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foSUMMARY OF MEETING

‘"ff;Protocols

;Commlttéé transfer statlon smtlng actlv;t;es.u Mrﬁ Martlﬂtreported;
‘that' ‘Washington' County had hired a’ ‘consultant: to help: ‘expedite’the
Lconceptual plan process.u Ms. Crockett added that Mark Buscher of




,f};Bob;;Martln updated the Technlcal Commlttee on SOlld Wastea
< "Department act1v1t1es.m.. The - Metro- East transfer statlonﬁ,
\_*2constructlon project is well under way and . on. schedule. The ‘Metxro = .
. South compactor installation has been completed and over 2000 loads -
' of waste had’ been transported from Metro South to 'the Gilliam.
g;County landfill (GCL) without major transport-related problems. o
ffOperatlons at GCL are also runnlng smoothly o : s

'John Drew gave_updates ofﬁWaste Reductlon Subcommlttee act1v1t1es,
He''said- that’ the Subcommittee::last met on- February 28, ‘when’ they
jdlscussed processing’ and: market: capac1ty -for yard ‘debris- compost.;ﬁ N
.. Mr. Drew said that the. Subcommlttee was’ followrng the .directive of .
“ff,the Pollcy%SCommlttee by * approachlng' processrng? and. marketlngsf°
'”capac1ty”conservat1vely." ) |

of ithe yard debrls plan.u ‘Mr.. Mbore .focused on. system measurementg
asiwell  as-scoring:- and'welghtlng of the sixteen self- haul’ and eight.
{ﬁcurbSLde collectlon ‘options. Mr. Drew sald that the intent . of the
% ;{{-"Subcomm:.ttee was to develop a. matrix. for - gradlng the proposed’-.

.-collection - optlons.g ‘Mr. Drew descrlbed ‘the’ several scoring. and
“weighting factors: outllned in the Subcommittee’s: matrlx.F;Included
~‘wasta'’ pass/fall criterion for: marketlng and: process1ng;capac1tyj
~“which” was’ altered to descrlbe whether an optlon was "adequate"
S“promising."." e

| : L Pt .
1ﬂdlsregard process1ng capacrty i ‘ijrew replled ‘that the
-qjialteratlon ‘was. made in order to. fully examlne all pr0posed 0ptlons;

**before ellmlnat;onidue to ‘a SLngle ratlng crlterlon._fi~s S
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;thegneedqfor;de-watering sludges prior'to dlsp031tlon."1nuthe;near
~future. Resource Conservation and Recovery Act- (RCRA) subtitle D

;lfrequlrements will greatly restrlct free llqulds ln 1andfills.ﬁw,;-

John’ Drew'asked about select waste volumes in-a general sense.a Hej;
~asked about select waste facility requlrements and stated’ that it
'is easier to. expand,capabllltles of existing facilities rather- than
'”ﬁslte new. fac1llt1es.,'Mr Newman.resPonded that existing facilities
could. handle current volumes, “but - that, expanslon@kof' exlstlng




- Having covered the all agenda items, and in
business, the meeting was adjourned at 10:30.
scheduled for March 28, =~ : . .0

the absence of new
The next meeting was
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