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Sault Ste. Marie Region Source Protection Committee 
Meeting Minutes 

Wednesday, July 18, 2012 
Civic Centre – Biggings Room 

 
Attendance 
Hal McGonigal – Municipal Member, 
Prince Township 

Ralph Yanni – Sault North Resident 
Member 

Larry Woolley – Resident Member Peter McLarty – Environmental 
Member 

Peter Tonazzo – Municipal Member Catherine Taddo – Municipal Member 
Subhash Verma, Chair  
(via teleconference) 

Rhonda Bateman – Project Coordinator 
and SPA Liaison 

Clare Mitchell, MOE Liaison 
(via teleconference) 

Christine Ropeter - Communications 

 
Regrets: 

Roy Bertolo - Aggregates Member 
Linda Whalen – Alternate SPA Liaison 
Ken Greenwood – Algoma Public Health Liaison 
Andrew Hallett – PUC Member 
 
The meeting commenced at 2:00 pm 

 
Welcome 

Motion that Peter McLarty facilitate the meeting 
Moved by Ralph Yanni, seconded by Larry Woolley 
- carried unanimously  
 

Declaration of Conflict of Interest 
No conflicts were declared. 

 
Administration 

Adoption of July 18, 2012 proposed agenda  
Moved by Ralph Yanni, seconded by Hal McGonigal 
- carried unanimously  
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 Adoption of May 24, 2012 draft minutes 
      Moved by Ralph Yanni, seconded by Larry Woolley 

- carried unanimously  
 
Source Protection Planning 

Review and Discussion of comments received from MOE with real-time edits 
by SPC members 
 
Subhash Verma inquired as to whether any public comments had been received. 
Rhonda Bateman stated that no public comments were received but comments were 
received from OMAFRA. 
 
With regard to the OMAFRA comment the reference to MDS guidelines was 
removed. 
 

     Chapter 4  
     Threat Policies 
 

4.3.1 - Existing Threat - Sewage infrastructure in WHPA-A - Lorna Well 
Monitoring Policy: SSM-Sewage-MP-E-2.0 
 
Comment KT9 - Please revise to “after the plan takes effect” to be consistent with 
the legislation. 
 
4.3.2 - Existing Threat - Snow Storage in WHPA-A - Lorna Well 
Policy Number: SSM-Snow-E-1.1 
 
Comment KT10 - These edits are suggested to target this policy to the existing 
municipal snow storage site, so that this site can be excluded from the other snow 
policy.    
 
Comment KT11 - Because your intent is to manage rather than prohibit snow 
storage, we recommend wording similar to the following: “Maximize snow storage in 
the portions of the existing snow storage site that are outside of the WHPA-A.   
 
Reasons for the Monitoring Policy: 
 
Comment HM12 - Typo? Boundaries limits – should be monitoring of the boundaries 
or limits or boundary limits. 
 
Comment HM13 - The actual monitoring policy doesn’t say anything about reporting 
on the boundaries of the storage area – just the steps it has taken on the storage 
area.  Perhaps some clarification could assist with the implementation of this 
monitoring policy.  For example, do you want the monitoring policy to report on the 
extent and number of times the storage area has encroached into the WHPA A?  
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4.3.3 - Existing Threat - Fuel storage and handling in WHPA-A - Goulais Well 
Policy Number: SSM-Fuel-E-1.2 
 
Comment KT14 - We encourage you to add this wording, in line with our comment 
on SSM-Fuel-F-1.1 
 
Reasons for the Monitoring Policy 
 
Comment HM15 - The monitoring policy identified merely references the annual 
reporting requirements from section 65 of the regulation.  It is unclear how specific 
information from the referenced environmental report would be incorporated.  Please 
consider revising for clarity. 
 

4.3.5 - Future and Existing Threat - Waste Disposal Sites   
Monitoring Policy: SSM-PIgeneral-MP-1.0 
 
Implementation Date:  
 
Comment KT16 - Since this policy addresses BOTH existing and future occurrences 
of this threat, and since your policy template throughout this plan list implementation 
dates for each policy, there should be implementation dates for both existing and 
future.  For future, the text you have is fine.  For existing, you could use the same 
wording as is in SSM-Sewage-F-1.2, inserted here for convenience. 
 

4.3.6 - Future and Existing Threat - Fuel Handling and Storage 
Policy Number: SSM-Fuel-F-1.1 
 
Comment KT17- By adding this caveat/location clarification, this policy will apply to 
all locations except where it already exists within Goulais well’s WHPA, which we 
understand was your intent.  Without adding this caveat, other portions of Goulais 
WHPA-A would not be covered by a policy for future threats of this type.  
 
Comment KT18 - We recognize that you added the reference to the Goulais well in 
this paragraph based on our previous comments. In light of our new comments 
above, it is not necessary to retain this reference here. 

 
Comment KT19 - This is the correct default implementation date for future activities 
when using section 57.  However, for existing activities, the default in the Clean 
Water Act is 180 days after the plan takes effect.  It is recommended to add the 
implementation date for existing threats, or to remove the date and depend on the 
default dates set out in the Act for both existing and future threats. 
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4.3.7 - Future and Existing Threat - Road Salt Application 
Policy Number: SSM-Salt-F-1.4 
 
Comment KT29 - From tables and maps in your Approved Assessment Report 
(which will become part of the SPP), it appears that this activity can never be a 
significant threat in WHPA A or B (in A since the impervious surface area is never 
80% and in B because the vulnerability is never a 10).  We suggest removing this 
policy, since you cannot require a municipality to perform these actions if the threat 
can never be significant. 
 

4.3.8 - Future and Existing Threat - Road Salt Storage 
 

Comment KT21 - “Road Salt Storage and Handling” is the correct reference for the 
threat. 
 
Objective 
 
Comment KT22 - Still references only future, when title is for future and 
existing…The explanatory document doesn’t indicate that you don’t want a policy for 
existing, so recommend changing this and being consistent in the policy for which 
threats it applies to. 
 

4.3.9 - Future and Existing Threat - Handling and Storage of Dense Non 
Aqueous Phase Liquids (DNAPLs)  
Policy - SSM-DNAPL-F-2.2 
 
Comment KT23 - All other significant threat policies include “where it is a significant 
threat.”  This wording should be included here too.  
 
This comment was disregarded. 
 

4.3.12 - Future Threat - The establishment, operation or maintenance of a 
system that collects, stores, transmits, treats or disposes of sewage  
Policy Number: SSM-Sewage-F-1.2 
 
Comment KT24 - By paraphrasing the threat title, you may be inadvertently 
excluding some subcategories of this threat.  It would be best to replace with the 
following “establishment, operation or maintenance of a system that collects, stores, 
transmits, treats or disposes of sewage (excluding septic systems)”, to ensure you 
capture all threat subcategories and to differentiate this policy from part 2 below. 
 
This comment was accepted. 
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Comment KT25 - By using the word “all” you have completely covered all future 
threat activities of this type in all WHPA-As and Bs. However, the words in 
parentheses would indicate that there are no future policies applicable to the other 
two wells.  We recommend removing the references to these two wells in 
parentheses or explaining their exclusion in the explanatory document. 
 
No change was made by the SPC with regard to Comment KT25. 

4.3.13 - Future Threat - Application, handling and storage of Agricultural 
Source Material (ASM) and Non-Agricultural Source Material (NASM) 
 
Comment KT26 - The explanatory document notes that the SPC is confident that 
there are no existing or future agricultural uses of ASM / NASM possible, due to the 
current zoning.  However, this policy deals with residential uses of these substances.  
Please consider whether there might be existing non-agricultural uses of 
ASM/NASM, and thus whether the education and outreach should apply to potential 
existing as well as future threats. 
 
With regard to Comment KT26, a correction will be made. 

4.3.14 - Future Threat - Runoff from de-icing of aircraft 
Policy Number: SSM-de-icing-F-1.2 
 
Comment KT27 - This section 59 policy needs the same standard wording as is 
contained in all the other ones. 
 
This comment was accepted. 
 
Comments KT28 - Edits suggested based on your intention that the Lorna site not 
require a RMP in addition the requirements of SNOW-E-1.1 
 

4.3.17 - Future and Existing Threat - Handling and storage of pesticide and 
application of pesticide to land 
Policy Number: SSM-pest-F-1.1 
 
Comment KT29 - This paragraph is about management, so this particular 
“prohibition” reference does not make sense here. This sentence should be removed 
or corrected. 
 
With regards to this comment a discussion took place, there was consensus by the  
SPC to leave the phase “residential” in 
 
Implementation Date 

 
Comment KT30 - For consistency with the layout throughout your plan, it is 
recommended you add a section for implementation of the s. 57 prohibition part of 
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the policy.  For future it can be when the plan takes effect, but for existing it must be 
at least 180 days after the plan takes effect – see CWA 57 (2). 
 
This comment was accepted. Changed to “future and existing implementation date. 
 

4.4.1 - Future Moderate and Low Threats –Significant Groundwater Recharge 
Area 
Policy Number: SSM-SGRA-F-4.0  
 
Comment KT31 - We note that you have copied the specific policies from the official 
plan based on our previous comments.  Some of the policies from the official plan 
that you added explicitly prohibit threat activities, which is not permitted in a 
moderate threat policy (see O. Reg. 287/07 section 32(3)).  We hope that you will 
consider the suggested wording here.  We feel that this slight modification to your 
original draft policy is more in line with your intent and aligns with the permissible 
contents of a source protection plan. 
 
This comment was accepted. 
 
Comment KT32 - This additional text would add clarity. 
 
This comment was accepted. 
 
Comment KT33 - This wording would complement the policy being on list B 
 
Comment KT34 - Edits suggested for clarity.  Also, it would be helpful to explicitly 
state who is developing this program. 
 
Implementation Date 
 
Comment KT35 - An implementation date for the “Planning Act” part of the policy is 
needed. 
 
4.5.3 - Planning Approach General Monitoring Policy 
Planning Approach General Monitoring Policy: SSM-Planning-MP-1.1 
 
Comment KT36 - Should be 1.0.  Fix in the explanatory document as well. 
 
This comment was accepted. 

 
Comment KT37 - This should be its own stand alone policy, and it would appear on 
list A.  Here is an example of how it could be worded: 

 
To satisfy the provisions of s. 40 and 42 of the CWA, the SSM OP and zoning shall 
be updated in accordance with the provisions of s. 26 of the Planning Act. Decisions 
under the Planning Act and Condominium Act must conform with the Significant 
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Drinking Water Threat (SDWT) policies and have regard to policies that address 
moderate and low threats when the plan takes effect. 
 
This comment was accepted. 
 
With regards to the maps a suggestion was made to change the gray to white.  
 
Subhash Verma asked for a change to the footer and to adjust the titles under the 
WHPA maps so that they don’t extend beyond the map borders. 
 
Rhonda will send the changes to the SPP made during the meeting to the SPC 
members for review and approval in principal. 
 
Motion that the SPC send the SPP amendments to the SPA. 
Moved by Larry Woolley, seconded by Ralph Yanni 

- approved in principal 
 
Next Steps 
 
Rhonda will be compiling the Source Protection Plan submission which will be sent 
to MOE for August 10, 2012. Following the submission we will be entering into the 
transition phase and after approval by the Minister we will enter the implementation 
phase. 
 
Peter Tonazzo asked if there is a deadline or regulated date by which the RMO must 
be hired. Clare Mitchell advised that it should happen prior to the SPP being in 
affect/approved. 
 
During implementation it is anticipated that the SPC will meet twice a year with a 1/3 
yearly rotation of its members  
 

Adjournment: 3:27 pm 
 
Next meeting: 

 
To be determined 
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