A Quick Update on the District’s Long Range Solid Waste Management Plan

The study team has been working away for well over a year, evaluating the various options available to meet the District’s solid waste disposal needs.  The short list of alternatives has now been reduced to expansion of an existing facility as the preferred option. With its March 2006 report  -  Alternative Methods – Step 2 Working Paper -  the District has presented data collected over the course of the study that is now to be used to choose which of the three current waste treatment sites will best meet the District long-term needs waste management needs.  These three existing sites are:
the Stisted facility to the north of Huntsville

the Beiers facility south of Gravenhurst

the Rosewarne site, east of Bracebridge

Data has been collected to provide the background information necessary to evaluate and compare the implications of site expansion for the three sites.

A (brief!) summary of that information is presented below:

	Criteria/
Site
	Natural environment
	Socio-cultural
environment
	Economics
	Cost
	Technical
	Transportation

	Stisted
	Removes greatest amt. of natural features; greatest potential for air quality impacts given length of haul route; has large receiving drainage area but requires tributary to be displaced

	Few residents near site, but has largest # of residents on haul route
	No businesses near the site, but most along haul route
	Highest  cost at $21 M
	No anticipated technical challenges
	longest haul route with  greatest potential for  safety issues
(greatest impact re noise, traffic, dust and air quality)    

	Beiers
	Irregular, dis-continuous ground water attenuation layer; some veg-etation removal; no creeks; large receiving surface water drainage area
	more residents near site than Stisted, less than Rosewarne.  No community features near site.
	Fewer businesses than Rosewarne that are oriented to Hwy #11
	Lowest cost: approx. $15M
	Sm. site size & bedrock outcrops make site more challenging to develop
	Haul route shorter than Stisted, longer than Rosewarne

	Rosewarne
	Minimal removal of vegetation;  no wetlands or creeks on site; site has small receiving surface water drainage area; OK ground water attenuation layer; lowest potential for air quality impacts
	Greatest # of residents and community features  in site vicinity, but most are across Hwy., #11
	Greatest # of businesses within 1 km. of site
	Approx.$19 M
	No anticipated technical challenges
	Shortest haul route (less impact re noise, traffic, dust and air quality)


When reviewing the data on a per site basis, it is relatively obvious that different sites have different strengths and weaknesses, for example:
-Beiers is significantly the least expensive site to develop

-Stisted expansion will elicit the greatest environmental impacts

-Rosewarne will impact the most people

The study team has put forward a tentative ranking system for the various criteria as follows:

Natural Environment Issues    -
VERY IMPORTANT

Cost  -




IMPORTANT

Transportation - 


IMPORTANT

Social-Cultural Environment -
SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT

Economics - 



LESS IMPORTANT

Technical -



LESS IMPORTANT

These rankings are based on public input gathered at meetings that were held across the District in the fall of 2006.  It is interesting to note that these rankings were developed prior to the release of the data evaluating each site’s performance per criteria. This was done in order to obtain a ranking of the criteria that was not coloured by the sites’ geo-political locations and to ensure that the relative weights assigned to the different criteria were not skewed by people’s preconceptions of their preferred expansion site. (eg. environmental issues were deemed important prior to the identification of the environmental pros and cons of each site.)

The Muskoka Long Range Solid Waste Management Plan team will now review input received from March and April 2006 public meetings where the specifics of each site relative to each criteria were reviewed i.e. the information summarized in the table above.  The net result of this will be the selection of a preferred site, which will be presented to the public at meetings in June or July 2006.
Will keep you posted!

