https://www.barrietoday.com/letters-to-the-editor/letter-it-will-take-all-levelsof-government-to-deliver-holland-marsh-phosphorus-recycling-facility4906434?utm_source=Email&utm_medium=Email&utm_campaign=Email%5C
We have always opposed the UYSS, but we’ve never had funding for this and
it hasn’t been front and centre. We have written to York Region and the
province about this. Inspired by our opposition and with reasons of their
own, Councl Scott and Neeson started asking municipalities around the
lake to pass motions asking the province to pay the balance of the
facility’s construction costs. The Feds committed $20million for it in Nov
2020. York Region was going to pay the other estimated $16 million from
DC’s from their development.
We shared the view of Neeson and Scott that the phophorsus recycling
facility should not hinge on the Upper York Sewage System being built.
We wanted to de-couple these two initiatives.
All municipalities supported this resolution that asked the province to pick up the
rest of the tab for the facility.
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The province committed to doing this about a month before the writ on the
provincial election. Actual good news! The facility will treat polluted water in the
Holland River, remove P and return clean water to the river. It is expected to
remove 2.5 tonnes / year. When we are trying to reduce loads by 44 tonnes per
year this is a drop in the bucket, but it is the most significant removal of P ever
made at lake Simcoe, so, we have to do it.
We are happy they have promised to spend $26m on Lake Simcoe. It might not
seem like much but relative to how other areas are doing in terms of provincial
attention to environmental issues, this is actually good. Makes me think this
model is a good one and has led us to other future campaigining plans.
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Wasn’t discussed in the meeting but here’s some background about the context
of the Phosphorus recycling plant and its relationship to the Upper York Sewage
Solution.
Discharge to Lake Simcoe or Ontario?
Fist plan –L Ont
2009 – Lake Simcoe option – UYSS - If built, it would send up to 40-million litres
of treated water into Lake Simcoe per day.
UYSS design is for 0.02 mg/L (Total phosphorus TP annual average) x 40 MLD =
total discharge of 292 Kg of TP per year.
However, York Region won’t agree to this limit in its permit, it wants 0.06 mg/L to
0.08 mg/L (Monthly average) only. This could triple or quadruple the amount of
TP that is released to between 876 to 1168 kg /yr. These amounts also exceed
the PWQO objective of 0.03 mg/L. There was no assessment of the impacts of
these amounts as the EA only used 0.02 mg/L.
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UYSS relies on unproven offsets, like farmland stewardship actions, which is
increasingly difficult to accomplish.
40 million litres of treated water / day doesn’t account for expansions, which YR
has been talking about in discussions about growth.
Ontario law passed in June, illegal to approve UYSS Bill 306
York Region is really antsy about this, and started posturing.
For years, York has been proposing a project called “Upper York Sewage
Solutions.” This would involve the construction of a treatment facility along Lake
Simcoe, treating wastewater from East Gwillimbury and parts of Newmarket and
Aurora.
“Nearly $100 million has been spent on the project to date, including land
acquisition and design advancement,” said Mike Rabeau, director of capital
planning and delivery for environmental services at York region, in a statement to
DRN. “This includes more than $25-million on the Environmental Assessment
alone. This is the most expensive EA in the Region’s history, reflecting the
significant level of review, technical and environmental work and consultation
completed.” According to Rabeau, the project has a budget of $638.6-million.
“They’ve spent a lot of money and time to conduct that environmental
assessment,” said John Presta, director of environmental services for Durham
region, to DRN. “That’s their preferred option. [Durham council] supports that.”
If built, it would send up to 40-million litres of treated water into Lake Simcoe per
day.
However, then-Environment Minister Jeff Yurek wrote to York region in July 2020,
saying he had instructed his staff to re-examine all previous options. “This may
result in a return to the southern route connecting with the Duffin Creek Water
Pollution Control Plant,” he wrote. “Staff from my ministry as well as from the
Ministry of Transportation have had some productive conversations on a potential
southern route as an alternative. It is also understood that to enable and expedite
this alternative, legislation may be necessary as the normal process may take too
long for an in-service date of 2026.”
According to a document provided by York region, officials from Durham were
notified in October that Queen’s Park was leaning toward the Lake Ontario
alternative.
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Examples of municipal advocacy and support for the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan.
We did delegations to Council in almost every Council in the watershed
Uphold LSPP water quality targets, strengthen policy protection for NH
2021: https://rescuelakesimcoe.org/2021/01/21/most-shoreline-municipalities-supportstrong-protections-for-lake-simcoe/
2020: https://rescuelakesimcoe.org/2020/08/28/if-municipalities-truly-want-a-cleanlake-simcoe-they-need-more-than-hope/
We also analysed staff reports on LSPP submitted to the province in their review of the
Lake Simcoe Protection Plan. The info has bee gathered and no results have been
released on that statutory review of the legislation.
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Council support in Innisifil, Council battle in OM; Innisfil staff followed up; OM staff hid
their work, we had to use Freedom of information request to get the Oro-Medonte staff
report!
In short, this was followed up on by Innisfil Council and staff;
Oro-Medonte patronized our work, hid their submission to the County about the NHS.
Results are as expected – more NH identified to be added back to the province’s Growth
Plan NHS policy / map layer; and almost none in O-M.
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This is a controversial topic, but one that exemplifies the important role of
ENGOs. There were two opportunities for us to get the Bypass on the muni
agenda, which allows outside actors the chance to delegate on a particular topic.
1. Project consultant staff and MTO DM and other MTO reps were making
presentations to municipalities
2. And Mayor Dollin, Innisfil, put out a request for all municipalities to support
the Bradford Bypass;
Both provided the opportunity for us to delegate to Councils about what was
really going on.
Most importantly, these MTO reps were telling municipalities that they were
going to follow a particular process and omitted the fact that there was an
intention to except the Bypass from the process.
In the fall of 2021, the province passed an exemption from the Environmental
Assessment Act for the Bradford Bypass, allowing the Ministry of Transportation
(MTO) to carve off a piece of the project and start building before all of the
Environmental Assessment studies and (very scoped) consultation is complete.
[15] Due to the exemption, the highway has received all environmental
approvals, despite studies not being completed. Even the studies that will be
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done no longer require government approval, so it isn’t clear how they will affect
construction decisions.
So I just showed municipalities that the ERO website had an open consultation on
it about the proposal to exempt the Bypass from a lot of the normal process of an
EA. It wasn’t hard to highlight the half truth or deception led by the province.
With a good record of municipal support for Lake Simcoe, we urged 8
municipalities to pass resolutions asking for a Federal Impact Assessment or for
more studies, and an evaluation of impacts on Lake Simcoe. But as you know, the
plan to build it just progresses so… this is not finished.
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This is the current overall threat in Ontario – sprawl consuming farmland, polluting
water, disproportionately contributing to GHG pollution and climate change.
The Yours to Protect campaign was the launch pad for “stop Sprawl” campaigns.
Rescue lake Simcoe Coalition started stop Sprawl York Region in March, 2022.
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Based on a study by Hemson Consulting.
Point is, all the infrastructure is expensive to build and maintain and it shows up over
time in the tax rate.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

https://www.stopsprawlyr.ca/candidate-resources.html
905 Infographics and Social Media
https://twitter.com/envirodefence/status/1577300303719895043?s=20&t=zPm5
1nuqgFz7qSU_SdKNew
https://simcoecommunityleaders.ca/
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