ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION:  IN RETREAT

WALKERTON
· Early in 2000 the chlorinator used to purify water in well 7 at Walkerton began to break down.  Walkerton PUC ordered a new one since there was no backup.  Delivery was to take two months. 
· Between April 7 and 10 the provincial government received a fax from a private lab that tests indicated possible contamination.  The manager of the Walkerton PUC was contacted and assured there was no problem. 
· On May 12 a severe storm caused floodwater to enter the town’s water supply.  Between May 15-17 water was sent for tests and confirmed to be contaminated. 
· On May 19, several cases of bloody diarrhea were reported at the hospital (signs of E. coli infection).  The manager of the PUC again assured doctors the town’s water was safe.  
· On May 21, with more cases in the hospital, residents were finally warned not to drink the water.  Tests were taken and the lab confirmed E. coli in the water.  The PUC manager admitted he knew about contamination as early as May 18.  
· Six people died and two thousand became ill. 

Causes: 

· Provincial regulations were not strict enough to prevent contamination
· Water quality standards were not regulated nationally. 
· While most provincial governments receive test results directly from labs, Ontario relies on Public Utilities to inform them of problems. 

Proactive or Reactive?
· In a small group, suggest a minimum of three proactive environmental protection laws 

