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Presentation Outline 
• Objectives of Annual Reporting and the Role of the SPC 

• Reports Due to the Province May 1, 2018 

• Progress update (Risk Management Plans, Official Plan                          
Amendments, Septic Inspections, Land Use Planning Policies)  

• Ministry Progress on Prescribed Instruments 

• Potential Issues 

• Next Steps 

• Summary Points 

• Recommended Progress Score 

• Questions? 
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Objectives of Annual Reporting and  
the Role of the SPC 
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Objectives of Annual Reporting 

Primary Goal: 
To assess if threats to drinking water supplies were reduced through the 
implementation of the Source Protection Plan 
 
Secondary Goals: 
1. Ensure program effectiveness and efficiency 
2. Provide accountability and transparency through public reporting 
3. Inform future budget requests 
4. Reduce uncertainty of plan success or failure 
5. Inform decision-making and implementation 
6. Enable more effective on-the-ground management of SDWTs 
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Reports Due to the Province May 1, 2018 
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Annual Reporting Components 

1. Establishment of a Risk Management Office 

2. Number of Risk Management Plans 

3. Number of inspections 

4. Qualitative assessment of policy effect 

5. Status of Official Plan update and Zoning By-law 
amendment 

6. Progress on Septic Inspection Program 

7. Ministry Reporting (Prescribed Instruments) 

Pa
rt

 IV
 

544 
Threat Sites 

Removed 

Modified from 
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Risk 
Management 
Official Status 
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476 - 49 = 427 
 

We likely have less-than 427 
RMPs remaining to negotiate in 
the next 2 years. 

Risk Management Plans  
Progress to Date 
(Completed RMPs) 
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Risk Management Plans 
Progress to Date 
(Completed and In-Progress RMPs) 

 
 
How many RMPs were 
considered in-progress as 
of December 31, 2017? 
 

137 
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Progress Made 
Addressing  
Threats 

71% of SDWT that 
existed at the time of 
SPP approval have 
been addressed 
through policy 
implementation 
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Progress Made 
Addressing  
Threats 
Only 16 of 21 SDWT 
are typically 
addressed through 
the RMP tool 

Over half of the SDWT 
still to be addressed 
are one of either: 
• ASM 
• Comm. Fertilizer 
• DNAPL 

Threat typically not 
addressed through RMP 

Threat may not be 
addressed through RMP 
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30% 
35% 

8% 

9% 

Factors Contributing to Delays in Establishing RMPs 
• RMOs hesitant to 

establish RMPs for 
DNAPLs and 
Fertilizer as there 
may be changes to 
policies in the future 

• On average it took 23 
months to complete 
Agricultural-based 
RMPs in our region 
(based on 5 
completed RMPs in 
2016-2017 
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Official Plan Updates  
Progress to Date 
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Zoning Bylaw 
Amendments   
Progress to Date 
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Septic Inspections   
Progress to Date 
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Maintaining GW Recharge - York WHPA-Q 
Policy LUP-12 
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Maintaining GW Recharge – Northern WHPA-Qs 
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Ministry Reporting 
 

• Ministry Progress in Addressing Existing Threats 
• Nutrient Management Strategy Example (SGBLS Region) 
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Nutrient Management Strategies – Existing Threats 
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Potential Issues 
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Potential Issues 
• RMPs - Most Risk Management Officials may need to increase 

the rate of Risk Management Plan establishment to complete all 
required RMPs by the 2020 deadline 

• Septic Inspections – January 2017 was the deadline to complete 
mandatory septic inspections. As of Dec. 31, 2017 one 
municipality has not started their septic inspections. 

• Source Water Data Management - We have a good database 
but we must continue to improve it. RMOs are asking for an 
improved product for next year. 
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Next Steps 
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Next Steps - RMPs 
• Determine if Risk Management Officials (RMOs) have a plan in-place to meet the deadline 

to establish Risk Management Plans (RMPs).  The Source Protection Authority (SPA) will 
assist RMOs in finding efficiencies in RMP development where appropriate.  

• The SPA will seek clarification on policy direction for threat types that have uncertainty 
associated with them (MOECC definition of DNAPL and methodology for calculating % 
managed land for commercial fertilizer threat).  

• The SPA will ensure municipal councils are aware of the potential workload to establish 
RMPs in their municipality. 
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Next Steps – Septic Inspections 
• The SPA will work with Part 8 sewage system inspectors and Chief Building 

Officials who have not completed their mandatory septic inspections to complete 
the inspections in a timely manner.  
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Next Steps – Annual Reporting and Data Management 
 

• Refine and improve SPAR to make it more efficient to use and have 
it generate better reports. RMOs to provide feedback early in 2018. 

• Train RMOs on how to use SPAR and ensure that stakeholders 
understand the questions being asked of them (“the Reportables”). 

• Collaborate more with MOECC to provide them with “lessons 
learned” in source water protection database development.  



28 

Summary Points 
1. 96% of the policies that address significant drinking water threats have 

been or are in the process of being implemented. 

2. Approximately 71% of SDWT that existed at the time of SPP approval 
have been addressed through policy implementation. 

3. 106 RMPs have been established across the source protection region. 
However the rate of Risk Management Plan establishment may need to 
increase to complete all required RMPs by the 2020 deadline. 

4. The majority of municipalities in our source protection region have 
processes in place to ensure that their day-to-day planning decisions 
conform to our source protection plans. 

5. York Region’s incentive program has clearly demonstrated that funding 
the cost of implementing risk management measures in RMPs can play 
an important role in successful and timely RMP negotiations. 

6. To-date there have been only two prohibitions of future activities where 
the activity would be a significant drinking water threat. 
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Summary Points (continued) 
7. The section 59 policy captured only four development proposals 

requiring an RMP for a future activity that would be a significant 
drinking water threat. 

8. 97% (2005 of the 2071) of on-site sewage systems have been 
inspected in accordance with the Ontario Building Code. However one 
municipality has not started their septic inspection program as of the 
end of 2017 

9. All municipalities, with the exception of one, submitted their 2017 
annual reports to Source Protection Authority staff. This one 
municipality may have been without a Risk Management Official for all 
or part of 2017.  

10.All local municipalities within the Lake Simcoe Source Protection 
Authority portion of the York WHPA-Q2 are implementing policy LUP-
12 (which requires a water balance study for all major developments) 
by having all applications peer reviewed by a Hydrogeologist. 
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• The SPA recommends that the SPC give themselves a score of  

S: Satisfactory  

on achieving source protection plan objectives this reporting period. 

 

 

 

(Satisfactory = Some of the source protection plan policies have been 
implemented and/or are progressing in accordance with the timelines 
specified in the source protection plan) 

Recommended Progress Score 
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Thank you! 
  Questions? 

Mike Wilson, P.Geo. 
Source Water Protection Coordinator/Hydrogeologist 
Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority 
905-895-1281, ext. 281 | 1-800-465-0437  
m.wilson@LSRCA.on.ca 
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