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MEETING OF THE SOURCE PROTECTION COMMITTEE #2/13 June 4, 2013
The Source Protection Committee Meeting #2/13, was held at Black Creek Pioneer
Village, North Theatre, on June 4, 2013. The Chair Susan Self, called the meeting to order
at 10:00 a.m.
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SECTION IV - ITEMS FOR COMMITTEE ACTION
RES. #9/13

MINUTES

Moved by:
Seconded by:

David Kentner
Andrea Bourrie

THAT the Minutes of Meeting #2/13, held on February 12, 2013 be approved.
CARRIED
RES. #10/13

CORRESPONDENCE
A. Letter to Donald Ford, Manager, Geoenvironmental, TRCA, dated
January 9, 2013, from Mary Early, Director Planning, Town of Mono,
regarding Pilot Project Orangeville, Mono, and Amaranth Water Quantity
Risk.
B. Letter to Beverley Thorpe, CTC Project Manager, dated April 4, 2013,
from Peter Rider, Supervisor, SWP, Halton Region, regarding, Request
for items to assist municipalities towards Municipal Implementation
Readiness for SWP Implementation.
C. Letter to Michael Baran, Niagara Escarpment Commission, dated April
12, 2013 from Mark Schiller, Executive Director, Peel Region; regarding
Comments on 1664092 Ontario Inc. - proposal to import fill to restore a
former gravel pit - 16083 Hurontario Street, Part Lots 3 and 4, Concession
1, E.H.S. Town of Caledon - March 2013.
D. Letter to Sara Moore-German, Policy Adviser, OMAF, dated April 15, 2013
from Scott Lister, Hydrogeologist, York Region; regarding Comments on
EBR Posting "Discussion Paper on Land Application of Nutrient
Feedwater" (EBR Registry Number 011-8075).
E. Email correspondence to Chairs and Project Managers, on May 23, 2013
by Ling Mark, Director, Source Protection Programs Branch, MOE;
regarding Plan Effective Date Summary - follow up from Chairs/PM
meeting.

Moved by:
Seconded by:

Louise Foster
Heather Laidlaw

THAT the above Correspondence be received.
CARRIED
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SECTION II - ITEMS FOR EXECUTIVE ACTION
RES. #11/13

Completion of Tier 3 Water Budget for Region of Halton’s Wells
serving Acton and Georgetown in the Credit Valley Source Protection
Area (CVSPA).
The Tier 3 Water Budget identifying the location and nature of the water
quantity threats at the Region of Halton’s wells in the CVSPA is
substantially completed. Approval –in-principle of the CTC SPC is being
sought so that staff can begin the work to update the Assessment Report:
CVSPA and undertake public consultation. The CTC SPC is also being
asked to review the Proposed Source Protection Plan policies to
determine which should apply to the Halton area and what, if any,
additional policies should be proposed to address the significant drinking
water threats in Halton that are not adequately addressed by the existing
proposed water quantity policies.

Moved by:
Seconded by:

Don Goodyear
Andrea Bourrie

THAT the CTC SPC accepts the recommendations of the Water Budget Working Group as
follows;
THAT the findings of the Tier 3 Water Budget as presented by Halton Region staff be
accepted-in-principle;
THAT subject to confirmation of the peer reviewers, the final report prepared by AECOM
for the Region of Halton be accepted upon receipt as a foundation report for the
assessment of water quantity threats at the Region of Halton’s wells in the CVSPA;
THAT staff be directed to make the necessary revisions to update the Assessment Report:
CVSPA and undertake the necessary public consultation and to report back on progress;
THAT the CTC SPC undertakes a review of the water quantity policies in the Proposed
Source Plan to determine which policies should apply to the vulnerable areas in Halton
Region and if necessary what additional policies should be proposed to address
significant drinking water quantity threats unique to Halton Region;
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to work with the ministry staff to ensure that the
necessary changes reflecting the foregoing are made to the text and mapping prior to a
decision on approval of the Proposed Updated Assessment Report.
CARRIED
BACKGROUND
At the CTC SPC Meeting #1/13 held on February 12, 2013, the SPC authorized the Water
Budget Working Group (WG) by RES #6/13 to reconvene to review and make
recommendations to the CTC SPC regarding the Tier 3 Water Budgets for Halton and York
respectively.
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The Tier 3 Water Budget study assessing the nature and location of drinking water quantity
threats at the Region of Halton’s wells located in the portion of the Town of Halton Hills within
the CVSPA is substantially completed. Independent peer reviewers (Chris Neville, Kevin
MacKenzie and Rick Gerber) and Ministry of Natural Resources staff are completing their review
of the revised report to confirm that their peer review comments have been adequately
addressed. Technical staff of Halton Region (Tom Renic, P. Geo.) and Credit Valley (Kerry
Mulchansingh, P. Geo.) are also satisfied with the findings of this work.
Tom Renic, Senior Hydrogeologist for Halton Region was invited to make a presentation to the
WG describing the analysis and findings from this study. At the recommendation of the WG he
is also making a presentation to the CTC SPC at their meeting of June 4, 2013.
Summary of the Work
The Technical Rules (2009) requires that a Tier 3 Water Budget Assessments be undertaken for
the Town of Halton Hills, since its municipal water supplies are drawn from within
subwatersheds identified in the Tier 2 Water Budget Study as having moderate groundwater
quantity stress.
Municipal drinking water supplies of Halton Hills are drawn from within Subwatersheds 10 and
11 of the CVSPA, and are located within the communities of Acton and Georgetown. A Tier 3
Water Budget study has been completed for these areas under the direction of Steering
Committee with membership from the CTC, the Ministry of Natural Resources and the Regional
Municipality of Halton. Funding for the study was provided by the province to Toronto and
Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) as the lead within the CTC Source Protection Region. An
MOU between the Region of Halton and TRCA set out the funding to be provided to Halton and
the scope of the work to be completed. The Region of Halton was responsible for hiring and
managing the consultants, providing information on the municipal wells, current and future
municipal water demands and proposed development per the current municipal official plans.
CTC provided technical review and managed the external peer review. Ministry of Natural
Resources and Environment staff provided technical direction on work required to meet the
Technical Rules and approved budget requests.
The Tier 3 Water Budget Study for Acton and Georgetown began in 2010, with an initial
objective of addressing data gaps identified through previous studies. These gaps were
reduced through an extensive field program which entailed borehole development and seismic
surveying. This program yielded high quality data that allowed for a vastly improved
understanding of the geology within the localized area, particularly with respect to the
hydrogeological conditions influencing the municipal well fields. This work has prompted
several key revisions to the conceptual and numerical groundwater models that form the basis
for the previous WHPA delineation undertaken in 2009.
Model runs utilizing the revised numerical model have shown vast changes in predicted source
areas from which the municipal wells draw water, necessitating a re-delineation of the previous
WHPA delineations. The revised WHPA were reviewed by the SPC in August 4, 2012, and
accepted through resolution #312/12, for inclusion in the updated assessment report, which
was submitted to MOE for approval in October 2012.
Overview Purpose and Requirements of Tier 3 Water Budgets
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The overall objective of the Tier 3 Water Budget Assessment is to determine whether a
municipality is able to meet its planned water quantity requirements, considering increased
municipal water demand, future land development, drought conditions, and other water uses.
The Tier 3 Water Budget Assessment is to:
 Estimate the likelihood that a municipal drinking water source is able to sustain its
allocated (existing plus committed or planned) pumping rates, while maintaining the
requirements of other water uses (e.g., ecological requirements and other water
takings), and


Identify water quantity threats on the drinking water sources that may influence the
municipality’s ability to meet their allocated pumping rates. A drinking water quantity
threat is defined (Technical Rules (2009) as any consumptive water demand or any
activity that reduces recharge to an aquifer. These include detailed characterization of
municipal and non-municipal demands, available drawdown, consumptive uses as well
as changes in land use.

The two major components of the Tier 3 Water Budget Assessment are:
 The Tier 3 Water Budget Model - Developed using numerical groundwater and surface
water models, which are used to evaluate localized hydrologic or hydrogeologic
conditions at a water supply well or surface water intake. The Tier 3 Water Budget
represents improvements to the Tier 2 Water Budget, in terms of the model simulation
and representation of groundwater movement between and across subwatershed
boundaries. This is made possible by refinements in the geological conceptualization
and subsurface characterization of the Study Area, particularly in the vicinity of
municipal wellheads and surface water intakes. The refinements in the conceptual
model are then incorporated into the Tier 3 numerical models


The Local Area Risk Assessment - The evaluation of a series of risk scenarios within the
Local Areas. Local Areas are the vulnerable areas that are delineated to protect the
quantity of water required by a municipality to meet their current or future water needs.
The Tier 3 Water Budget Model was used to delineate the Local Area for municipal
groundwater wells in the Study Area.

Once the Tier 3 models have been calibrated and validated, and the Local Areas delineated, the
Local Areas Risk Assessment is undertaken within them.
The Local Area Risk Assessment involves evaluation of risk scenarios within the Local Areas. A
series of risk scenarios were derived to represent existing and allocated pumping rates; and
current and planned land uses. The scenarios were used to simulate the response of
groundwater and surface water fluxes and levels, to variations in pump rates (demand) and in
land use; and in so doing, allow for an assessment of the future sustainability of the municipal
water source.
The risk assessment scenarios also consider the water demands of other uses, particularly
those that must be maintained by provincial or federal law such as wastewater assimilation
flows and the ecological flow requirements of coldwater fish habitats and wetlands.
The risk scenarios used the calibrated surface water and groundwater flow models to estimate
changes in water levels in the municipal supply aquifer, and to estimate the impacts to
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groundwater discharge and baseflow under average and drought climate conditions.
The drinking water threats within the Local Area are classified as low, moderate or significant
depending on the risk level assigned to the Local Area. If the risk level is significant, then all
consumptive water uses and reductions in recharge are classified as significant drinking water
threats. Part IX.1 to Part IX.4 of the Technical Rules (2009) and MOE and Ministry of Natural
Resources Bulletin (MOE and MNR, 2010) set the requirements and deliverables for the Local
Area Assessment and Risk Level.
Where the risk scenarios identify the potential that a well will not be able to supply their
allocated rates, the Local Area is assigned a ‘moderate’ or ‘significant’ water quantity risk level.
Once the risk level is assigned to the Local Area, activities within the Local Area, that reduce
recharge to the aquifer, or that remove water from an aquifer without returning it to the same
aquifer (consumptive) are identified as drinking water threats.
Tier 3 Methodology
The major steps completed for Tier 3 Water Budget and Local Area Risk Assessments, were:
1) Develop and calibrate Tier 3 Water Budget Model – Numerical surface water and
groundwater models created to simulate the movement of surface water and groundwater in
the Study Area.
2) Characterization of Municipal Wells and Intakes - detailed characterization of wells and
intakes, specifically identifying the low water operating constraints of those wells and intakes.
3) Estimation of Allocated Quantity of Water – assessment of existing, committed, plus planned
demand (pumping rates) for municipal wells.
4) Characterization of Other Water Uses – identification of other uses that might be influenced
by municipal pumping and identify water quantity constraints according to those other uses.
5) Characterization of Future Land Use - this typically involves a comparison of Official Plans
with current land use and incorporates assumptions relating to additional imperviousness from
future developments.
6) Characterization of Drinking Water Quantity Threats – consumptive demand, land use
change.
7) Delineation of Water Quantity Vulnerable Areas (WHPA-Q1 and WHPA-Q2), and the Local
Area – these areas are delineated using the Tier 3 Water Budget Model.
8) Evaluation of the Risk Scenarios within the Local Area- assessed in terms of the
municipalities’ ability to pump water at each well along with the impact to other water uses.
9) Assignment of Risk Level - a risk ranking (low, moderate, and significant) is assigned to each
of the vulnerable areas based on the results of the scenarios.
10) Identification of Drinking Water Quantity Threats and Areas Where They Are Significant and
Moderate.
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Tier 3 Water Budget Assessment for Acton and Georgetown in CTC SPR
Three Local Areas were delineated within the study area based on assessing the potential
interactions amongst clusters of wells and drinking water threats were assessed for each of
them (map being provided separately). In addition, a fourth area - an IPZ-Q - has been
delineated to include the Beeney Creek, a surface water system with proven hydrological
connection to the municipal aquifer west of Georgetown.
The risk assessment scenarios undertaken in the Local Areas are shown in Table 1.
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Based upon the results of the Risk Assessment Scenarios, two Local Areas, A and C were
assigned a ‘Significant’ risk level based on the following circumstances:
1. Local Area A – based on the fact that the allocated quantity of water for Fourth Line
Well A is not met in Scenarios H(1) and H(2) (Drought,Table 1). Drawdown is
impacted primarily due increased pumping rates; and
2. Local Area C - based on the fact that groundwater discharge to Hospital Tributary, a
designated coldwater stream, is reduced by more than 20% under average climate
and planned pumping rates ( Scenario G(2) ,Table 1); and
- based on the fact that Groundwater discharge to Lower Beeney
Creek, a designated coldwater stream, is reduced by more than 20% under the
same scenario
The Local Area B was assigned a ‘Low’ Risk Level as the well systems are simulated to be able
to meet their allocated quantity of water without impacting other uses or being impacted by
reduction in recharge from current approved growth plans or from drought simulations.
The IPZ-Q delineated for Beeney Creek could not be combined with Local Areas based on the
requirements of the Technical Rules. However, a “Significant” risk level was assigned to the
IPZ-Q based on the following:


IPZ-Q intersects with Local Area A and Local Area C, which are both being assigned
a significant risk level.



Water in Lower Beeney Creek "leaks" to form a significant amount of recharge to
groundwater accounting for 40% to 50% of the water used by Georgetown municipal
wells. Increased pumping induces increases in leakage at Beeney Creek by 20%
and corresponding reduction in baseflow for Beeney Creek, a coldwater stream.

The Regional Municipality of Halton has never historically had problems meeting required
pumping rates, even during periods of higher water demand prior to the implementation of
water conservation measures. The risk level categories do not indicate a problem associated
with current municipal wells and their current pumping rates; rather, they reflect a need to
manage the drinking water resources in the Local Areas to protect against future problems.
Water Quantity Threats
Since Local Area A, and C were assigned Risk Levels of Significant, all consumptive demands
lying within these Local Areas are classified as Significant Water Quantity Threats. These are
shown in Table 2. The consumptive water users include the permitted water demands (e.g.,
municipal pumping, golf courses) and non-permitted water demands (e.g., domestic water
wells, livestock watering).
As the Risk Level in the Local Area B is inferred as Low, there are no moderate or significant
water quantity threats in this area.
Recharge Reduction
The Technical Rules (2009) also specify reduction in groundwater recharge as a potential water
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quantity threat within the Local Area. The Tier 3 Scenarios considered the impact of existing
and future land development on groundwater recharge and the resulting impact on water levels
in the municipal aquifer at the wells. Reductions in groundwater recharge within Local Area A
and C have the potential to be classified as significant water quantity threats. However, the
analyses conclude that the vast majority of planned development is slated to occur outside of
the areas of significant recharge, and as such will not significantly impact the municipal
aquifers.
Table 2: Consumptive Water Uses
Area
Local Area
A
Local Area
B

Risk Level
Significant
Low

Local Area
C

Significant

IPZ-Q

Significant

Permitted Consumptive
Demand (Threat)
Fourth Line Well A
Davidson Well
Prospect Park Well
Lindsay Court Well 9
Princess Anne Well5
Princess Anne Well 6
Cedarvale Well 1A
Cedarvale Well 3A
Cedarvale Well 4
Cedarvale Well 4A
-

Threat Classification
Significant
Significant
Significant
Significant
Significant
Significant
Significant
Significant
Significant
Significant

NEXT STEPS
Staff will undertake the actions required to implement the recommendations of the CTC SPC
and will report back at the next meeting of the committee on the progress made. Staff will seek
approval for any further actions required to ensure the approval of the Proposed Updated
Assessment Report: CVSPA.
Under related Item 6.1 staff have prepared a report with recommendations regarding the review
of existing proposed water budget policies and the development of additional policies to
address the significant drinking water threats specific to Local Areas a and C and IPZ-Q.
Report prepared by: Kerry Mulchansingh, 905-670-1615
Emails: kmulchansingh@creditvalleyca.ca
For Information contact: Kerry Mulchansingh, 905-670-1615
Emails: kmulchansingh@creditvalleyca.ca
Date: May 8, 2013
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RES. #12/13

Updating Source Protection Plan Quantity Policies based on Newly
Delineated Water Quantity Stress Areas in Halton Region.
Endorsing in principle, draft Quantity Policies for Consultation

Moved by:
Seconded by:

Lynne Moore
Peter Miasek

THAT the Source Protection Committee (SPC) endorse in principle and subject to minor
refinements by staff, the existing Source Protection Plan policies DEM-1 to DEM-5,
DEM-8, DEM-9 and REC-1 as the proposed draft IPZ-Q quantity policies to consult on for
the Beeney Creek subwatershed vulnerable area;
THAT the SPC endorse in principle, the proposed new draft IPZ-Q quantity policy as
identified in this report, to consult on for the Beeney Creek subwatershed vulnerable
area;
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to take the necessary action to consult with the
implementing bodies and affected property owners and report back to the SPC at their
next meeting scheduled for October 1, 2013.
AMENDMENT #1
RES.#13/13
THAT first paragraph be amended to read as follows:
THAT the Source Protection Committee (SPC) endorse in principle the development of a
new policy and subject to minor refinements by staff, the existing Source Protection Plan
policies DEM-1 to DEM-5, DEM-8, DEM-9 and REC-1 as the proposed draft IPZ-Q quantity
policies to consult on for the Beeney Creek subwatershed vulnerable area;
AMENDMENT #1 WAS

CARRIED

AMENDMENT #2
RES.#14/13
THAT second paragraph be deleted;
AMENDMENT #2 WAS

CARRIED

AMENDMENT #3
RES.#15/13
THAT third paragraph be amended, to read as follows:
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to take the necessary action to consult with the
implementing bodies and affected sectors and property owners and report back to the
SPC at their next meeting scheduled for October 1, 2013.
AMENDMENT #3 WAS

CARRIED

THE RESULTANT MOTION READS AS FOLLOWS:
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THAT the Source Protection Committee (SPC) endorse in principle the development of a
new policy and subject to minor refinements by staff, the existing Source Protection Plan
policies DEM-1 to DEM-5, DEM-8, DEM-9 and REC-1 as the proposed draft IPZ-Q quantity
policies to consult on for the Beeney Creek subwatershed vulnerable area;
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to take the necessary action to consult with the
implementing bodies and affected sectors and property owners and report back to the
SPC at their next meeting scheduled for October 1, 2013.
THE MAIN MOTION , AS AMENDED, WAS

CARRIED

BACKGROUND
The Tier 3 Water Budget study assessing the nature and location of drinking water quantity
threats at the Region of Halton’s wells located within the CVSPA has been completed and is
currently being finalized. An overview of the purpose, methodology and the conclusions of the
study has been provided in Agenda Item 6.1.
Based on an assessment of the potential interactions amongst clusters of wells within the study
area, four “water quantity” vulnerable areas were delineated in compliance with the Technical
Rules (2009). Three are groundwater-related areas, called “Local Areas”, while the fourth area,
called an “IPZ-Q”, was delineated to account for the Beeney Creek, a surface water feature with
proven hydrological connection to the municipal aquifer west of Georgetown. Within each of
these vulnerable areas, Risk Assessment Scenarios were undertaken as part of the Tier 3
analyses.
The Risk Assessment Scenarios resulted in the assignment of a “Significant” risk level to two of
the local areas, and to the IPZ-Q. With respect to the IPZ-Q, the risk level was based on the
following:


The IPZ-Q intersects with groundwater Local Area A and Local Area C, which have both
been assigned a significant risk level; and



Lower Beeney Creek leakage provides large amount of groundwater recharge to
Georgetown municipal wells. Change in pumping induces an increase in leakage at
Beeney Creek by 20% and a corresponding reduction in baseflow for Beeney Creek, a
coldwater stream.

Where a Significant Risk Level has been assigned to a vulnerable area, any land use or activity
occurring within that area which creates a consumptive demand or causes a reduction in
recharge is automatically classified as a Significant Water Quantity Threat under the Technical
Rules (2009). Consumptive water use includes the permitted water demands (e.g., municipal
pumping, dewatering) and water demands not requiring a permit (e.g., domestic water wells,
livestock watering), although recharge reduction may occur through the creation of
impermeable surfaces such as through future land development. The analyses relating to the
assignment of Significant Water Quantity Threats are discussed further in Item 6.1.
The Proposed Source Protection Plan (SPP) was submitted to the Minister of the Environment
(MOE) for approval in October, 2012. The Plan as submitted, contains nine "Demand" policies
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to address quantity-related drinking water threats from activities that take water from an aquifer
or surface water body without returning the water taken to the same aquifer or surface water
body. The Plan also contains 1 "Recharge" policy to address quantity-related drinking water
threats from activities that reduce recharge to an aquifer. At the time of policy development and
Plan submission, the only Tier 3 water budget completed within the CTC source protection
region was for the wells serving Orangeville, Mono and Amaranth wells in Dufferin County.
Therefore, the quantity policies were developed specifically based on the significant threats to
these wells in this geographic location. These existing proposed policies are attached as
Appendix 1 to this report.
The SPC has previously spent a considerable amount of time analyzing the issues related to
significant quantity threats, debating the policy tools to use and proposed content of the
policies, as well as consulting extensively on the draft quantity policies contained in the
Proposed SPP. CTC planning staff believe that the current quantity policies are an excellent
starting point for the consideration of policy measures to ensure drinking water sources are
protected in the Beeney Creek subwatershed vulnerable area. A summary and analysis of these
significant threat policies is presented below.
SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS OF EXISTING QUANTITY POLICIES
DEM-1 is directed at MOE as the implementer using the prescribed instruments policy tool. The
policy requires MOE to review all existing Permits to Take Water (PTTW) and amend them as
necessary to ensure a long term sustainable water supply is available to service planned
growth and to ensure the maintenance of ecological and hydrological features, functions and
systems. The second part of the policy applies to new PTTW and requires the Tier 3 water
budget model be used to demonstrate the new water taking is sustainable based on similar
population growth and environmental criteria.
DEM-2 addresses issues similar to those in DEM-1 but using the land use planning tool with the
planning approval authority (generally the municipality) as the implementer. It applies primarily
to large-scale developments or settlement boundary expansion areas and would require
demonstration, using the Tier 3 water budget model, that new water takings can be done on a
socially, economically and environmentally sustainable basis. DEM-1 and 2 are examples of
complementary policies to ensure all partners in the various approval processes are working
together.
DEM-3 is a “Specify Action” policy directed at the three provincial ministries of Environment,
Infrastructure and Municipal Affairs and Housing. This legally non-binding policy provides
direction to those agencies to use the Tier 3 water budget model and its results to ensure water
quantity constraints are taken into consideration when formulating population growth
projections and locational distributions.
DEM-4 is a “Specify Action” policy that is legally binding on the municipal implementer. It
directs the municipality responsible for the supply of drinking water to develop or update water
conservation plans.
DEM-5 is a legally binding “Education & Outreach” policy that requires municipalities within Tier
3 water budget local areas to develop new or update existing education and outreach
programs for property owners and businesses.
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DEM-6 is a legally binding “Specify Action” policy directing the creation of a joint municipal
water management body for Dufferin County municipalities with a shared water source.
DEM-7 is a non legally binding “Specify Action” policy that requests the MOE and other
provincial ministries to support the creation and implementation of the joint municipal water
management body identified in DEM-6.
DEM-8 is a non-legally binding “Specify Action” policy directed at the MOE as implementer to
adopt and fund the maintenance of the Tier 3 water budget model for use in reviewing PTTW
and growth projections, large-scale planning applications, etc.
DEM-9 is a legally binding “Specify Action” policy encouraging municipalities to identify
additional sources of drinking water outside of the local quantity threat area and report
progress to the SPA.
REC-1 is a “Land use planning” policy tool that legally obligates the planning approval authority
to have policies and only approve developments that meet certain defined criterion or use best
management practices to minimize reduction in recharge to the aquifer.
CTC planning staff believes and recommends that all the above policies, except for DEM-6 and
7 are, with minor tweaking to generalize the locational area of application, suitable for public
consultation as draft significant threat quantity policies that are applicable to the Beeney Creek
subwatershed vulnerable area. DEM-6 and 7 apply specifically to the creation of a joint water
management body for Dufferin County, and are therefore not applicable to Halton Region water
supplies. The remainder of the policies represent “best practices” policies that would be in the
public interest to apply broadly to most any source water areas where significant quantity
threats have been identified. The existing policies (excluding DEM-6 and 7) need only minor
modification to generalize their locational applicability and remove or substitute specific
references to the Orangeville, Mono, Amaranth area.
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PROPOSED NEW DRAFT QUANTITY POLICY FOR THE BEENEY CREEK
SUBWATERSHED IPZ-Q VULNERABLE AREA
The current Tier 3 study for the Beeney Creek subwatershed focuses on the recharge
characteristics of the municipal aquifer and does not provide details or information on the
groundwater recharge characteristics of the surface water systems. Thus, either an amendment
to existing policy "GEN-3" or a similar new policy is proposed to "request the Ministry of
Environment to continue its funding to municipalities and Source Protection Authorities under
source protection programs to undertake research to be able to better characterize the ground
water recharge characteristics of the Beeney Creek subwatershed vulnerable area". This would
be a non-legally binding "Specify Action" policy directed at the MOE as the implementing body.
NEXT STEPS
Upon acceptance of this report and Items 6.1, 6.3 and 6.4 staff will revise policies as directed,
consult with municipal partners and other implementation bodies and initiate consultation on
revised technical work and revised/ new policies.
Report prepared by: David Burnett, extension 5361
Emails: dburnett@trca.on.ca
For Information contact: David Burnett, extension 5361
Emails: dburnett@trca.on.ca
Date: May 07, 2013
Attachment: 1
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RES. #16/13

Reconsideration of “Issue” designation at Region of Halton’s Wells
serving Acton and Georgetown in the Credit Valley Source Protection
Area (CVSPA).
The Region of Halton has requested reconsideration of the “Issue”
designation using monitoring data collected since the completion of the
original Assessment Report: Credit Valley Source Protection Area
(CVSPA) which was approved by the Ministry of the Environment in
January 2012. Currently the Proposed Updated Assessment Report for
the CVSPA submitted for approval to the ministry in October 2012 is
under review. This report contains revised wellhead protection areas and
threats assessment for these Region of Halton wells.

Moved by:
Seconded by:

Heather Laidlaw
David Kentner

THAT the CTC Source Protection Committee (SPC) accepts the recommendations of the
Water Budget Working Group (WB WG) as follows;
THAT the Nitrate Issue Designation for the Davidson Wells 1 and 2 be maintained but the
Issue Contributing Area be reduced to include the Well Head Protection Areas A, B and E
only;
THAT the Sodium Issue Designation for the Cedarvale Wells 1A, 4 and 4A be removed but
the Chloride Issue Designation be maintained;
THAT the Chloride and Sodium Issue Designations for the Cedarvale Well 3A be removed;
THAT the Chloride and Sodium Issue Designations for the Prospect Park Wells 1 and 2 be
removed;
THAT the Chloride and Sodium Issue Designations for the Princess Anne Wells 5 and 6
be removed;
THAT staff be directed to undertake the threats identification based on revisions to the
Issue determination and Issue Contributing Areas for these wells;
THAT staff be directed to advise ministry staff that the CTC SPC is supportive of review of
the ICA policies which require prohibition in parts of the well head protection area where
the threats would be significant only because they are in an Issue Contributing Area;
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to work with the ministry staff to ensure that the
necessary changes reflecting the foregoing are made to the text and mapping prior to a
decision on approval of the Proposed Updated Assessment Report.
MOTION:

THAT paragraph eight of the list of recommendations be held and
voted on as a separate recommendation
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Moved by:
Seconded by:

Louise Foster
Fred Ruff

CARRIED

AMENDMENT #1
RES.#17/13
THAT paragraph eight be retained in the list of recommendations
SPC members voted, 14 to 5 in favour of retaining the eighth paragraph

CARRIED

THE RESULTANT MOTION READS AS FOLLOWS:
THAT the CTC Source Protection Committee (SPC) accepts the recommendations of the
Water Budget Working Group (WB WG) as follows;
THAT the Nitrate Issue Designation for the Davidson Wells 1 and 2 be maintained but the
Issue Contributing Area be reduced to include the Well Head Protection Areas A, B and E
only;
THAT the Sodium Issue Designation for the Cedarvale Wells 1A, 4 and 4A be removed but
the Chloride Issue Designation be maintained;
THAT the Chloride and Sodium Issue Designations for the Cedarvale Well 3A be removed;
THAT the Chloride and Sodium Issue Designations for the Prospect Park Wells 1 and 2 be
removed;
THAT the Chloride and Sodium Issue Designations for the Princess Anne Wells 5 and 6
be removed;
THAT staff be directed to undertake the threats identification based on revisions to the
Issue determination and Issue Contributing Areas for these wells;
THAT staff be directed to advise ministry staff that the CTC SPC is supportive of review of
the ICA policies which require prohibition in parts of the well head protection area where
the threats would be significant only because they are in an Issue Contributing Area;
AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to work with the ministry staff to ensure that the
necessary changes reflecting the foregoing are made to the text and mapping prior to a
decision on approval of the Proposed Updated Assessment Report.
THE MAIN MOTION WAS

CARRIED

BACKGROUND
At the CTC SPC Meeting #1/13 held on February 12, 2013 the SPC authorized by RES #6/13
the Water Budget Working Group (WB WG) to reconvene to review and make
recommendations to the CTC SPC regarding the Tier 3 Water Budgets for Halton and York
respectively. The Project Manager with the approval of SPC Chair, Susan Self and WG Chair,
Michael Garrett requested that the WG to take on an additional scope of work to receive and
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make recommendations regarding the “Issue” designations at a number of the wells serving
Acton and Georgetown owned and operated by the Region of Halton.
In late 2012, The Regional Municipality of Halton (Halton Region) staff requested through the
Ministry of the Environment reconsideration of the identification of Issues in the approved
Assessment Report: Credit Valley Source Protection Area (CVSPA). Specifically, they indicated
that:




Newer data are now available, and these data are more indicative of future trends in the
raw drinking water quality than the trends based on earlier data;
The CTC SPC methodology for defining an Issue is different from other SPCs; and
Risk management measures implemented by Halton Region have affected the previous
trends.

Halton Region staff originally raised concerns about Issues during the pre-consultation on
source protection plan policies in late 2011. They expressed concern that the CTC proposed
source protection plan policies are too stringent and also that by having Issues identified at a
number of their wells results in significant drinking water threat policies applying throughout the
Well Head Protection Areas (WHPAs). Without the Issue label, significant threat policies apply in
vulnerable areas only where the threat activities are deemed significant based on the provincial
scoring criteria.
Meetings were held among Halton Region, MOE, and CTC staff and additional analyses were
completed by both Halton Region and CTC staff. On April 18, 2013 MOE and Halton Region
staff met at CVC’s offices to receive a presentation from Don Ford and to discuss the draft
report prepared by TRCA and CVC staff. Following the end of this meeting Halton Region
provided the report prepared by their consultants (GENIVAR). A further meeting was held on
Friday April 26, 2013 to receive a presentation from David Simpson (Halton Region) on the
GENIVAR report. Following discussion, a consensus compromise position between Halton
Region and CTC staff was reached as reflected in the staff recommendations presented to the
WG. The report prepared by TRCA and CVC staff mentioned below was revised on April 29 to
reflect these consensus recommendations.
The two reports that have been prepared that detail this re-analysis are:
 Issue Determination Halton Region Wells prepared by Don Ford (TRCA) and Kerry
Mulchansingh (CVC) dated April 29, 2013; and
 Drinking Water Quality Data Review – Water Supplies with Drinking Water Issues,
Regional Municipality of Halton prepared for Regional Municipality of Halton by
GENIVAR Inc. dated April 2013.
Both of these reports are being provided to CTC SPC members under separate cover.
David Simpson, Manager of Water Planning for Halton Region was invited to make a
presentation to the WG outlining Halton’s position and rationale for the requested re-analysis.
This presentation differed from the understanding of CTC and MOE staff from the April 26
meeting that Halton Region had accepted the retention of the nitrate issue at the Davidson well
field with a reduced ICA and the policy review. A copy of this presentation is being provided
under separate cover.
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Summary of the Re-analysis
The Technical Rules (Part XI.1, Rules 114–117) allow for the identification of an Issue where
there is an existing water quality problem associated with a drinking water source, or evidence
of a trend that suggests a deterioration of water quality in the future. The Technical Rules further
state that Issues must result from the deterioration of the quality of water for use as drinking
water, and must be amply documented. If the contamination is from naturally occurring sources
then it is not an Issue under the Technical Rules.
The Technical Rules are not explicit on the mechanisms or guidelines used to define an Issue,
and leave a fair amount to professional interpretation and to the local Source Protection
Committee’s determination. This has led to differences of opinion on whether one or more
Issues exist for Halton Region’s municipal wells in Acton and Georgetown.
It is widely accepted that statistical analysis of the properties of historic water quality data is a
powerful tool in the assessment of trends and the prediction of how such trends might extend
into the future, given the current land usage. It is also understood that future projection of
trends based on past data can be impacted by many factors and as such, has limitations. The
time frame used in Issues for the trend to result in exceeding the ODWS is generally long in
order to provide sufficient time to take corrective actions. Remediation of groundwater
contamination can be a lengthy process and the system may take several years or decades to
respond depending upon travel time for contaminants from the surface into the aquifer and
then to the well.
The original identification of Issues in the approved Assessment Report: Credit Valley Source
Protection Area (CVSPA) was carried out by AMEC consultants under contract to CVC and
reviewed by Halton staff. The AMEC assessment was based on review of the historical
monitoring raw water for sodium, chloride and nitrate concentrations at each of the Region’s
municipal wells, and analysis of trends using the most recent time span of 10 years of data
available at the time (2000-2009). Microsoft Office Excel® software was originally used to
perform the analyses and to carry out linear regression analyses on the data.
The current re-analysis by TRCA and CVC staff was completed to develop a better
understanding of the statistical properties of all the data available using all the previous and
most recent data (up to the end of 2012), by applying a more advanced statistical package
(XLSTAT®). This study also undertook a review of the historic land uses around municipal
wells, to see whether correlations could be made between activities on the landscape and
trends in the data. Future land use plans (ROPA 38) for the Town of Halton Hills were also
reviewed in an attempt to understand whether potential changes on the landscape may impact
water quality in the future.
Further, staff recommended assigning a fixed time period to project when the Ontario Drinking
Water Standards (ODWS) could be exceeded and/or also consideration of when and how
frequently the half concentration of the ODWS was reached or exceeded in determining if an
Issue exists. A fixed term and ½ ODWS approach have been used by one or more other SPCs
in determining an Issue as identified through the GENIVAR study along with an array of other
local approaches. A 30-year limit is proposed by CVC staff, since this is generally the planning
horizon under the Growth Management Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe which applies to
most municipalities in the CVSPA.
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The data were assessed against prescribed concentration limits (ODWS) set for each
parameter. The ODWS for nitrate of 10 milligrams per litre (mg/L) is based on acute human
health concerns. The ODWS for sodium of 200 mg/L and chloride of 250 mg/L are based on
aesthetic objectives. There is also a mandatory requirement for municipal water providers to
notify the local Medical Officer of Health when sodium levels exceed 20 mg/L. The Medical
Officer of Health is expected to provide information on elevated sodium levels in drinking water
to local physicians to assist in their treatment of patients where sodium intake is a concern (e.g.
management of high blood pressure). This sodium notification level was not used as a
benchmark in the identification of an Issue in the original analysis nor in the re-analysis.
Based on the re-assessment of the groundwater chemistry data for Acton and Georgetown,
CVC and TRCA technical staff concluded that some of the previously identified Issues should
be reconsidered, while others should be retained, as outlined in the recommendations above.
Further, CTC staff recommends that the SPC advise the Ministry of the Environment that they
would like to review policies that prohibit activities which are significant drinking water threats
only in Issue Contributing Areas to consider this new information and determine if they
recommend any revisions to these policies. The current schedule for the ministry to provide
comment back to the CTC SPR on the proposed policies is late 2013.
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NEXT STEPS
Staff will undertake the actions required to implement the recommendations of the CTC SPC
and will report back at the next meeting of the committee on the progress made. Staff will seek
approval for any further actions required to ensure the approval of the Updated Assessment
Report for the CVSPA.
When the ministry provides advice or direction regarding revisiting source protection policies,
staff will seek the approval of the CTC SPC by providing a report and recommendations on how
to proceed with such a review. Staff suggests that any review of source protection policies
should be undertaken only when the ministry provides comprehensive comments on all
policies to ensure that the review can proceed most efficiently and effectively.
Report prepared by: Beverley Thorpe, 416-661-6600 extension 5577
Emails: bthorpe@trca.on.ca
For Information contact: Kerry Mulchansingh, 905-670-1615
Emails: kmulchansingh@creditvalleyca.ca
Date: April 29, 2013
Attachments: 3 provided under separate cover
1. Issue Determination Halton Region Wells prepared by Don Ford (TRCA) and Kerry
Mulchansingh (CVC), dated April 29, 2013
2. Drinking Water Quality Data Review – Water Supplies with Drinking Water Issues,
Regional Municipality of Halton prepared for Regional Municipality of Halton by
GENIVAR Inc. dated April 2013.
3. Water Quality Issues Identification- Acton and Georgetown Wells presentation by David
Simpson, Manager of Water Planning, Region of Halton to CTC Water Budget Working
Group May 2, 2013
Item6-3-Attachment-3-Pres-DavidSimpson-May2-13.pdf Item6-3-Attachment-1-RPT_HaltonRegion_v8.pdf

Item6-3-Attachment-2-GENICAR-Rpt-Apr_17_2013.pdf
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RES. #18/13

Status Report on "Implementation Readiness" Activities and
Upcoming Consultations. Update on activities underway to support
municipalities to achieve readiness to implement the Source
Protection Plan, once approved.
Outline of proposed consultation on new technical work and policies in
the Halton Hills area.

Moved by:
Seconded by:

Mike Garrett
Doug Brown

THAT the CTC Source Protection Committee (SPC) endorses staff to undertake the
communications activities as outlined in this report, including the proposed consultation
in Halton Hills.
AMENDMENT #1
RES.#19/13
THAT main motion be amended to read as follows:
THAT CTC SPC members endorse staff to undertake the communications activities as
revised at SPC meeting #2/13, held on June 4, 2013, outlined in this (revised) report,
including the proposed consultation in Halton Hills.
AMENDMENT #1 WAS

CARRIED

THE MAIN MOTION , AS AMENDED, WAS

CARRIED

THE RESULTANT MOTION READS AS FOLLOWS:
THAT CTC SPC members endorse staff to undertake the communications activities as
revised at SPC meeting #2/13, held on June 4, 2013, outlined in this (revised) report,
including the proposed consultation in Halton Hills.
BACKGROUND
Preparations for Municipal Readiness (2013-2014)
Following the provincial call for submissions in the winter of 2012, the CTC SPR’s 2013-2014
Budget and Workplan was approved in March of 2013. Other than updates to technical work,
the main focus of new work in this period is supporting municipal readiness to implement the
source protection plan, once approved. The activities that will be undertaken in this period by
the CTC include municipal meetings/workshops, updates to council, verification of enumerated
threats, and the enhanced interactive mapping on the CTC website.
Municipal Workshops/ Meetings
Municipal engagement is a core activity in the 2013/14 period. Preparations to achieve
“readiness” will be targeted to individual municipalities as the current state of readiness varies
across the CTC. Staff has been determining needs, starting with meetings with municipalities
early in the year, and have begun tailoring activities to support municipalities at the level
required.
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The Regional Municipalities are the most advanced, many with RMOs in place. With the
exception of Halton, the Regions are also well underway to field verifying enumerated threats
for their systems and developing internal business processes. Planners from the CTC have
been invited to sit on York Region’s Local Municipal Working Group. Durham and Peel Regions
have been contacted and do not require any assistance at this juncture. The Region of Halton
has requested support per correspondence Item 4.2, and CTC staff is working with regional
staff, particularly through the threats verification process (outlined below).
Smaller municipalities will require more support. Some need to determine how they wish to
administer their Part IV policies, e.g. whether to hire or share an RMO, or delegate Part IV
powers to other bodies. Business processes are not yet in place for integration of Source
Protection Plan policies into municipal planning and zoning by-laws. The municipalities in
Dufferin and Wellington Counties are the most-challenged group in the CTC and may need
support and training on reporting, setting up an RMO and business processes, and one-on-one
meetings or municipal council presentations. CTC staff continues to work with staff at these
municipalities to help support implementation activities.
Conservation Ontario, in conjunction with partner SPRs have been publishing Implementation
Modules that will assist implementing bodies determine their needs and requirements to
implement approved plans. As these modules are approved they will be posted to the CTC
website. The planned modules include:
Background (published)
Module 1: Establishing a Risk Management Office (published)
Module 2: Determining Where Policies Apply (published)
Module 3: Land Use Planning
Module 4: Annual Reporting and Information Management
Module 5: Risk Management Plans
Module 6: Part IV Prohibition
Module 8: Other Obligations (e.g. Transport pathways, Septic, etc.)
Module 9: Non-Regulatory Policies
Updates to Council
In the absence of required regulatory, formal communications to municipal councils, Chair Self
will, in the coming weeks, be writing to all affected municipal councils providing an update
regarding source water protection and offering support for municipalities preparing to
implement the Plan. These letters will be tailored to each municipality and will address local
issues and initiatives.
Enumeration of Threats
A newly eligible expense in the 2013-2014 transition period is the verification of significant
threats. Up until 2013 this had not been an eligible expense, but is now a core activity for SPAs
in this period. This task will allow implementing bodies to have improved knowledge around the
existing significant drinking water threats enumerated in the approved AR. Note that this
exercise is funded only when the CA staff undertakes this work. The CA cannot hire a
consultant or outsource this task to a municipality. Threat identification is an ongoing, iterative
process, and this exercise is not intended to replace the work that will be undertaken by the
RMO for a municipality. It will, however provide smaller municipalities with a starting point for
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that work.
In the CTC, this activity is being undertaken only in the CVSPA, as in the remainder of the CTC
municipalities have been undertaking this task internally. With the exception of the Region of
Peel, no other municipalities in the CVSPA have begun to undertake verification of existing
significant threats. The priority for threats verification is in WHPAs and ICAs for Orangeville,
Mono and Amaranth wells; recently updated WHPAs and ICAs for Acton and Georgetown wells;
and WHPAs for Erin wells. Municipalities which run these systems have been contacted and
detailed plans are being developed with each municipality. Where municipal risk management
or source water staff are available, CA staff will work closely them.
A tiered approach will be used to confirm and document numbers and types of significant
drinking water threats. Work is already underway, starting with a desktop review of the most
current available information. After this refinement, targeted requests for information by mail
(e.g. fuel suppliers, questionnaires to landowners) will be required to further improve accuracy
of information. The questionnaires are being developed based on work to verify threats by other
CTC municipalities, especially Regions of York and Peel. Staff will follow up on these
questionnaires with phone calls. The final stage is limited site visits where required (agricultural,
commercial or industrial properties, not residences). Municipal staff will be involved at all
stages in the process and no communications to landowners will occur without municipal staff
involvement. This process will dovetail with the consultation activities on the Amended Updated
Approved CVSPA Assessment Report. For newly impacted landowners in the Halton Hills Local
Area this activity will serve as a early engagement and a sort of "pre-consultation" prior to the
formal consultation on the new technical work and policies which affect these landowners
Halton Hills. (see CVSPA proposed consultation, below)
WEBSITE
Update of Website
With the shift in the program in the next year from development of the Source Protection Plan to
supporting implementation, the audience for the website is shifting. Over the development of
the Assessment Reports and Plan, the main target group were the general public, and as data
was refined and vulnerable areas delineated, the target areas focused to those residents who
were potentially affected. Now, with the Proposed Plan submitted, an additional audience of
implementing bodies will be targeted. Since the website content, look and feel has not changed
dramatically over the past several years, this shift provided a good opportunity to refresh the
look of the website, as well as to update the information.
Enhanced Mapping Tool
The major update is the new interactive map. Building on the mapping that was so useful at
public open houses, the interactive map uses GIS layers of the vulnerable areas and overlays
policy information on top. Thus, a user will be able to see both if their property is in an area to
which policies apply, and if it is, which policies will apply. The user can then click on the popup
link and read a summary of the types of activities which would be considered significant threats
and would be subject to policies. If a landowner wished further detail, a link is provided to the
pertinent page of the Proposed Plan. This tool will also be useful for our municipal partners in
implementation.
SPC Users Page
A highlight for SPC members is the “members only” section which houses a calendar of
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upcoming meetings as well as houses documents and agendas for working groups and
consultations. (SPC agenda and minutes are available on the main site, as they are public
documents) This member’s area will replace the portal as a file sharing area.
UPCOMING CONSULTATIONS
Credit Valley Source Protection Area Amended Updated Approved Assessment Report
The CVSPA AR was originally approved in January 2012. On October 22, 2012 (in conjunction
with the Proposed Source Protection Plan) a Proposed Update to the CVSPA Assessment
Report was submitted to MOE with the newly re-delineated WHPAs in Acton and Georgetown.
This update has yet to be approved by MOE. As outlined in Agenda Items 6.1 and 6.3 , a
further update is required to the CVSPA Assessment Report stemming from the proposed
changes to the ICAs and the completion of the Tier 3 Water Budget work and the identification
of significant quantity threats in Acton and Georgetown. The Region of Halton has also
requested that the SPC inform residents in Halton Hills who no longer fall into a vulnerable area.
The CTC SPC #1/13, held on February 12, 2013, RES.#7/13, brought forth a report for SPC
information to receive, which committed to informing residents in an appropriate fashion of this
information.
In the newly delineated area in Halton Hills, new Source Protection Plan policies may apply
(refer to Agenda Items 6.1 and 6.2 ). It is in the best interest of residents and impacted
landowners that the SPC consult on both the new quantity vulnerable areas, revised ICAs and
new proposed policies in one consultation. This is also in line with the directive from the
Ministry of the Environment to streamline consultations wherever possible.
Proposed Consultation: CVSPA Amended Updated Approved AR
The Clean Water Act and Regulations did not anticipate the updating of technical work or
policies between the submission of the Proposed Plan and its approval and therefore does not
set out a mandatory consultation process. For this reason, the MOE has been advising that
more flexible requirements for consultation on UAR and SP plan updates are possible to meet
the intent of public consultation. MOE recognizes that in this pre-plan approval stage a more
streamlined approach is appropriate to allow combined (simultaneous) consultation on
updated technical work and updates to the proposed Source Protection Plan. Staff is proposing
a consultation which mimics the regulation, but is tailored to meet the specific needs of
residents in Halton Hills as well as the Region of Halton. Staff will continue to work with MOE to
refine the approach to ensure it meets current provincial direction. The CTC SPR has previously
committed to holding an open house during this consultation for residents of Halton Hills to
explain the re-delineated WHPAs, new water quantity areas and threats, and new policies. Staff
also recommend that changes to the ICAs and any policy changes be part of this
comprehensive consultation.
Clerks at both Halton Hills and the Region of Halton will be notified of the consultation, along
with ads in local newspapers and individual letters to newly impacted property owners . The
consultation will last at least 30 days. All information will be also posted on the CTC website.
The Tier 3 water budget Local Area where there are significant threats captures approximately
7200 parcels. Of this group, there are approximately 2500 parcels which newly fall into a
vulnerable area (i.e. parcels who have never been personally notified of anything related to
source water). Letter notification will be sent to all parcels in this newly impacted area only. This
letter will give residents information about the Clean Water Act, Source Water Protection and
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Source Protection Plans. It will be based on the initial Assessment Report notifications from fall
2010, as well as the Source Protection Plan notifications from spring 2011(pre-plan
consultation) and spring 2012 (formal plan consultation).
Residents who have been previously notified by the Source Protection Committee that they are
in a vulnerable area will not receive another letter regarding water quantity threats. This group
(residents notified in October 2012 that they are in the redefined vulnerable area for water
quality) represents approximately 4700 parcels. That mailing represented the fourth time in less
than two years that some residents had received notification from the SPC. Comments were
received from the public that the program mailings were perceived as a “waste of taxpayer
money” due to the repetitive information. It is therefore not advisable that residents who have
received correspondence from the SPC receive another piece of mail to inform them,
essentially, that they are still in a vulnerable area and potentially impacted by the program. It is
recognized that new policies will apply in this area. However, because of the nature of the
policies (quantity policies), it is estimated that less than 50 parcels, representing 0.007% of total
parcels in the entire local area will be affected by quantity policies. A blanket mail out to all
properties is therefore not the most cost efficient method of reaching these impacted parcels. A
more effective strategy will be to target these residents and businesses through the verification
of threats activities (see above for details). This will allow staff to speak one-on-one with
landowners who actually have significant threats on their properties. Residents and landowners
who now, due to the redelineation of the WHPAs in the fall of 2012, do not fall into any
vulnerable area will also not be mailed personally. This represents approximately 1500 parcels.
These, and other residents, will be informed through publication of the notification in local
newspapers, through electronic newsletter (for those who have provided an email address),
and the posting of the notice in public areas in Halton Hills, including the Town Hall. The
notification will include the new mapping and details of the public open house. The open house
will have maps and information on both the updated technical work as well as the proposed
quantity policies newly impacting the Halton Hills area. Staff will be on hand with the interactive
web tool to help residents determine if they are impacted by the update. The consultation
period is tentatively scheduled for July or August 2013.
TRSPA Updated Approved Assessment Report
The TRSPA Assessment Report will be undergoing an update later in 2013 when the Tier 3
water budget is finalized and any significant threats are identified in the Whitchurch-Stouffville
area. The delineated local area for quantity threats will likely straddle the CTC SPR and the
SGBLS (South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe) SPR. Staff has already begun communications with
the neighbouring SPR to plan a joint consultation on this newly delineated area. This
consultation is likely to take place in the winter of 2013/14.
SOURCE PROTECTION PLAN
It is anticipated that the Ministry will provide comments to the SPAs of the CTC in the Fall/Winter
of 2013. Staff are also recommending (see Agenda Item 6.2) that the CTC SPC undertakes a
limited review of prohibition policies in ICAs. The MOE comments may request the SPC review
and/or amend their SPP. It is anticipated that there will be some consultation involved in this
process, but until such time as staff can review the substance of the comments, it is premature
to plan any further consultations.
Report prepared by: Megan Price, extension 5568
Emails: mprice@trca.on.ca
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RES. #20/13

Proposed 2013-14 CTC Source Protection Committee (SPC) Meeting
Schedule.
Meeting Schedule of the CTC SPC for 2013-14.

Moved by:
Seconded by:

David Kentner
Louise Foster

THAT CTC SPC members approve the 2013 CTC SPC meeting schedule, and direct staff
to post the approved schedule on the CTC website.
CARRIED

BACKGROUND
With the submission of the Source Protection Plans for approval, the province has directed that
SPC meetings be held only when there are substantive matters to be discussed. In 2013 staff
anticipate that there will be several technical components which the CTC SPC must review
which will result in planned updates to approved Assessment Reports, see Agenda Items 6.2
and 6.3. Additional technical work is still underway in the Toronto and Region Source
Protection Area (TRSPA) that will be brought to the SPC in fall 2013.
MOE staff have advised that comments on the proposed source protection plans will be
provided to the respective CTC Source Protection Authorities in the late fall/early winter 2013. It
is anticipated that the respective SPA will consult with the CTC SPC on the proposed
amendments. The expected timetable to respond back to the province is three months and
may require additional public consultation.
The CTC SPC at meeting #1/138, held on February 12, 2013 approved the scheduled meeting
dates of June 4th and October 1st, 2013 by RES #4/13. CTC staff are currently proposing two
additional meetings in 2014 to coincide with planned completion of technical material and the
anticipated request to considering amending some source protection plan policies which will
require SPC review and approval. In addition to CTC SPC meetings, the Water Budget Working
Group will be reconvened to review the technical material from the Tier 3 water budget work
when completed in the TRSPA and make recommendations to the SPC for their decision on the
findings.
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Date
October 1,
2013
Tuesday
January 14,
2014 NEW
Tuesday
March 18,
2014 NEW

Location/Time
Black Creek Pioneer
Village, 9:30 AM to 12:00
PM
Black Creek Pioneer
Village, 10:00 AM to 3:00
PM
Black Creek Pioneer
Village, 10:00 AM to 3:00
PM

Main Topics
Tier 3 Water Budget TRSPA findings, results of
consultation on CVSPA technical work and
submission of UAR to SPA
Comments on the Proposed Source Protection Plan
from MOE, results of consultation on TRSPA Tier 3
Water Budget work and submission of UAR to SPA
Proposed amendments Source Protection Plan to
send to SPA

Staff will post the approved schedule of meeting dates on the website. Meeting dates may be
revised if the required technical work is not completed by the third party consultants as
scheduled or the provincial comments are not received in time for staff to assess and circulate.
Report prepared by: Sylvia Waters, extension 5633
Emails: swaters @trca.on.ca
For Information contact: Sylvia Waters, extension 5633
Emails: swaters @trca.on.ca
Date: May 08, 2013
11.

NEW BUSINESS

TERMINATION
ON MOTION, the meeting terminated at 2:40., on June 4, 2013.
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