
To: Mayor and Council 
 
Re:  Discussion of Ditch Sample Results in October 26, 2010 Council Meeting 
  
  
In the COW meeting of October 19th,  Ms. Nancy Brent, representing a group of 
concerned Sauble citizens, presented to council on the issue of Sauble sewers, indicating, 
among other things, that “there is no evidence of septic leakage into Lake Huron or the 
water supply; we have no reason to believe that a sewer system is necessary for Sauble 
Beach.” 
 
In the council meeting of Tuesday October 26, 2010 Councillor Wunderlich read an 
excerpt (attachment I) from Addendum 2 ESR of June 2006 about the source of E. coli in 
ditch samples and also indicated that the minister had "accepted" the ESR document.  It 
appears to me that Councillor Wunderlich was saying that the Minister and/or Ministry 
had agreed with the ESR and with the excerpt.  Councillor Wunderlich then handed the 
excerpt to Ms. Brent, a gesture that in the context of his reading of the excerpt apparently 
said that Ms. Brent got it wrong (on October 19), and “here’s the truth". 
  
In fact it was Councillor Wunderlich who got it wrong. 
  
The addendum # 2 ESR was posted for public review on approximately June 24, 2006 
and was sent to many agencies including the Ministry of Environment (MOE).   And the 
MOE did "receive" the document. 
  
But the Ministry never in any way agreed to or disagreed with the document, or in any 
way "accepted" it or any passages in it. 
  
Three part II requests were filed with the Ministry around July 24, 2006 regarding the 
June 2006 Addendum #2 ESR.  One was from Orma Lyttle on behalf of APOA, one was 
from Jim Simpson on behalf of Sauble Anglers and Hunters, and the third was from me. 
  
During the period from about January 2007 to about September 2007, the town’s 
consultant met with and corresponded with the three Part II order "requesters" to try to 
resolve requester concerns about the Addendum #2 ESR of June 2006.  It is not clear to 
me at this point whether the Ministry required this or whether it was initiated by the 
Town. 
  
One concern of the "requestors" was the statement in the Addendum 2 ESR that "These 
[E. Coli and Total Coliform] levels are extremely high given that there is no other 
obvious source of these contaminants other than surrounding septic beds."  (The same 
statement that was read by Councillor Wunderlich on October 26th.).  Part II order 
requestors indicated that the statement "there is no other obvious source of these 
contaminants other than surrounding septic beds" was patently false, and insisted that 
it be removed.  The Town's consultant G. Graham agreed to modify or eliminate it for the 
revised Addendum #2.  That agreement was minuted (Attachment II), the passage was 



eliminated, and the passage did not appear in the Addendum 2 ESR "revised" of 
December 2007. 
  
At no time did the Ministry or Minister ever agree with, support, condone, or accept the 
addendum #2 ESR of June 2006 or anything in the addendum #2 of June 2006.  The 
ministry especially did not indicate in any way any agreement with or acceptance of the 
statement in the ESR that "These [E. Coli and Total Coliform] levels are extremely high 
given that there is no other obvious source of these contaminants other than 
surrounding septic beds." 
  
Councillor Wunderlich's statement on October 19th that the Ministry or Minister 
accepted the statement that "These [E. Coli and Total Coliform] levels are extremely 
high given that there is no other obvious source of these contaminants other than 
surrounding septic beds" is therefore factually incorrect.   There never was any such 
acceptance by the Minister or Ministry. 
  
The statement that "These [E. Coli and Total Coliform] levels are extremely high given 
that there is no other obvious source of these contaminants other than surrounding 
septic beds" was wrong in 2006, is still wrong, and should not be used to rationalize or 
justify any alternative sewage treatment alternative or proposal. 
 
Ms. Brent’s October 19th statement that there is no evidence linking contamination to 
septic systems is the correct statement. 
 
This leaves us pretty much in the same position as in 2005 – barreling down a $70 
million dollar spending path all based on some engineer’s hunch that septic systems 
might be causing elevated contamination levels in the beach drains and in the lake. 
 
We need to get off the $70 million dollar “hunch”-train. 
  
  
  
Craig Gammie 
  



 
Attachment I - Excerpt from ESR Addendum #2 of June 2006 
 
 

 
  



Attachment II - Excerpt from the Accepted Minutes of Meeting of April 14, 2007 
regarding Addendum #2 
 
 

27. The concept of the ditch sampling included in the June 2006 report was 
discussed at several times during the meeting.  At the end of the discussion on this 
point, it was agreed that the emphasis on this item would be downsized 
significantly, or eliminated in the revised addendum #2. 

 
27a. Several persons in attendance indicated that the conclusions in the June 
2006 addendum, namely that the high e.-coli and total coliform counts measured 
in ditches in 2006 are coming from septic systems and that wells in the vicinity 
must be similarly contaminated, are spurious and unsupportable.                                                


