


~_SOLID WASTE”POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

MINUTES JANUARY 20, f§87”'”

Commlttee Members Present-;”'w

,Wexler, Gerry ‘Uba,’. |
McConaghy,,WayneWleer,"
“8herlocky Dennls Mulvlhlll, ‘Q,;gg
GJudlth Mandt, Danlel'F-*Durlg*“*f
Sandra Coats

Gary. Hansen,.
;Dlstplct}#12

i ey

George Hubel wanabsent but-it was noted that he:was 1n:atre:1
s;.Chairman; of the)Rate )

9Carr1ed5unan1mously“"”




AT e

IntroductlonvofﬂCoun01l,




vs-uf[-.ls the Curb51de Collectlon System._ The Nelghborhood Clean Up,;
o "Optlon ‘Three, should be done within the next month and Options

Two. (On Call Curbside Collection) and One (Regularly ‘Scheduled

- On-Route Curbside Collection) should ‘be complete in the next :

~ couple of months.. Once. SWPAC has all of the Cost-Effectiveness
ilnformatlon ‘they will, hopefully, be able to give’ ‘the Metro
Executlve Offlcer, Coun01l and Staff a recommendatlon.n---

-yy%;recyclable.- Staff also would llke to know how SWPAC wants to
‘“jgproceea 1n thlS area.__],_ R et T e

'”TyTeresa DeLorenzo asked about the status of the Waste Comp051tlon
_,,Study and what affect the. study has on the optlons.: Wayne ° o
ST _;fgreplled ‘that the 1nformatlon isin" from the first. sort and. 1t
“wi 7 needs alittle’ more: ‘computer work. in- order to: access Yard: Debrls
TR "-~mrcomp051tlon.7 When the data is" avallable, it should be" remembered
. that, since the 1nformatlon is from the first sort of ‘a three--
sort project, it . is’ not complete. Teresa asked if the cost-.

' debris data, if it comes up in the Waste Comp051tlon Study.

" the. data from the" Waste Composition Study- has not raalcally :
' altered expectatlons. .National composition. information’ glves us-

-rﬁgpﬁwses. ‘Wayne :said-+he thinks%it will: be January of#:1988 before

QEStudy.;,-@,;ui.aayu,nna.fm,ﬁ.a.m

f@fAnalys1s ‘of Yard Debris Collection: Alternatlves‘ls a- sample of,nc
. “-thergeneric:.cost:model which: was ‘worked: out: for ‘Beaver ton. The
,ﬁy;varlables are- number of - structures, den51ty, and” Aumber- of- mlles
. both on. the: route. ‘and. ‘to. disposal: 51te.w ‘Some’ of the assumptlons
H}are that hauler S frlnge beneflts ‘are: 1ncluded, a dwelllng;'
:arepresent a” generator of ‘yard debris, frequency: of " service is
Weekly, no allowance was. made for bad debt collectlon, ‘and,

i ;When thlS model is used for Oregon Clty, it comes
ﬂclose t *thelr costs.a The goal is. collectlon of- 75% of the
jThe bottom twb llnes on® page 5 show weekly costs

| 1scussion followed ofn" the Counc1ﬂ SOlld Waste Commlttee and
‘SWPAC members .were’ encouraqu by Tom\DeJard1n to attend the
1C whlch are scheduledmror tne)?nd and 4th Tuesdays.;._

: S : pETE ,\ T _
esponse to*an 1nqu1rv as’ to what staff expects oé\SWPAC in:

‘fesponse to the ‘cost- effectlveness analysis, Wayne .stated that
}they need to dec1de what' process the committee wants to use to

RN ;fijayne mentloned that two thlngs are 901ng onii 1) Certlflcatlon;gf'
”“;@;:szProgram Standards and 2) DEQ-EQC " are consmderlng YarduDebrls as ‘a’

.7effect1veness analy81s can accommodate radically different yard -

'inWayne stated" that. allowances are made for’ fluctuations . and: so far‘"'““' -

" the basic.information’ and the department doesn't, expect any. sur«%hgiﬁ"A*

the ‘information is" available on the complete Waste Composltlonfﬁ{ﬂfaﬂ*iv'““

' '5WaYne p01nted out that on Page 5 of the Draft Feaslblllty f?“””“mh”

"fit'i o

e 4 o p——



“*Lfevaluate the optrons and then formulate a recommendatlon. 'He
' suggested that SWPAC use their already- -established. sub-commlttee 2
~. “which consisted of . Kathy Cancillia,. Delyn Kies and Dave: Phllllps.}‘“<
. . Craig Sherman asked how Yard Debris collection.fits with ‘the . .o
lﬂ;Resource Recovery. Project as'far as: dlvertlng materlal from masswﬁﬂw
‘burn.’ Wayne stated that when the. proposal are:in-an: attempt wil
gbe made to summarize what the" effects may: -be . gThereffects ‘wil
‘be’ 1mmater1al to" compostlng and - yard. debrls decreases BTU's: "
?because of i the moistureicontent, . :Teresa: DeLorenzo .stated that
gshe_would lrke to have the sub-commrttee but also would”lrkehthe

fonﬁHousehold Hazardous Waste onlv for Small Quantlty Generat rs
_gThisjcommlttee will® also ‘work ‘on a’ survey form to’ ascertaln what
- is"now done:with wastes, how much waste is® generated, .and what - RS ¥
. type . ‘of dlSposal help is needed for Small Quantity Generators.;ﬁ~ffff57'hsﬁ

,Dlscu551on followed on small quantrty generators, and Randr LD




summarlzed that when the two commlttees complete thelr work we' o e
“will have two.resource documents and potentially some recommenda-c!ﬁ* i
tlons as to what type facilities are needed for dlsposal of AR A
' hazardous material in the metro area; information for a p0351b1e_”“
auditing policy to double check recelpt of hazardous waste, and-
have information as to whether the current policy of ‘accepting
hazardous waste needs to be amended. Michael Pronold questioned
whether there is recycling of hazardous waste material from
households or exempt small quantity generators. and Randi stated
that this was not being done.. Dlscu551on followed on the
dlsposal of hazardous materlals.3zs.'-* Sl LR

AGENDA ITEM Qﬁf”xi;-;fy'gﬂgfffﬂBrleflng on. Evaluatlon Process
oo oo oo and Criteria for -Resource. Lo
Co oy o e ms o Recovery: Project and- Selectlon ;yg
e oo o of ~SWPAC member to- sit on .. . - jff§<
B PR Vfﬁ'f‘;~Rev1ew Commlttee W,Z‘% L

Debble Gorham Allmeyer, Project Manager, gave the background on :
SR “_the Resource. Recovery Project and the fact: that RFP #1. and $#2-
.4 .. % proposals are due the 30th of January. She is in the - process of .
... . putting together: a rev1ew commlttee to con51der the proposals. % -
At the present time the four members of ‘the Coun01l Solid Waste . .. -
Committee. are' on the review- commlttee along with one person: to be omo
a9901nted by the Metro. Executlve Offlcer and. the Dlrector of: the.ﬂfﬁw*
“8o0lid Waste- Department She would llke to ‘have: a representatlve_ulw,_m,_
"of SWPAC on the review commlttee.- The . evaluatlon process. should }j- |
take two" months whlch will- ‘be followed by ‘a ‘Memorandum:of ‘ :
ﬁUnderstandlng The Coiincil!'s dec1510n making- ‘process. should SR L
commence in June and: be\concluded in July and ® bv then it is hoped?V;“"
technology, 51te ‘and vendor will‘ be. selected. Serv1ng on.thew .
review committee’ 'will be a large commitment and. tne member - snouldg;f:,,
“ have time;. interest, no conflict of" 1nterest and enjoy g01ng over. = -
“techinical. 1nformatlon., She would ‘like "a" dec1smon on . this: beforeZ“V"
“the 27th of. January. ‘Discussion followed on’ selectlng a: SWPAC _
{representatlve and Teresa DeLorenzo sald she Wlll contact SWPAC
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- TESTIMONY
.. BYTHE S
- METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT |
R ; "~ REGARDING THE ~ . .° S

”WJZPROPOSED RULE CHANGE TO IDENTIFY YARD DEBRIS

Lo As A PRINCIPLE RECYCLABLE MATERIAL.

YARD DEBRIS AS"AeponTioNfor.THEswasTE?sThEAM;

”dependency on_landfills.,
3.4 percent of ;the: waste wig - OVE 00!

g ons, or-1, 260 000 cublc yards, of:yard debris were*landfllled 1n

the’ regron Ain’ 1986 Metro is currently. conductlng a te:

‘com9051tron study whlch w111 provide measured figuresion ' these '~

- amounts; by 'July 1987 and:will provide better: informatlon about the
*,fﬁsources of the materral and methods of dlsposal.

ﬁterms of ‘the requirement to handle the 1ncreased flow;u
It WI%l hxghlight the.. progress which_has occurredﬁsince

_signiflcant expan51on ofﬂmarkets -for. products manufactured from'yard“ﬁ"

s 'debris. . However, the current capacity of markets is well below the

%g}capacity whlch would be requlred W1th a fully developed collectlon
:_-t-system, , };‘_’ ._ ; j{ . _ : .




-=;J“Metro has recently completed both a yard debris market survey and a y_‘:J“«.Iﬁ

Jgaﬁsix-year markets plan to- assist’ 1oca1 processors ‘in marketing yard A

“ -debris products.. The results of ‘the survey: indicate that:the . .-
.general outlook’ for yard debris- compost sales is “good“ for use as a

soil conditxoner and ground cover. : - :

{'fiThe markets plan has been developed in accordance with 1ncrementa1 I
xgoals'which are . based on: achieving the full scale recovery system byrf*“”

fﬁﬁe*mafketﬁanaiygisvand‘makaEEﬁafbiéﬁfféfgféfa debris ¢§ﬁ§65t»have
ﬁbeen forwarded tozDepartment staff;under separate.,coverr £

CAPACITY FOR PROCESSlNG YARD DEBRIS INTOfMARKETABLE#PRODUCTS

yThough national experience has indicated that processing systems aregg*vyff;;w
;notoriously unreliable,’ recent experience in" this region SR el
idemonstrates that: processing .poses ' no. 1nsolub1e nor prohibitively
aexpensxve problemS‘ﬁ? i B
-'f“be*for sev” a_»years, short offthe*required“

aparticular, Grimm s Fuel Company s’ ablefto'sellsall“ﬁ“”
ﬁthe mater1a1 that 1s available to 1t for proce551ng.r




.:h"COLLECTION SYSTEMS

vaeveral optlons exist for collectxon of yard debrrs wh1ch are fully
feasible but which entail substantial costs. Metro is currently °

'flve optlonal collectron programs. | _ o
J*%;g;}f;ﬁnegularly Scheduled On-Route Curbside Collectronl}f,u'
2 -On-Call Curbside Collection- = e
- **'B;g;aNelghborhood Cleanupsr—— Scheduled Self-Haul to Central
2" Collection Site . o o

.Lff;;Slf“lMob1le Chlpper SerV1ce.ﬁhgf~

_jiffThe analyses of these optlons are based on the costs and ke
o !effectlveness of actual experiences in the Metro- area.,)A;f o
© description of the optlons and the- prellmlnary results of the

- \' . . ) -

;A‘jﬂ;yThere are three cost factors whlch must be cons1dered

'3ithe cost of prov1dlng the collectlon serv1ce, '}

-----f.‘ Sl

i " "When" these are all con51dered the full cost wh1ch the publlc would
“*{gV;;bear is. determlned R

R o R erh : T

n_Prellmlnary analyses 1ndlcate that an 1ncreased’cost to the publlc

" :will be necessary to provide a: collection syatem for recovery of
;yard debrls., However, that cost for most optxons wrll be: 1ess than '
+the .cost'iof collectlon ‘and. dlsposal of . the equlvalent amount of
gsol1d waste.¢ It ‘s by no. means clear at thlS tlme what the most

fmarketlngﬁsystem for yard debrls 51nce ‘the prevzous hearlng by the
?EQC on. llstlng the mater1a1 The ‘prognosis. is:favorable: that -
3 | However, thls progn051s 1s far

regardlng ‘the value of . the material.
1s£expected to contlnue for some’ time since revenues from the sale
of:final. product ‘do.not cover. processing costs. In addrtion,,_;xyu

onservation: of- energy ‘and- natural resources -as these secondary
‘compost, however, will substitute primarily- for other waste =

;products, such as bark chips, sawdust, manure and sewage sludge.

tr

conducting an analysis of the costs and potent1al effectlveness forr'~

'_analy51s of the flrst optlon have been forwarded to Department staffath

A dlsposal fee on yard debrls,7'

"recycling," when applied to paper fibre, metals, and glass, imPlleS_?.e.Qf:“

'aterials replace virgin materials in-the marketplace. Yard debr1s"h"

pydf_flUnscheduled Self-Haul" to Convenrent Collectlon Slte:fﬁ*~7*?eﬁf*5‘5f°

‘the cost of disposal of the material at a processorQyﬁhdggih;jfjfj:r
”a credlt for avorded SOlld waste dlsposal costs.ggﬁ ﬂ?hﬁr”’”
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N Portland, OR 97201 sm
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) Fturlmmvdn!t I’t.ll.n]'ﬂ. January 31 1987

;’""7-“_‘:“'p‘;;.nf.,;m“;“nc;n V.‘Lckle Rocker, 220 1163 or. Bob Applegate, 220 1165 A D e

' Regading; + Resource Recovery Proposals

The Metropolltan' Servnce 'Dnstnct has recewed proposals from
:""‘-*f_ﬁ:flve consortiums for the. construction of a resource recovery facllsty.?i';.:,_s‘.:
- to handie up to 450,000 tons of the region's solid waste. Those ‘
,.._ljf‘j[_proposals mclude facilities - which would compost the waste
“’-*"i:--;%z*nncmerate It or produce a burnable fuel S

3-€;F5"°P°Sed td“bu'ld- a facility. they ona 16-*acre sute on Schmtzer's
'A“°"th Pertland P"OPBTW adjacent to. Rlvergate and approxlmately

_.,IuorISE has proposed two other sntes they descnbed as e
p‘otentnally viable" alternatives to the St.: Helens 'site.’ One of those o
7 “sites is'a parce!’ of land’ adjacent to- the City of Greshams S
;_'-Wastewater Treatment plant at the lntersectlon ef SE 201st and




-‘-month period by a cJOmmlttefe to. be appouited by Métro Exeéutwe.}.
- Officer Rena Cusma. A- reoommendatlon |s expected to be made to the
Metro Councul f'mAJuly, 1987 '-




i 20&)‘% W, First A\vr.mi"\'_'f".
Portland, OR 97201.5398
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fSWPAC Meetlng February 23,'iQij:

Regarding:

The Draft Schedule/Work Plan, Wthh was last revmsed in November,'
- for. SWPAC shows the follow1ng 1tems for the February SWPAC
MMeetlng - ‘

?Brleflng_ Alternatlve—Technology

fBrleflng tBudget Process

BijAlso, they w1ll
the: three flnal
Waste- to Energy

Will“you- please~
iany ltems on?whlc_
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