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Welcome

Jim Malick, Ph.D., R.P.Bio., P.Ag.
President, CSAP

Catherine Schachtel, B.Ed.
Executive Director , CSAP



CSAP Mission

he Soclety endeavours to serve:
lts members

Through accreditation and ongoing professional
development to enhance professional practice in
contaminated site assessment and remediation

Through promoting cooperation and mentoring while
adhering to our ethical standards



CSAP Mission

he Society endeavours to serve:
A Its members
Government and the public

By instilling confidence through developing and
maintaining high professional standards

By facilitating, advising and making sound
recommendations regarding site assessment and
remediation, guidance and policy development



CSAP Mission

he Society endeavours to serve:
A Its members

A Government and the public

Industry

By Creating value through efficient and timely
processes

By proactively identifying areas for change and
Improvement



Membership Qualifications

A Registration/appropriate licensure with APEGBC, CAB or
BCIA; practitioners from other professions will be
considered for inclusion

A 10 years if professional experience
(4 at the decision making level)

A Passing grade on technical and regulatory entrance
examinations

A On-going professional development required to maintain
membership:

U 150 hours averaged over 3 years
(from at least 3 of 6 categories)

U One CSAP submission over 3 year membership
period

Membership requirement available at the CSAP website



CSAP Society Overview

Type of Review
A Majority arms-length review; Some self-review

Membership
A Current Roster has 84 members
A 10 new members expected per year in the short-term
A New professions may be added

Board of Directors
A 8 elected Approved Professionals

A 3 appointed by MoE: Industry, Local government,
Environmental group

A 1 MoE staff



Mandate I as viewed by CSAP

Industry

A Cost effective processing and performance
assessment time

A Utilization of AP professional judgement

MoE
A Credentialing activities/on-going PD
A Improved quality of submissions

A Single point-of-contact for policy development
feedback

A Expert advice on future trends/issues



CSAP Operational July 1, 2008

CSAP began accepting submissions July 1, 2008
A 63 submissions received in 08
A 6 Performance Assessments started
A4 completed



CSAP Submission Received

Average of 10 submissions / month
(as projected)

|
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Submission Processing Time

CSAP Submissions (July-Aug 2008) Processing Analysis Chart
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NOTES: 1. Screening submissions time delays can occur when additional information is requested
from submitting APs to complete the screening.
2. Submission #6 was withdrawn, Submission #7 Project has been suspended, and
Submission #10 PA Completed.



Submission Processing Time

CSAP Submissions (Sep - Oct 2008) Processing Analysis Chart
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Received in Sept 2008 Received in Oct 2008

NOTES: 1. Screening submissions time delays can occur when additional information is
requested from submitting APs to complete the screening.
2. Submission #33 PA Completed



Submission Processing Time

CSAP Submissions (Nov - Dec 2008) Processing Analysis Chart
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NOTES: 1. Screening submissions time delays can occur when additional information is
requested from submitting APs to complete the screening.
2. Submission #46 PA in progress; PA #54 completed; PA # 61 completed.



CSAP Performance Assessments (PA)

Much like the MoE Quality Reviews
Submissions are randomly selected for a PA
A Ratios:
1 in 10 Standards Based submission
1 in 5 Risk Based submissions



Anatomy of a PA 3 Participants

AP Notified
Review Copies Requested

MoE q Review

Instrument Copies :
Release Received 15 Business Days
15 Business Days | Stage 2 Stage 1
Final Preliminary
Findings Report
AP
Response

CSAP Best Case Scenario a little over 15 business
days other wise a little over 30 business days



Timeline for Completed PAs

PA Risk Based # 1 Business Days to Complete

A CSAP - 35 days
A AP Response - 30 days
A MOE Release - 43 days

Total Days 108

] csapP [ AP MOE Release




Timeline for Completed PAs

PA Standards Based # 2 Business Days to Complete

A CSAP - 14 days
A AP Response - 25 days
A MOE Release - 7 days

Total Days 46

] csapP [ AP MOE Release




Timeline for Completed PAs

PA Standards Based # 3 Business Days to Complete

A CSAP - 14 days
A AP - 2 days
A MOE release - 7 days(est)

Total Days 23

] csapP [ AP MOE Release




Timeline for Completed PAs

PA Risk Based # 4 Business Days to Complete

A CSAP - 15 days
A AP - 9 days

|
A MOE release - 7 days(est)

] csapP [ AP MOE Release

Total Days 31




Instrument Fees T MoE / CSAP

BH CSAP

CoC CoC P/F
Standards Risk Determination

Fee Schedule for both MoE and CSAP
IS Posted on the CSAP website




Instrument Fees 1 Top 3 Submissions

CoC Standards: CSAP $7,500
MoE $8,000
$15,500
CoC Risk: CSAP $9,500
MoE $8,000
$17,500
P/F Determination: CSAP $2,000
MoE $5,000
$7,000

The MoE Summary of Site Condition Fee ($2,000) is new
and applies to all instrument submissions.

CSAP fees (in general) are less than fees previously charged by the Ministry.



