
not. Those more likely to not have heard of the event were 18-34 year olds (12%), more recent 
residents in the community – five years or less (14%) and lower income earners in the under 
$30,000 range (15%). 

 
 

“Do you recall hearing about an E.coli water contamination event that happened in Walkerton, Ontario 
in 2000?” 

94%

6%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Yes No
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Source Water 
 

The questioning then moved to the topic of source water. In an open ended unaided question 
respondents were asked to describe source water. 

 

“In a few words can you describe what “source water is”?” 
 

 
Percent 

Where our (community) water comes from 39% 

Water that comes from natural sources / springs 26% 

No / don't know 21% 

Aquifers 8% 

Ground water 4% 

Rainfall 2% 

 

Total 100.0 
 

A total of 39% said that source water is where their community water originates from, 26% said 
that it is water from natural sources such as springs, while other lesser named comments 
included aquifers by 8%, ground water by 4% and rainfall by 2%. Slightly more than two in ten or 
21% did not know or were unsure, which we consider to be a low number.  
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In another open ended unaided question respondents were asked to explain why source water 
needs to be protected. Multiple responses were accepted and the table below illustrates the 
combined answers from residents.  

 
 

“Can you tell me why you think that source water needs to be protected?” 
 

Combined Multiple Responses Percent 

For clean/safe water 38% 

To protect the environment 20% 

To protect my family 14% 

To avoid a tragedy/contamination (e.g. Walkerton) 14% 

Water is a finite / limited resource 8% 

To save money on treatment costs 3% 

To avoid using chemicals 3% 

Total 100% 
 

In total n=795 responses were provided to this question. Guelph residents most feel that source 
water needs to be protected to ensure a clean safe water supply (38%), next followed by the 
need to protect the environment (20%). A total of 14% of responses related to protecting their 
families, 14% to avoid a tragedy like Walkerton, while other comments included the belief that 
water is a finite resource that needs to be protected (8%), that money can be saved on 
treatment costs (3%) and protection will eliminate the need to use chemicals (3%). 
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Next the open questioning personalized the protection of source water in that residents were 
asked about what they felt they or their household could do to protect source water. A total of 
n=775 responses were provided and the following table shows the combined total responses. 

 
 

“What in your opinion can you or your household do to help protect source water?” 
 

Combined Multiple Responses                                                           Percent 

By disposing of chemicals properly / not pouring chemicals down the sink / toilet 22% 

By disposing of medications properly / not pouring medication down the sink / toilet 19% 

Not pouring stuff in the sewers 15% 

Don't waste / conserve household water 12% 

By planting trees / drought resistant landscaping 8% 

By not washing our car at home / in the driveway 8% 

By having parks and protected areas 6% 

Nothing 5% 

Do not know 5% 

Total 100% 
 

While answers were varied the top most cited were disposing of chemical properly (22%), 
disposing of medication properly (19%), not pouring “stuff” into the sewers (15%) and not 
wasting or conserving household water (12%). Lesser cited were landscaping measure that could 
be undertaken (8%), not washing vehicles (8%) and by having parks or protected areas (6%). 
Noteworthy were the low incidence of responses that related to the belief that nothing could be 
done (5%) or those that did not know (5%). 
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A final open ended question on the issue of source water was asked to residents, this one related 
to what they felt may pose a threat to source water. Multiple responses were accepted and 
below are the combined total of a high n=1115 answers that were provided. 

 
 

“Can you name anything that you feel may pose a threat to source water?” 
 

Combined Multiple Responses                                                     Percent 

Pesticides / fertilizers 16% 

Chemicals 14% 

Development 13% 

Pollution 13% 

Medications 9% 

Fuel/oil 9% 

Poisons 8% 

Paint 6% 

Industry / farms 5% 

Cutting trees 4% 

Do not know 3% 

Selling our water to companies 2% 

Total 100% 
 

Given the strong response rate and the diffusion of answers it is clear that Guelph residents feel 
that a wide range of issues pose a threat to source water and only 3% did not know or were 
unsure.  
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Awareness 
 

Respondents were asked about their awareness of each of the following. 
 

 

 Yes No 

Have you heard of the term “wellhead protection area” or “WHPA”? 8% 92% 

Were you aware that the Province of Ontario requires all municipalities, 
including the City of Guelph, to prepare a source water protection plan? 16% 84% 

Were you aware that the City of Guelph has submitted a source water 
protection plan for approval by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment and 
Climate Change? 

7% 93% 

 
There was a low level of awareness for the WHPA (8%), the requirement to submit a source 
water protection plan (16%) and that the City has submitted a water protection plan for 
approval (7%). 
  
The 7% (n=29) that were aware of the fact that the City of Guelph has submitted a source water 
protection plan for approval by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change were asked 
when they expect the Province to approve the plan.  A total of 31% said in 2015, 38% next year and 31% 
2017 or later. 
 
All respondents were next questioned in an open ended or unaided probe about what may 
concern them about how a source water protection plan might impact or affect them or their 
household. More than half or 53% said that nothing concerns them (41%) or that they did not 
know of a concern (12%). Among those with an opinion were 14% that said water rates may 
increase, 12% that water use may be limited, 9% questioned if it will actually protect water, 4% 
had apprehension over it preventing pollution, 4% questioned its implementation, 3% if it will 
stop pollution and 2% that it may not stop commercial abuses such as water bottling.  
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Ensuring Protection 
 
All respondents were asked about who should be responsible for ensuring the safety of drinking 
water in the City of Guelph. 
 
 

“Who in your opinion should be most responsible for ensuring the safety of drinking water in the City 
of Guelph?” 

 
 

Percent 

Everyone / all users  54% 

The City 21% 

The Province 9% 

All three levels of government 7% 

Residents / individuals 6% 

Industry 3% 

 

Total 100.0 
 

 
There is a consensus from 54% of residents that all or everyone is responsible, while 21% named 
the City. The Province was named by 9%, all three levels of government by 7%, residents only by 
6% and 3% named industry. 
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Residents were specifically asked if they would be willing to pay for source water protection. 
 
 

“Would you support adding $1 per month to your water bill to pay for source water 
protection?”

11%

54%

35%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Yes No Don't know

 
 

A total of 54% of residents would be willing to pay $1 per month more on their water bill for 
source water protection. Longer term residents living in the community for 21+ years were most 
likely to pay more (63%), as were higher income earners in the $90,000+ range (72%) and older 
residents 51-64 (62%) and 65+ (58%).  
 
When then asked how they felt that source water protection policies should be enforced in the 
City, 58% said warnings followed by fines, 19% claimed that it should depend on the infraction, 
while 7% named charges without warnings, 6% warnings followed by charges, 6% fines without 
warnings and only 4% that they should not be enforced.  
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A question was asked about who should be responsible for paying for the cost of source water 
protection. All water users were named by 46%, the City by 20%, the Province by 16%, 
residents by 11% and industry by 8%. 
 

“Who in your opinion should be most responsible for paying for the cost of source water 
protection in the City of Guelph?” 

 
 

Percent 

All water users 46% 

The City 20% 

The Province 16% 

Residents / individuals 11% 

Industry 8% 

 

Total 100.0 
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Water Safety & Value 
 

All respondents were asked if they feel if their municipal drinking water is safe and being 
protected.  A 72% majority feel that their water is safe and protected, a low 18% do not and 11% 
were unsure or did not know. 
 
 

“Do you feel that your municipal drinking water is being protected and is safe?” 

11%
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40%

60%

80%

100%
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When also asked in an open ended question about what they considered to be the most 
important issue regarding the protection of drinking water, 36% said its safety or quality, 14% its 
availability, 10% that industry (Nestle) is abusing it, 6% named development, 5% the protection 
of aquifers and 4% enforcing compliance. A total of 25% did not know or had no opinion.  
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All respondents were asked about the perceived value of water. 
 
 

“Thinking of water as a natural resource commodity, do you feel that it is appropriately valued, 
undervalued or overvalued?” 

3%
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A 65% majority feel that water is undervalued, 22% appropriately values, only 3% overvalued 
and 10% did not know. 
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RESULTS BY QUESTION 
 

Q1. Can you tell me the source or where Guelph's drinking 

water comes from? 

 Frequency Percent 

Arkell Springs 183 45.5

Groundwater wells 138 34.3

Eramosa/Speed River 63 15.7

Don't know 18 4.5

 

Total 402 100.0

 

Q2. Have you heard of the Province of 

Ontario's Clean Water Act? 

 Frequency Percent 

Yes 269 66.9

No 133 33.1 

Total 402 100.0

IF YES ASK Q3 / IF NO OR DON’T KNOW SKIP TO Q4 

Q3. Can you tell me the main reason why the Province established the 

Clean Water Act? 

 Frequency Valid Percent 

To ensure good water quality 105 39.0

Because of a water contamination 58 21.6

No / do not know 58 21.6

Because of Walkerton 48 17.8

 

Total 269 100.0

IF WALKERTON & WATER CONTAMINATION SKIP TO Q5 / ALL OTHERS ASK Q4 
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Q4. Do you recall hearing about an E.coli 

water contamination event that happened in 

Walkerton, Ontario in 2000? 

 Frequency Percent 

Yes 278 93.9

No 18 6.1 

Total 296 100.0

 

Q5.  In a few words can you describe what "source water" is? 

 Frequency Percent 

Where our (community) water comes from 157 39.1 

Water that comes from natural sources / springs 106 26.4 

No / don't know 85 21.1 

Aquifers 30 7.5 

Ground water 15 3.7 

Rainfall 9 2.2 

 

Total 402 100.0 

 
Q6. Can you tell me why you think that source water needs to be protected?  
ACCEPT MULTIPLE RESPONSES 

Responses  

N Percent 

For clean/safe water 304 38.2% 

To protect my family 107 13.5% 

To protect the environment 160 20.1% 

To avoid a tragedy/contamination (e.g. Walkerton) 107 13.5% 

To save money on treatment costs 27 3.4% 

To avoid using chemicals 24 3.0% 

 

Water is a finite / limited resource 66 8.3% 

Total 795 100.0% 
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Q7.  What in your opinion can you or your household do to help protect source 
water?   
ACCEPT MULTIPLE RESPONSES 

Responses  

N Percent 

By disposing of chemicals properly / not pouring chemicals down the sink/toilet 170 21.9%

By disposing of medications properly / not pouring medication down the sink/toilet 145 18.7%

By not washing our car at home/in the driveway 60 7.7%

By not pouring stuff in the sewers 117 15.1%

By planting trees / drought resistant landscaping 63 8.1%

By having parks and protected areas 47 6.1%

Don't waste / conserve household water 91 11.7%

Nothing 39 5.0%

 

Do not know 43 5.5%

Total 775 100.0%

 
Q8. Can you name anything that you feel may pose a threat to source water?  
OPEN DO NOT PROMPT / ACCEPT MULTIPLE RESPONSES 

Responses  

N Percent 

Fuel/oil 103 9.2%

Paint 61 5.5%

Pesticides / fertilizers 173 15.5%

Medications 95 8.5%

Chemicals 151 13.5%

Poisons 92 8.3%

Development 144 12.9%

Pollution 140 12.6%

Cutting trees 46 4.1%

Selling our water to companies 26 2.3%

Industry / farms 52 4.7%

 

Do not know 32 2.9%

Total 1115 100.0%
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Q9. Have you heard of the term "wellhead 

protection area" or "WHPA"? 

 Frequency Percent 

Yes 32 8.0

No 370 92.0 

Total 402 100.0

 

Q10.Were you aware that the Province of Ontario 

requires all municipalities, including the City of 

Guelph, to prepare a source water protection 

plan? 

 Frequency Percent 

Yes 66 16.4

No 336 83.6 

Total 402 100.0

 

Q11. Were you aware that the City of Guelph has 

submitted a source water protection plan for 

approval by the Ontario Ministry of the 

Environment and Climate Change? 

 Frequency Percent 

Yes 27 6.7

No 375 93.3 

Total 402 100.0

IF YES ASK Q12 / IF NO SKIP TO Q13 
 

Q12. Do you know when Guelph expects the Province 

to approve the submitted source water protection plan?

 Frequency Percent 

This year (2015) 9 31.0

Next year (2016) 11 37.9

2017 or later 9 31.0
 

Total 29 100.0
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Q13. Can you name anything that may concern you about how a source water 

protection plan might impact or affect you or your household? 

 Frequency Percent 

No 164 40.8 

Water rates will rise 55 13.7 

Don't know 48 11.9 

It will limit use 47 11.7 

Will it protect / keep water safe 35 8.7 

Will it prevent pollution / contamination 17 4.2 

Concern over implementation 16 4.0 

Will it prevent pollution 11 2.7 

Will not stop commercial abuse / water bottling 9 2.2 

 

Total 402 100.0 

 

Q14. Who in your opinion should be most responsible for ensuring 

the safety of drinking water in the City of Guelph? 

 Frequency Percent 

Everyone / all 218 54.2

The City 85 21.1

The Province 34 8.5

All three levels of government 28 7.0

Residents / individuals 25 6.2

Industry 12 3.0

 

Total 402 100.0

 

Q15. Would you support adding $1 per month to 

your water bill to pay for source water protection?

 Frequency Percent 

Yes 217 54.0

No 142 35.3

Don't know 43 10.7
 

Total 402 100.0
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Q16. Thinking of water as a natural resource commodity, 

do you feel that it is appropriately valued, undervalued or 

overvalued? 

 Frequency Percent 

Undervalued 261 64.9

Appropriately valued 89 22.1

Don't know 41 10.2

Overvalued 11 2.7

 

Total 402 100.0

 

Q17. How should source water protection policies be enforced in the 

City of Guelph? 

 Frequency Valid Percent 

Warnings followed by fines 234 58.2

Depends on the infraction 77 19.2

Charges without warnings 29 7.2

Warnings followed by charges 26 6.5

Fines without warnings 22 5.5

Should not be enforced 14 3.5

 

Total 402 100.0

 

Q18. Who in your opinion should be most responsible for 

paying for the cost of source water protection in the City of 

Guelph? 

 Frequency Percent 

All water users 179 44.5

The City 82 20.4

The Province 64 15.9

Residents / individuals 43 10.7

Industry 34 8.5

 

Total 402 100.0
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Q19. Do you feel that your municipal drinking 

water is being protected and is safe? 

 Frequency Percent 

Yes 289 71.9

No 70 17.4

Don't know 43 10.7
 

Total 402 100.0

 

Q20. What is the most important issue to you regarding the protection of 

drinking water in the City of Guelph? 

 Frequency Percent 

Safety  / quality of the water 145 36.1 

Don't know 100 24.9 

Availability / amount of water 58 14.4 

Industry (Nestle) using up all the water 41 10.2 

Development / over use / strain on supply 25 6.2 

That aquifers are protected 19 4.7 

Enforcing compliance 14 3.5 

 

Total 402 100.0 
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The final few questions are about you and your household that will be used for our analysis 
and reporting. Once again please be assured that your individual responses will remain completely 
confidential and that only overall results will be reported. 
 

D1. In which of the following age categories do you 

belong? 

 Frequency Percent 

18-34 111 27.6

35-50 131 32.6

51-64 93 23.1

65 or older 67 16.7

 

Total 402 100.0

 

D2. What was your total combined household income before 

taxes in 2014? 

 Frequency Percent 

Less than $30,000 44 10.9

$30,000 to $59,999 86 21.4

$60,000 to $89,999 112 27.9

$90,000 or more 118 29.4

Refused 42 10.4

 

Total 402 100.0

 

D3. What is the highest level of education that you have completed? 

 Frequency Percent 

Some high school or less 29 7.2 

Graduated high school 80 19.9 

Some post secondary (college, university) 60 14.9 

Graduated college / technical / vocational 110 27.4 

Graduated university 123 30.6 

 

Total 402 100.0 
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D4. How long have you lived in the City of Guelph? 

 Frequency Percent 

5 years or less 45 11.2

6-10 years 63 15.7

11-20 years 99 24.6

21 or more years 195 48.5

 

Total 402 100.0

 

D5. Gender 

 Frequency Percent 

Male 194 48.3

Female 208 51.7 

Total 402 100.0
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Clean Water Act, 2006 

Loi de 2006 sur l’eau saine 

ONTARIO REGULATION 288/07 
SOURCE PROTECTION COMMITTEES 

Consolidation Period:  From October 16, 2015 to the e-Laws currency date. 

Last amendment:  O. Reg. 310/15. 

This Regulation is made in English only. 

NUMBER AND APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS 
Number of members 

 1.  (1)  Subject to subsection (3), the source protection committee for a source protection area or source protection region 
listed in Column 1 of the Table to this section shall be composed of the chair of the committee and, 
 (a) before Ontario Regulation 310/15 comes into force, the maximum number of members set out opposite the source 

protection area or source protection region in Column 2 of the Table; 
 (b) on or after the day Ontario Regulation 310/15 comes into force and subject to subsection (5), if a source protection 

authority satisfies the requirements set out in subsection (7) to reduce the number of members in a source protection 
committee, no fewer than the minimum number of members set out opposite the source protection area or source 
protection region in Column 3 of the Table; or 

 (c) on or after the day Ontario Regulation 310/15 comes into force and subject to subsection (6), if a source protection 
authority has reduced the number of members in a source protection committee under clause (b) and satisfies the 
requirements set out in subsection (7) to increase the number of members in the source protection committee, no more 
than the maximum number of members set out opposite the source protection area or source protection region in 
Column 2 of the Table.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 1 (1). 

 (2)  REVOKED: O. Reg. 310/15, s. 1 (1). 
 (3)  The number of members of the committee is increased by the number of members appointed under section 6.  O. Reg. 
288/07, s. 1 (3). 
 (4)  Despite clauses (1) (b) and (c), the composition of the source protection committee must continue to meet the 
requirements set out in paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of section 2.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 1 (2). 
 (5)  For the purposes of clause (1) (b), the number of members in a source protection committee shall be reduced in 
accordance with the following rules: 
 1. If the maximum number of members set out in Column 2 of the Table to this section with respect to the source 

protection committee is 21 members, the committee may be reduced in size to 18, 15, 12 or 9 members. 
 2. If the maximum number of members set out in Column 2 of the Table to this section with respect to the source 

protection committee is 15 members, the committee may be reduced in size to 12, 9 or 6 members. 
 3. If the maximum number of members set out in Column 2 of the Table to this section with respect to the source 

protection committee is 9 members, the committee may be reduced in size to 6 members.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 1 (2). 
 (6)  For the purposes of clause (1) (c), the number of members in a source protection committee shall be increased in 
accordance with the following rules: 
 1. If the minimum number of members set out in Column 3 of the Table to this section with respect to the source 

protection committee is 6 members and the maximum number of members set out in Column 2 of the Table with 
respect to the committee is 9 members, the committee may be increased in size to 9 members. 

 2. If the minimum number of members set out in Column 3 of the Table to this section with respect to the source 
protection committee is 6 members and the maximum number of members set out in Column 2 of the Table with 
respect to the committee is 15 members, the committee may be increased in size to 9 or 12 or 15 members. 

 3. If the minimum number of members set out in Column 3 of the Table to this section with respect to the source 
protection committee is 9 members and the maximum number of members set out opposite in Column 2 of the Table 
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with respect to the committee is 21 members, the committee may be increased in size to 12, 15, 18 or 21 members.  
O. Reg. 310/15, s. 1 (2). 

 (7)  The requirements referred to in clauses (1) (b) and (c) to reduce or increase the number of members in a source 
protection committee are the following: 
 1. The source protection authority must consult with the chair of the source protection committee about the authority’s 

intention to pass a resolution described in paragraph 3 before passing such a resolution. 
 2. In the case of a source protection committee established for a source protection region, the lead source protection 

authority must consult with every other source protection authority in the source protection region before passing a 
resolution described in paragraph 3. 

 3. The source protection authority must pass a resolution to reduce or increase the number of members of the source 
protection committee.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 1 (2). 

TABLE 
NUMBER OF MEMBERS 

 
Item Column 1 

Source Protection Area or Source Protection Region 
Column 2 
Maximum number 
of members 

Column 3 
Minimum number 
of members 

1. Ausable Bayfield Maitland Valley Source Protection Region 15 6 
2. Cataraqui Source Protection Area 15 6 
3. CTC Source Protection Region 21 9 
4. Essex Region Source Protection Area 15 6 
5. Halton-Hamilton Source Protection Region 15 6 
6. Lake Erie Source Protection Region 21 9 
7. Lakehead Source Protection Area 9 6 
8. Mattagami Region Source Protection Area 9 6 
9. Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Region 15 6 
10. Niagara Peninsula Source Protection Area 9 6 
11. Sudbury Source Protection Area 9 6 
12. North Bay-Mattawa Source Protection Area 9 6 
13. Quinte Conservation Source Protection Area 15 6 
14. Raisin-South Nation Source Protection Region 15 6 
15. Saugeen, Grey Sauble, Northern Bruce Peninsula Source Protection Region 15 6 
16. Sault Ste. Marie Region Source Protection Area 9 6 
17. South Georgian Bay-Lake Simcoe Source Protection Region 21 9 
18. Thames-Sydenham and Region Source Protection Region 21 9 
19. Trent Conservation Coalition Source Protection Region 21 9 

O. Reg. 310/15, s. 1 (3). 
Appointment of members 

 2.  Subject to subsection 7 (4) of the Act, the members of a source protection committee shall be appointed by the source 
protection authority that establishes the committee in accordance with the following rules: 
 1. One-third of the members to be appointed by the source protection authority, not counting any members appointed 

pursuant to section 6, must be persons appointed to reflect the interests of the municipalities that are located, in whole 
or in part, in the source protection area or source protection region. 

 2. One-third of the members to be appointed by the source protection authority, not counting any members appointed 
pursuant to section 6, must be persons appointed to reflect the interests of the agricultural, commercial or industrial 
sectors of the source protection area’s or source protection region’s economy, including small business interests. 

 3. One-third of the members to be appointed by the source protection authority, not counting any members appointed 
pursuant to section 6, must be persons appointed to reflect interests other than the interests referred to in paragraphs 1 
and 2, including, in particular, environmental, health and other interests of the general public.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 2. 

Appointment process, par. 1 of s. 2 

 3.  (1)  Each source protection authority that is required by section 7 of the Act to establish a source protection committee 
shall, for the purpose of appointing members to the committee pursuant to paragraph 1 of section 2, 
 (a) divide the municipalities that are located, in whole or in part, in the source protection area or source protection region 

into one or more groups, as determined by the source protection authority; and 
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 (b) assign, to each of the groups established under clause (a), a number of members of the source protection committee 
determined by the source protection authority, so that the total number of members assigned to all of the groups is 
equal to the number of members to be appointed pursuant to paragraph 1 of section 2.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 3 (1). 

 (2)  The source protection authority shall consult with all of the municipalities that are located, in whole or in part, in the 
source protection area or source protection region before establishing groups under clause (1) (a) and assigning numbers of 
members under clause (1) (b).  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 3 (2). 
 (3)  For each group established under clause (1) (a), the source protection authority shall appoint the number of members 
of the source protection committee that are assigned to the group under clause (1) (b) from a list of persons that is submitted 
jointly by the councils of the municipalities that are in the group.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 3 (3). 
 (4)  The source protection authority shall, not later than September 3, 2007, give a notice described in subsection (5) to the 
clerk of each municipality that is located, in whole or in part, in the source protection area or source protection region.  
O. Reg. 288/07, s. 3 (4). 
 (5)  The notice that is given under subsection (4) must contain the following information: 
 1. A summary of the functions of the source protection committee that is to be established by the source protection 

authority. 
 2. A summary of the obligations of a member of the source protection committee. 
 3. The number of persons to be appointed to the source protection committee pursuant to paragraph 1 of section 2. 
 4. A list of the groups established under clause (1) (a), showing the municipalities that are in each group and the number 

of members of the source protection committee that are assigned to each group under clause (1) (b). 
 5. The date by which the councils of the municipalities in each group established under clause (1) (a) must jointly submit 

a list of persons to the source protection authority for the purpose of subsection (3).  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 3 (5). 
 (6)  The date set out in a notice under paragraph 5 of subsection (5) shall not be earlier than two months after the notice is 
given to the clerks of the municipalities.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 3 (6). 
 (7)  Despite subsection (3), 
 (a) if the councils of the municipalities that are in a group established under clause (1) (a) do not jointly submit a list for 

the purpose of subsection (3) by the date specified under paragraph 5 of subsection (5), the source protection authority 
may select all of the persons to be appointed for the group pursuant to subsection (3) without the list; and 

 (b) if the councils of the municipalities that are in a group established under clause (1) (a) jointly submit a list for the 
purpose of subsection (3) by the date specified under paragraph 5 of subsection (5), but the list contains the names of 
fewer persons than the number of members assigned to the group under clause (1) (b), the source protection authority 
may select the other persons to be appointed for the group pursuant to subsection (3).  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 3 (7). 

 (8)  To the extent that the source protection authority has any ability to select persons to be appointed pursuant to 
subsection (3) to the source protection committee for a group established under clause (1) (a), the authority shall attempt to 
appoint persons who, as a group, are representative of the interests of all of the municipalities that are in the group.  O. Reg. 
288/07, s. 3 (8). 
Appointment process, pars. 2 and 3 of s. 2 

 4.  (1)  Each source protection authority shall, before appointing a member to the committee under paragraphs 2 and 3 of 
section 2, publish a notice described in subsection (2) on the Internet.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 2 (1). 
 (2)  A notice referred to in subsection (1) that is published on the Internet must contain the following information: 
 1. A summary of the functions of the source protection committee established by the source protection authority. 
 2. A summary of the obligations of a member of the source protection committee. 
 3. A description of the information that must be submitted to the source protection authority by applicants for 

appointments pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of section 2. 
 4. The date by which applications for appointments pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of section 2 must be submitted to the 

source protection authority. 
 5. The address of the Internet website where the notice is published. 
 6. The name, address and telephone number of a person who may be contacted for further information and to whom 

applications must be submitted.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 2 (1). 
 (3)  In addition to publishing the notice required by subsection (1), if the source protection authority is of the opinion that it 
is necessary in the circumstances to notify the public of the vacancy on the source protection committee by publishing a 
notice in a newspaper, the source protection authority shall publish a notice in one or more newspapers that, in the opinion of 
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the source protection authority, are of sufficient circulation to bring the notice to the attention of the public in all or in part of 
the source protection area or source protection region.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 2 (1). 
 (4)  The date referred to in paragraph 4 of subsection (2) that is set out in a notice published on the Internet under 
subsection (1) shall be, 
 (a) if notice is only published on the Internet under subsection (1), not earlier than one month after the notice is first 

published on the Internet; or 
 (b) if notice is also published in a newspaper under subsection (3), not earlier than one month after the notice is first 

published in a newspaper.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 2 (1). 
 (5)  The source protection authority shall make a copy of the notice published under clause (1) (a) available for inspection 
by the public at one or more locations that, in the opinion of the source protection authority, are sufficiently accessible to give 
the public in the source protection area or source protection region a reasonable opportunity to inspect the notice.  O. Reg. 
288/07, s. 4 (5). 
 (6)  In addition to publishing the notice required by subsection (1), the source protection authority may solicit applications 
for appointments pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of section 2 in any other manner that the authority considers appropriate.  
O. Reg. 288/07, s. 4 (6); O. Reg. 310/15, s. 2 (2). 
 (7, 8)  REVOKED: O. Reg. 310/15, s. 2 (3). 
 (9)  In considering applications for appointments pursuant to paragraph 2 of section 2, the source protection authority shall 
attempt to appoint persons who, 
 (a) are engaged in agricultural, commercial or industrial activities that have or will have an impact on existing or future 

sources of drinking water or that are significantly dependant on existing or future sources of drinking water; and 
 (b) as a group, are representative of the agricultural, commercial and industrial sectors of the source protection area’s or 

source protection region’s economy.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 4 (9). 
 (10)  In considering applications for appointments pursuant to paragraph 3 of section 2, the source protection authority 
shall attempt to appoint persons who, 
 (a) have demonstrated an interest in the protection of drinking water sources; and 
 (b) as a group, are representative of interests other than the interests referred to in paragraphs 1 and 2 of section 2, 

including, in particular, interests of the general public.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 4 (10). 
 5.  REVOKED: O. Reg. 310/15, s. 3. 
Appointment of members selected by band councils 

 6.  (1)  In this section, 
“band”, “council of the band” and “reserve” have the same meanings as in the Indian Act (Canada).  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 6 (1). 
 (2)  If a source protection area or source protection region includes any part of a band’s reserve, the source protection 
authority that is required by section 7 of the Act to establish a source protection committee for the area or region shall, not 
later than August 3, 2007 and before it establishes the committee, give the chief of the band a notice that, 
 (a) contains a summary of the functions of the source protection committee that is to be established by the source 

protection authority; 
 (b) contains a summary of the obligations of a member of the source protection committee; 
 (c) contains a list of the chiefs to whom the notice is being given; and 
 (d) advises the chiefs to whom the notice is being given of the opportunity for the councils of the bands to jointly select, 
 (i) one person to be appointed as a member of the source protection committee if, without regard to subsection 1 (3), 

under subsection 1 (1) the source protection committee has 6 or 9 members, 
 (ii) two persons to be appointed as members of the source protection committee if, without regard to subsection 1 (3), 

under subsection 1 (1) the source protection committee has 12 or 15 members, or 
 (iii) three persons to be appointed as members of the source protection committee if, without regard to subsection 1 

(3), under subsection 1 (1) the source protection committee has 18 or 21 members.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 6 (2); 
O. Reg. 310/15, s. 4 (1). 

 (3)  If the councils of the bands jointly provide the source protection authority with the name of a person to be appointed as 
a member of the source protection committee in accordance with clause (2) (d) and the length of the term of the appointment, 
the authority shall appoint the person as a member, in addition to the number of members referred to in subsection 1 (1).  
O. Reg. 288/07, s. 6 (3); O. Reg. 310/15, s. 4 (2). 
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Conditions of appointment 

 7.  (1)  A source protection authority shall not appoint a person as a member of the source protection committee unless the 
person resides in, owns or rents land in, is employed in, operates a business in, or is employed by a municipality that is 
located, in whole or in part, in the source protection area or source protection region, and every appointment made to the 
committee by the source protection authority is subject to the condition that the appointee must reside in, own or rent land in, 
be employed in, operate a business in, or be employed by a municipality that is located, in whole or in part, in the source 
protection area or source protection region.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 7 (1). 
 (2)  If a consultant is retained by a person who resides in, owns or rents land in, is employed in or operates a business in the 
source protection area or source protection region, the consultant is not, by reason of the retainer, a person who is employed 
in or operates a business in the source protection area or source protection region for the purposes of subsection (1).  O. Reg. 
288/07, s. 7 (2). 
 (3)  A source protection authority shall not appoint a person as a member of the source protection committee if the person 
is a member or employee of a conservation authority whose area of jurisdiction under the Conservation Authorities Act 
includes any part of the source protection area or source protection region, and every appointment made to the committee by 
the source protection authority is subject to the condition that the appointee must not be a member or employee of a 
conservation authority whose area of jurisdiction under the Conservation Authorities Act includes any part of the source 
protection area or source protection region.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 7 (3). 
 (4)  Every appointment made to a source protection committee is subject to the following conditions: 
 1. The appointee must regularly attend meetings of the source protection committee. 
 2. The appointee must comply with the source protection committee’s code of conduct and conflict of interest policy.  

O. Reg. 288/07, s. 7 (4). 
Term of appointment 

 8.  (1)  The term of the appointment of a member of a source protection committee who was appointed by a source 
protection authority on or before the day Ontario Regulation 310/15 came into force for a term governed by subsection 8 (1) 
or (3), as it read immediately before that day, expires in accordance with the following rules: 
 1. In the case of a source protection committee established for a source protection area, the term must expire before 

January 1 of the calendar year in which the third annual progress report required by section 46 of the Act is required to 
be submitted. 

 2. In the case of a source protection committee established for a source protection region, if the third annual progress 
reports required by section 46 of the Act with respect to the source protection areas in the source protection region are 
required to be submitted in the same calendar year, the term must expire before January 1 in that calendar year. 

 3. In the case of a source protection committee established for a source protection region, if the third annual progress 
reports required by section 46 of the Act with respect to the source protection areas in the source protection region are 
required to be submitted in different calendar years, the term must expire before January 1 in the last calendar year in 
which the final report is required to be submitted.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 5. 

 (2)  A source protection authority that appoints a person as a member of a source protection committee on or after the day 
Ontario Regulation 310/15 comes into force may appoint the member for a term of not less than six months and not more 
than five years.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 5. 
 (3)  Despite subsections (1) and (2), the composition of the source protection committee must continue to meet the 
requirements set out in paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of section 2.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 5. 
 (4)  Despite subsections (1) and (2), the term of the appointment of a member of a source protection committee who is 
appointed pursuant to section 6 is the term provided under subsection 6 (3).  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 5. 
Vacancies 

 9.  (1)  Subject to subsection (1.1), if a vacancy occurs among the members of the source protection committee who are 
appointed by a source protection authority, the authority shall appoint a new member to fill the vacancy.  O. Reg. 288/07, 
s. 9 (1); O. Reg. 310/15, s. 6 (1). 
 (1.1)  If a vacancy arises as a result of the expiration of a member’s term of office due to the operation of subsection 8 (3), 
as it read immediately before the day Ontario Regulation 310/15 came into force, the authority may appoint a new member to 
fill the vacancy or reappoint the same member as long as the term of the appointment or reappointment expires in accordance 
with the rules set out in subsection 8 (1).  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 6 (2). 
 (2)  If a vacancy occurs among the members of a source protection committee who are appointed by a source protection 
authority, sections 2 to 7 apply, with necessary modifications, to the appointment of a person to fill the vacancy.  O. Reg. 
288/07, s. 9 (2). 
 (3)  Subsection (2) does not apply to, 
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 (a) a vacancy that arises as a result of the removal of a member from office under subsection 22 (6); or 
 (b) a vacancy described in subsection (1.1) that is filled by the reappointment of a member under that subsection.  O. Reg. 

310/15, s. 6 (3). 
 (4)  REVOKED: O. Reg. 310/15, s. 6 (3). 
 (5)  Subject to subsection (6), if subsection (2) applies to a vacancy with respect to a member appointed pursuant to section 
2, the source protection authority may, despite sections 3, 4, 5 and 8, appoint a person to fill the vacancy on an interim basis 
until the vacancy is filled in accordance with subsection (2).  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 9 (5). 
 (6)  Subsections 3 (8) and 4 (9) and (10) apply, with necessary modifications, to an appointment under subsection (5).  
O. Reg. 288/07, s. 9 (6). 
List of appointments 

 10.  Every source protection authority that establishes a source protection committee shall publish notice of every 
appointment to the committee on the Internet and shall maintain an up-to-date list of the members of the committee on the 
Internet, including a brief biography of each member.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 10. 
Exemptions 

 11.  On application, the Minister may grant an exemption from any provision in section 3, 4, 5, 7, 8 or 9, subject to such 
conditions and restrictions as the Minister may impose.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 11. 

OPERATION 
Chair 

 12.  (1)  The chair of a source protection committee shall preside at all meetings of the committee.  O. Reg. 288/07, 
s. 12 (1). 
 (2)  If the chair is absent or unable to act or the office of the chair is vacant, the remaining members shall appoint an acting 
chair from among themselves, and the acting chair has all the powers and shall perform all the duties of the chair.  O. Reg. 
288/07, s. 12 (2). 
Quorum 

 13.  (1)  The quorum of a source protection committee is the chair or acting chair, plus at least two-thirds of the number of 
members of the committee that the source protection authority is authorized to appoint under section 2.  O. Reg. 288/07, 
s. 13 (1); O. Reg. 310/15, s. 7. 
 (2)  One or more vacancies in the membership of a source protection committee does not prevent the committee from 
conducting business as long as the number of members remaining in office is sufficient to maintain a quorum.  O. Reg. 
288/07, s. 13 (2). 
Rules of procedure for committee business 

 14.  (1)  Within two months after a sufficient number of members to constitute a quorum are appointed to a source 
protection committee, the committee shall prepare written rules of procedure for conducting the business of the committee 
that are satisfactory to the source protection authority.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 14 (1). 
 (2)  The committee shall ensure that the rules of procedure contain the following rules: 
 1. The business of the committee shall be carried out at meetings of the committee at which a quorum is present. 
 2. The committee shall attempt to make decisions by consensus among the members. 
 3. If the chair determines that reasonable efforts have been made to achieve consensus but the committee has been unable 

to make a decision by consensus, the decision may be made by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, not 
counting the chair. 

 4. The chair shall not vote.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 14 (2). 
 (3)  The committee shall publish its rules of procedure on the Internet.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 14 (3). 
 (4)  The committee shall conduct its business in accordance with its rules of procedure.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 14 (4). 
Code of conduct and conflict of interest policy 

 15.  (1)  Within two months after a sufficient number of members to constitute a quorum are appointed to a source 
protection committee, a source protection committee shall prepare a written code of conduct and conflict of interest policy for 
members of the committee that are satisfactory to the source protection authority.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 15 (1). 
 (2)  The committee shall publish its code of conduct and conflict of interest policy on the Internet.  O. Reg. 288/07, 
s. 15 (2). 
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 (3)  The members of the committee shall comply with the code of conduct and conflict of interest policy.  O. Reg. 288/07, 
s. 15 (3). 
Meetings 

 16.  The source protection committee shall give notice of committee meetings to the public by publishing the current 
meeting schedule on the Internet and in such other manner as may be determined by the committee.  O. Reg. 310/15, s. 8. 
Proxies 

 17.  A member of a source protection committee who is appointed by a source protection authority may participate in 
meetings of the committee by proxy and, for that purpose, a reference to a member in the provisions of this Regulation that 
relate to meetings includes the proxy.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 17. 
Meetings open to the public 

 18.  (1)  All meetings of a source protection committee shall be open to the public.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 18 (1). 
 (2)  Despite subsection (1), the committee may close a meeting or part of a meeting to the public if the subject matter to be 
discussed is a personal or financial matter about an identifiable individual.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 18 (2). 
 (3)  The committee shall not close a meeting or part of a meeting to the public under subsection (2) unless it has passed a 
resolution that, 
 (a) states that the meeting or part of the meeting is closed to the public; and 
 (b) states the general nature of the subject matter to be discussed in the absence of the public.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 18 (3). 
Liaison 

 19.  The following persons may attend and participate in discussions at meetings of a source protection committee, 
including any meeting or part of a meeting that is closed to the public: 
 1. A person designated by the source protection authority as a representative of the authority. 
 2. A person designated by the Minister as a representative of the Ministry. 
 3. A representative of the medical officers of health for the health units in which any part of the source protection area or 

source protection region is located.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 19; O. Reg. 310/15, s. 9. 
Minutes of meetings 

 20.  A source protection committee shall keep minutes of its meetings and shall publish the minutes on the Internet.  
O. Reg. 288/07, s. 20. 
 21.  REVOKED: O. Reg. 310/15, s. 10. 
Removal from office 

 22.  (1)  A source protection authority that has established a source protection committee may, on its own initiative or on 
the request of the chair of the committee, remove from office a member of the committee who was appointed by the authority 
if the authority is of the opinion that the member has failed to comply with a condition of the appointment referred to in 
section 7.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 22 (1). 
 (2)  If the source protection authority proposes, on its own initiative, to remove a member of a source protection committee 
from office, it shall give the member a written statement of the reasons for the proposed removal.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 22 (2). 
 (3)  If the chair of the source protection committee requests the removal from office of a member of the committee, 
 (a) the request shall be made in writing and shall include a written statement of the reasons for the request; and 
 (b) if the source protection authority proposes, on the request of the chair, to remove the member from office, it shall give 

the member a copy of the chair’s request.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 22 (3). 
 (4)  The source protection authority shall provide the member and the chair of the source protection committee with an 
opportunity to make submissions to the authority before it makes a decision on whether or not to remove the member from 
office under subsection (1).  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 22 (4). 
 (5)  The source protection authority shall give written notice of its decision on whether or not to remove a member from 
office under subsection (1) to the member and to the chair of the source protection committee, together with the authority’s 
reasons.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 22 (5). 
 (6)  A source protection authority shall, as soon as reasonably possible, remove from office a member of the committee 
who was appointed by the authority pursuant to paragraph 1 of section 2 if, 
 (a) the member was appointed from a list of persons that was submitted jointly by the councils of the municipalities that 

are in a group established under clause 3 (1) (a); 
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 (b) the removal of the member from office is jointly requested by the councils of the municipalities referred to in clause 
(a); and 

 (c) the councils of the municipalities referred to in clause (a) jointly submit the name of a person to be appointed to fill the 
vacancy created by the removal of the member.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 22 (6). 

 (7)  If a member is removed from office under subsection (6), the source protection authority shall, pursuant to paragraph 1 
of section 2 and as soon as reasonably possible, appoint the person whose name was submitted under clause (6) (c) as a 
member of the source protection committee.  O. Reg. 288/07, s. 22 (7). 
Transition 

 23.  (1)  The source protection committee established for the Quinte Source Protection Region under clause 7 (6) (b) of the 
Act is continued as the source protection committee for the Quinte Conservation Source Protection Area.  O. Reg. 284/10, 
s. 2. 
 (2)  For the purposes of section 7 of the Act and for the purposes of this Regulation, the Quinte Conservation Authority is 
deemed to have established the source protection committee described in subsection (1) and appointed the members of the 
committee.  O. Reg. 284/10, s. 2. 
 
 
 
Back to top 
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120 Bayview Parkway  Newmarket, ON   L3Y 3W3  Tel: 905-895-1281  Fax: 905-853-5881 

www.ourwatershed.ca 

 

 

 

 

October 8, 2015 

 

Minister Ted McMeekin 

Municipal Affairs and Housing 

777 Bay Street, 17th Floor 

Toronto, ON M5G 2E5 

 

 

Re: Building Code amendment request to remove the inspection requirement for septic systems identified as 

significant drinking water threats for Sodium and Chloride 

               

The South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Committee request that the Minister of Municipal 

Affairs and Housing  consider amending the building code to remove the mandatory septic inspection 

requirement for on-site septic systems identified as significant drinking water salt threats.  

Under the Ontario Building Code, mandatory inspections are required for on-site sewage systems in vulnerable 

areas where they are identified as significant drinking water threats under the Clean Water Act, 2006. The 

inspection is generally intended to determine whether a sewage system is in substantial compliance with the 

operation and maintenance requirements outlined in Section 8.9 of Division B of the Ontario Building Code. 

The Clean Water Act identifies significant drinking water threats according to the Technical Rules and 

accompanying Table of Circumstances. Septic systems including holding tanks and leaching beds are 

predominantly identified as significant drinking water threats when they are located in a wellhead protection 

area or intake protection zone where the vulnerability score is 10. However, under Technical Rule 115(4), where 

an issue contributing area is delineated, all threats related to the particular issue, must be classified as a 

significant drinking water threat, regardless of the vulnerability score at their location.  The Tables of 

Circumstances identifies septic systems as threats for sodium and chloride. This means that in a sodium and 

chloride issue contributing area, all septic systems must be elevated to significant drinking water threat status. 

This in turn triggers the mandatory septic inspection requirement under the Ontario Building Code. 

Since septic systems are not designed to treat for sodium and chloride, the undertaking of an inspection would 

consequently not address the sodium and chloride threat posed by the septic system. This requirement 

therefore creates an unnecessary workload for municipal staff to comply with and a confusing message for the 

public to understand.  
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120 Bayview Parkway  Newmarket, ON   L3Y 3W3  Tel: 905-895-1281  Fax: 905-853-5881 

www.ourwatershed.ca 

 

 

 

The Source Protection Committee respectfully requests that the Minister consider amending the building code 

to remove the inspection requirement for on-site sewage systems identified as significant drinking water salt 

threats.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Lynn Dollin, Chair SGBLS SPC 
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Staff Report Number:    SPC-2015-02-01 
Agenda Item Number:    VII e 

 
TO:    South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Committee 
 
FROM:    Ben Longstaff 
 
DATE:    November 26, 2015 
 
SUBJECT:   Updates to the Assessment Report and Source Protection Plan  
 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT the Source Protection Committee endorse Staff Report No. SPC-

2015-02-01 regarding the proposed amendments to the Assessment 
Report (AR) and Source Protection Plan (SPP). 

                                                                AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to make all necessary changes 
and post those changes, and a notice summarizing the changes online 
pending Source Protection Authority approval. 

 

 
Purpose of Staff Report: 
 
To inform the Source Protection Committee about some minor changes to make to the Assessment 
Report and Source Protection Plan. Also, to seek SPC endorsement to make all necessary changes, and 
post those changes, along with a notice summarizing the changes online pending approval from the 
Source Protection Authority. 
 
Background: 
 
Staff have been provided comments, and noticed some minor changes to be made to the Source 
Protection Plan and Assessment Report. Changes include: 
 

 fixing some scrambled monitoring policy references 

 fixing minor typos throughout 

 amending the definition of major development 

 correcting a technical error with the condition threats 
 
Additional, information on the changes to be made will be covered in the presentation accompanying 
this staff report. 
 
Staff have been advised from the MOECC that typographical and patent (or obvious) errors can be 
corrected by the source protection committee under the provisions of s.51 (6) of the regulation. If an 
amendment is made under section 51(1)6, then the authority must publish the amended SPP and a 
notice describing the amendment on the internet as soon as is reasonably possible (s. 51(2)). 
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Section 48 (1) of Ontario Regulation 287/07 states that an amendment to the Source Protection Plan can 
only be requested if the Source Protection Committee (SPC) and the Source Protection Authority (SPA) 
are both of the opinion that the amendment is advisable. The proposed amendments will be presented 
to all Source Protection Authorities in the New Year.  
 
Issues: 
 
None.  
 
Summary and Recommendation: 
 
Staff recommend that the source protection committee endorse the proposed minor changes to the 
source protection plan and assessment report. Further that a notice describing the amendment be 
posted on the internet. 
 
 
Recommendation:  THAT the Source Protection Committee endorse Staff Report No. SPC-2015-02-

01 regarding the proposed amendments to the Assessment Report (AR) and 
Source Protection Plan (SPP). 
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to make all necessary changes and post 
those changes, and a notice summarizing the changes online pending Source 
Protection Authority approval.     

 
Prepared by:                    
                                          
            Katie Thompson, Subwatershed Protection Planner/ G.I.T.      
  
 
Recommended by:    
                                        
      Ben Longstaff, General Manager, Integrated Watershed Management   
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Staff Report Number:    SPC-2015-02-02 
Agenda Item Number:    VII f 

 
 
TO:    South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Committee 
 
FROM:    Ben Longstaff 
     
DATE:    November 26, 2015 
 
SUBJECT: Annual Reporting  
 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT Staff Report No. 2015-02-02 be received for information  
                                                     AND FURTHER THAT the Source Protection Committee endorse Part IV 

Annual Reporting Metrics for circulation to South Georgian Bay Lake 
Simcoe Risk Management Officials as the template for the 2015 
reporting requirement  

                                                     AND FURTHER that staff be directed to complete all necessary action to 
circulate the Part IV Annual Reporting Template to Risk Management 
Officials. 

 

 
Purpose of Staff Report: 
 
The purpose of this Staff Report is to update the Source Protection Committee on the progress of the 
annual reporting working group. In addition, to seek SPC endorsement to release the Part IV annual 
reporting metrics to South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Risk Management Officials as the 2015 reporting 
template. 
 
Background: 
 
In summer of 2015, the annual reporting working group began meeting to discuss the annual reporting 
metrics for inclusion in the section 46 Source Protection Authority annual reports. To date the 
workgroup has identified key reporting metrics for Section 58 Risk Management Plans, Section 57 
Prohibition and Section 59 Restricted Land Use. The group is just starting to work on developing Land 
Use Planning Metrics, and will be moving onto Education and Outreach, Incentives/Stewardship Policies 
and the “Other” policies in the New Year. 
 
A key decision of the group thus far is produce a standard annual progress report that covers the basic 
status of implementation, and every five years produce an in-depth review of program implementation 
and policy effectiveness. The information to support the five year review will be gleaned from a series of 
open ended questions that will be asked annually, along with a review of the basic implementation 
statistics. Additional, details will be provided in the staff presentation accompanying this staff report. 
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Issues: 
 
None. This year the reporting metrics will be used to test the process to allow for any necessary 
adjustments prior to the first official s.46 annual report being due to the Minister in 2018. 
 
Summary and Recommendation: 
 
Part IV annual reporting metrics have been developed by the working group in consultation with the 
Risk Management Official working group. Further the template incorporates s.81 legislated Risk 
Management Official reporting requirements and additional requirements identified by the MOECC.  
 
A copy of the proposed Part IV annual reporting metrics will be available to download from the 
member’s only section of the website for review prior to the SPC meeting. 
 
 
Recommendations:  THAT Staff Report No. 2015-02-02 be received for information  
                                                      AND FURTHER THAT the Source Protection Committee endorse Part IV 

Annual Reporting Metrics for circulation to South Georgian Bay Lake 
Simcoe Risk Management Officials as the template for the 2015 
reporting requirements  
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to complete all necessary actions 
required to circulate the Part IV Annual Reporting template to Risk 
Management Officials.                                     

   
 
Prepared by:   
                                                  
           Katie Howson, Subwatershed Protection Planner/G.I.T. 
 
 
 Recommended by: 
               
          Ben Longstaff, General Manager, Integrated Watershed Management                  
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