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Policy Implementation Challenges – SEWG(c)-4 
SEWG(c)-4 policy currently states 

• SEWG(c)-4 : “Municipalities shall implement an inspection program 
for small on-site sewage systems that are located in vulnerable areas 
where they are a significant drinking water threat in accordance with 
the Ontario Building Code.” 
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Municipalities experience in implementing 

• At least one municipality performed on-site inspections that included 
a tank inspection. One municipality did not inspect any small on-site 
septic systems by the deadline, as required. For many municipalities 
the SPA and SPC are not aware of the methodology they used for 
septic inspections. 

• Source water may be better protected if we undertook a review of 
septic inspection methodologies used by our municipal partners 
during the initial inspections for SWP and determined a consistent, 
effective approach for the next round of inspections.  This could be 
achieved by hosting a workshop for Part 8 Sewage System 
Inspectors and/or Chief Building Officials.   

Policy Implementation Challenges – SEWG(c)-4 
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Policy Implementation Challenges – SEWG(c)-4 
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Policy Implementation Challenges – LUP-12 
LUP-12 policy currently states 

• SEWG(c)-4 : “Planning Approval Authorities shall only permit new 
major development (excluding single detached residential, barns and 
non-commercial structures that are accessory to an agricultural 
operation) in a WHPA-Q2 where the activity would be a significant 
drinking water threat, where it can be demonstrated through the 
submission of a hydrogeological study that the existing water balance 
can be maintained through the use of best management practices 
such as low impact development. Where necessary, implementation 
and maximization of off-site recharge enhancement within the same 
WHPA-Q2 to compensate for any predicted loss of recharge from the 
development.” 
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Planning Approval Authority (LSRCA) experience in implementing 

Policy Implementation Challenges – LUP-12 

A Single Family Dwelling: 

• with an increase in impervious 
area of ≥ 500 m2 are subject 
Storm water Management review 

• is subject to hydrogeological 
review when in the Oak Ridges 
Moraine 

• is not explicitly exempt from a 
hydrogeological review when in an 
SGRA/ESGRA (Lake Simcoe 
Protection Plan) 
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Policy Implementation Challenges – LUP-12 
Planning Approval Authority (LSRCA) experience in implementing 

• Staff have reviewed plans for a Single Family Dwelling with ¾ of an 
acre impervious area on a 2 acre lot (38% impervious area) 

•  There are comparable sized commercial lots with smaller impervious 
areas which are not exempt from the WHPA-Q2 requirements even 
though they have less impact on recharge 

• Perhaps the policy should not exclude SFDs but use % impervious 
area as a threshold 

• A consistent and fair approach across all Plans (SGBLS SPP, 
ORMCP, LSPP) would be easier to implement   
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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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