
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PROJECT SUMMARY

20122008 2009 2010 2011 Totals

191,500

-

-

-

1,320,820

-

-

-

7,063,760

-

-

4,000,000

2,246,400

-

-

1,500,000

Other -- - -

Total Funding

11,397,230

-

-

5,500,000

1,050,000

191,5001,320,820 11,063,760 3,746,400 17,947,230

Sources of Funding

Impact Fees

Loan
Grants

Tipping Fees

1,050,000

-

-

-

574,750

1,624,750

-

-

-

1,136,820

179,000

-

1,388,760

9,675,000

-

542,000

1,985,400

1,017,500

Planning/Design

Construction
Equipment

-5,000 - 10,000Other
191,5001,320,820 11,063,760 3,746,400 17,947,230

3,135,830

13,204,400

1,017,500

15,000

-- - -Land -

68,250

-

1,365,000

-

-

1,624,750Total Expenditures

Capital Expenditures

Project Titles

191,500- - 191,500Debt Service 574,500191,500

Replace Recycling Centers 10,000 10,000 10,000 - 30,000-

Traffic Signal - - 885,400 - 885,400-

Transfer Station and Citizen Service Area 921,820 9,083,760 378,000 - 10,383,580-

Closed Landfill Cover Remediation 229,000 - 625,000 - 854,000-

Leachate Treatment  Planning - 50,000 - - 50,000-

Partial Landfill Closure - - 136,500 1,433,250 1,569,750-

Gas Control System - - 1,691,500 191,500 2,074,500191,500

Construct Final Landfill Cell 150,000 1,800,000 - - 1,950,000-

Implement Universal Collection of Waste 10,000 120,000 20,000 - 150,000-

Total Projects 17,947,230
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Project Title: Implement Universal Collection of Waste Project Number: S2008-02

Project Description and Justification:
Universal collection of waste is proven to reduce litter and illegal dumping, provides more services at less cost to 
the consumer, guarantees service to all locations, increases recycling and reduces the operating requirements for 
the Citizen Service Area at the landfill. By covering both collection and disposal costs in the residential assessment, 
some of the increased program costs associated with operating the transfer station would be covered by this 
guaranteed revenue. Should the Supreme Court rule in June that communities cannot direct waste to their public 
facilities, covering a larger proportion of our revenue with assessments would be an essential part of economic flow 
control.  
Although we have annual agreements with haulers for delivering waste to us, if we substantially increase our fees, 
several of the collectors may choose to use their own facilities in other counties rather than use our landfill/transfer 
station. There is a state statute that requires Counties (or Cities) to give their waste collectors 3-years notice before 
implementing exclusive franchises (contracts for collection to a single vendor or a few vendors) or face having to 
pay a penalty equal to 18 months anticipated revenue to those displaced collectors. Our annually-expiring licenses 
may not be sufficient protection to avoid that penalty without providing notice.

Operational Impacts:
The County would control standards of service, costs to the customer, and could direct all waste to our facility. The 
costs shown are for professional services to assist in promoting the concept to the public in order to quell the 
probable adverse reaction to change and for professional services to assist in modification of ordinances and 
preparation of procurement documents.
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