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Nutrient Management Act and
Environmental Protection

XX T

What protection for the environment was

gained from the Nutrient Management Act

Q

and -what was. not?

-

§




Primarily nutrients

= « Not surprisingly, given the name of the
egislation, it deals primarily with
phosphorous-and nitrogen, which are

. *In some cases-there-will-be indirect benefits -
= for pathogen and chemical contamination 8
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Not a direct response to

Walkerton
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Limited legislation

~= « Among CELA’s main concerns, as

1121 19‘1 1C(C 111 our.-su 3m1qqmnq O _1INC
o govemmeut hoth 1n written brieifs an

1 1n
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submissions to the standing commattee prior
-------------------------- t @wpassageweﬁthe—Act -was-that 1t was “shell -
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Lack of integration

Theo

her main concern at that

time, was
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Source Protection

The need for 1ntegrat10n of the Nutrient

Management Act
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Don’t want inconsistent planning

* In addition to the concerns of multiple
planning that farmers express, CELA is
_very concerned tl

=
d
QO
=

nutrient management

U
+ with <ouirce
| ¥ J W U A WA W B ) W Y

nlannimo he co
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- protection planning;-and that approved B8
~plans under the nutrient management |8

v r e .
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Planning must be integrated

LS NTX-

CELA agrees that farms must do their
anning for nufrients and their planning for

-~ source protection together, in an integrated

manner
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his ho D€ must await the source orotection

legislation and possibly amendment
rient Management Act or its regt
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How source protection
framework dealt with NMA

The Source Protection Framework
recommended that in vulnerable arcas,

W.;.,.....munwlc 1palities and conservation authorities: |
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covered by the Nutrient Management Aet—

In that case, the NMA will have to be
amended to allow for those powers




NMA Regulations limited

As the NMA te QUIathnS have now been
passeda, ‘1ev arc very limited 1n SCOPE -

7

—covering only new and expanding farms [
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Examples

= « For example, the rules for winter spreading

and buffers around streams don’t apply to

most farms because they don’t have .

-s A A

3

« [t remains to be seen when other farms will
e covered. and to what extent -- the
I /1

nted a Nutrient N
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Other 1ssues

= « Also not addressed are chemical fertilizers,
stormwater runoff, tile drainage, pesticide

7

~use and fuel management and ammonia

nQ(‘ 1n OoQ
rvadillsd

= + Some of these issues will be addressed by

the nutrient management advisory
committee but several will have to be
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How to fill gap

: - * In the meantime, munici oai by—laws must
continue to fill the gap left by t < of
~ coverage of the NMA |

* In addition, source protection g
‘Thave-

0 conS”ldé”i‘“”Whether ven the level of
protection t MA would have
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and - what-m re_done-under-so
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Biosolids

In addition, there were new regulations

pertaining to biosolids application to land

out these rules only apply to tarms that I

As aresult, the province through the

Ministry of Environment 1S now enga

o
a separate consultation on amendmen
p10solids regulations under their C/A
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S1ze matters?

= + For now, the result 1s that to det
which rules apply 1n a range of
~ management issues, the first 1ssue 1s

whether the farm 1¢ covered hv 1
LI\ WU Wl WOk w4 X
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e 300 nutrient units, the size defin
arge farms to be covered in the nex
two, represent very large farm




Most not covered

= « Most farms, whether measured by total
| number of tarms, or by total amount of
= —proc uction, are not presently covered by

I
o
NMA and this includes farms that are still
~111te laroe
LLLLU l(«lls\./
¢ There will be a complex system of partia
nrovincial regulation and partial municipa
r L) I T
regulation until (and 1f) the NMA 1s
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Plan development versus
enforcement

When we made submissions during the

Walkerton part II meetings and in writing
L.81,we suggested that
riculture was best placed to- &
- work with farmers to develop their nutrient — 8
~management plans-but that the Minister of
“nvironment was better placed to deal with §&

enforcement




Public mput

~» During development of the Nutrient
Management Act, CELA advocated that 1
~be prescribed under the Environmental Bill

q
d/or-that there be opbbortunitv
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= +» However, the NMA and its regulations do

not so-far provide for these opportunities  §




i Appeals

= « In general when dealing with environmental
protection statutes, we advocate that the
__appropriate appeal tribunal 1s the ER'T

= * Similarly, for source protec
still to be developed, the Framework
recommends that appeals of source

protection plans be taken to the ERT
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Will be even more critical

« As the remaining Nutrient Management Act
regulations are developed, as source
~protection planning 1s developed,-and as

farm water hrn‘rpnﬁ on nlan< are develn
t} CALAN) CVI WV U WA

ALYy t.l A\A A AV

-~ the ERT’s role as-appeal body £
~— the related legislation will require a
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= « With the regulations passed so far, the
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Assessing the Nutrient
Management Act

XxY.r:?

utrient Management Act 1s of very Iimited
;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;; value to environmental protection

¢ It deals only withaporttonofthe

agricuitural activity
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Assessing the NMA cont.

 Nutrient management planning willnotbe £
_consistent, even within the same watershed, §

=  Dbecause of inconsistent application 8

~® « As Justice O’Connor noted, nutrient

into consideration watershed-specific
‘ormation.”
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Assessing the NMA cont.
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Assessing the NMA cont.

™

However, where that protection is from

pathogens or other non-nutrient

~ contaminants, 1t will be incidental because

of the nrovisions -dealine with containment
LA N/ A L UG Al VU e X

LTALNAN/LA b,

~ buffers, winter spreading and biosolids, and

~ not because thﬁ se-1ssues are the direct focus |




Looking Forward

* CELA will continue to participate in the
utrient Management A visory Committee §
nd 1 th e_S@urcemetectlonjramewor < B
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‘ ~<~-~~~~for an integrated-approach that net-enly
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