
 
 

Sault Ste. Marie Region Source Protection Committee 
Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday February 7, 2012  
Civic Centre – Russ Ramsey Room 

 
Attendance 
Andrew Hallett – PUC Member Roy Bertolo – Aggregates Member 
Hal McGonigal – Municipal Member, 
Prince Township 

Catherine Taddo – Municipal Member 

Larry Woolley – Resident Member Peter Tonazzo – Municipal Member 
Subhash Verma, Chair (via 
teleconference) 

Ralph Yanni – Sault North Resident 
Member 

Peter McLarty – Environmental 
Member 

Rhonda Bateman – PM and SPA 
Liaison 

 Wesley Wright – MOE Liaison 
 
Regrets: 
Linda Whalen – Alternate SPA Liaison 
Ken Greenwood – Algoma Public Health Liaison 
Christine Ropeter - Communications 
 
The meeting commenced at 12:30 pm 
 
Welcome 

Motion that Peter McLarty chair the meeting 
- carried unanimously  
 

Declaration of Conflict of Interest 
No conflicts were declared. 

 
Administration 

Adoption of February 7, 2012 draft agenda  
Moved by Larry Woolley, seconded by Ralph Yanni  
- carried unanimously  

  
MOE Update 

  
Wesley Wright discussed the comments the committee received on an early draft of our 
pre-consultation policies. The review was undertaken by an MOE planner and the 
planning coordinator. There were three main areas of concern: 
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1) Policy gaps identified – the need to address future threats versus existing threats 
and where threats may exist that were not numerated in the Assessment Report. 

There needs to be a clear definition of future and existing threats identified in the source 
protection plan. 
 
2) Volume threshold concerns – the identification of specific volume thresholds listed in 

policy may have limitations on future interpretation of a threat.  
For example if the policy specifies a 25L volume of a product will trigger the significance 
of a threat and then the Tables of Circumstances is updated and the volume is changed 
then the validity of the policy may be compromised. The Risk Management Official 
would be the individual responsible for determining the circumstances around volume of 
a product and it would be identified through the screening process. 
 
3) Legal Effect – follow the guidance provided through MOE on legal effect for the 

policies – be consistent.  
 
Andrew Hallett stressed the need for each policy to have specific references to 
governing legislation, if applicable, to make the policies easier for the public to 
understand. Public should have easy access to understand the thresholds that make 
certain volumes significant threats. 
 
Wesley Wright countered that the policies should be written to meet the legal 
requirements under the Clean Water Act (CWA).  
 
Rhonda Bateman has a scheduled meeting with the MOE policy reviewers to clarify the 
comments received and edit the policies to meet the legal requirements of the CWA 
 

Moderate Policy Review  
 
The moderate policy for the Significant Groundwater Recharge Area (SGRA) was edited 
on-line based on comments from the committee members. 
 

 Peter Tonazzo queried as to whether Provincial Instruments can be used on moderate 
policies. Wesley stated that they could be used but would be delegated to the legal 
effect of “shall have regard to” which means not legally bound by. 

 
 Ralph Yanni raised the question as to the option of protection of vegetation in the SGRA  
 
 Hal McGonigal raised the question as to future uses in the SGRA that have not yet been 

identified as a threat 
 
 Peter Tonazzo clarified that the Official Plan (OP) lists the permitted uses for the SGRA 

and as such if the uses are not identified then they are not permitted. 
 
 Subhash Verma wished to include a quantity measure for this policy 
 
 Andrew Hallett questioned such existing uses as golf courses and potential commercial 

and industrial – the storage and handling of products, grandfathering of such land use 
activities such that they are not restricted. 
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 Another concern raised by Andrew is the policy gap related to road salt contamination in 
the east aquifer tied to the SGRA – an existing potential issue but nor addressed in the 
OP  
 
The OP for the Sault North Planning Board is within the SGRA and the Board should be 
consulted for review of this moderate policy. 
 

 Action: Rhonda Bateman to distribute a copy of the revised moderate policy to SPC 
members for their comment. 

 
Source Protection Plan (SPP) Review 
 
Further edits to the SPP occurred on-line  
 
Subhash Verma signed out of the meeting at 2:42 
 
Peter Tonazzo anticipates the comments from the City will be sent to Rhonda Bateman by 
February 24 for the committee’s consideration. If they are not received by that date, the 
comments will be carried over for consideration during the public consultation period. 
 
 Items for the next agenda 

- Review of the policies following edits 
- Discussion of moderate policy   

 
Adjournment:  4:20 pm 
 

Next meeting: 
To be determined 
 
 
 

 


