PARK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

414 E. Callender, Livingston, MT 59047 e Ph. 406-222-4106, Fax 406-222-4160
www.parkcounty.org e Email: commissioners(@ parkcounty.org

June 28, 2012

Park County Refuse District Members :

The Park County Commission has thoroughly reviewed the recommendations submitted by Bell and
Associates. In addition, the Commission has held many public meetings throughout the County to
receive the input of the public on the future of waste management disposal for Park County Citizens.

It is the recommendation of the Park County Commission that it is in the best interest of Park County to
use the City of Livingston transfer station for disposal of household solid waste, convert the landfill to a
pay per ton disposal system, and increase the recycling effort in Park County to reduce the amount of
refuse in the waste stream.

Park County will be doing a final test to determine if there are any issues with the City being able to
accepting refuse from the County. Pending a successful test at the City, it is the intention of the
Commission to direct the County Attorney’s Office to complete a contract with the City of Livingston and
end the Envirocon contract.
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BACKGROUND

In 1981, the Park County Landfill was closed to blowable solid waste due to a court
order.! A settlement was reached, allowing the landfill to accept “....brick, dirt, rock,
concrete, wood material, brush, lumber, vehicle tires, inert industrial wastes and other
non-water soluble inert solids...” To handle the disposal of municipal solid waste, the
county built an incinerator to dispose of wastes that could not go to the landfill. The
incineration facility was operated from 1982 until 1996 when the Montana
Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) cited Park County for air quality
violations?. In 1996 the Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) cited
Park County for air quality violations3. Due to a combination of inadequate
maintenance and tightened environmental standards the incinerator facility was not
meeting emissions standards. Park County Commissioners decided it was infeasible and

impractical to repair and upgrade the incinerator and the facility was closed in 2005.

The former incinerator facility was converted into a transfer station. Livingston
collected the solid waste inside its boundaries. The County established ‘greenbox’ sites
at various locations around the county. Figure 1 shows current green box sites. Solid
waste was transported to the transfer station and then compacted into shipping
containers called bottles. The County signed a contract with Envirocon to transport all
Class II and Class IV solid waste.* Environcon delivers the bottles to Valley View Landfill
in Lewis & Clark County, Montana. The County continues in contract® with Environcon

to the present time.

The Park County Concerned Citizens (PCCC) objected to the closing of the incinerator
by the commission without putting the issue to a vote of Park County citizens. PCCC
filed suit against Park County®. An agreement was reached in 2004 calling for a study
of the long and short term plans for solid waste disposal. Zia Engineering and

Environmental Consultants (Zia) was hired to conduct the study and write a

' Sundling v. Park County

2$10,000 in fines plus legal costs.

* $10,000 in fines plus legal costs.

* ARM 17.50.503 defines Class I and Class IV solid wastes, in accordance with the Montana Solid Waste
Management Act 75-10-201 through 75-10-233 MCA.

> Contract terms---5 yrs. Can be ended with 60-day notice at any time.

¢ park County Concerned Citizens v. Park County .
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comprehensive Master Plan for solid waste disposal for Park County and the City of

Livingston. The Zia report” was issued in September 2006.

PCCC did not feel the Zia report satisfied the terms of the agreement, and the court
issued an injunction in 2007. During this process the City of Livingston chose to split
from the county and to move forward with a plan to dispose of their solid waste. The
City built a transfer and recycling station near the city shops.Eventually, PCCC and Park

County reached another settlement.?

The amended settlement agreement required the County was charged with having the
Zia report reviewed and updated with a special emphasis on studying the economic and
technical feasibility of using incineration to dispose of solid waste in Park County. As a
result Bell and Associates (Bell) was hired to conduct an updated study. The County
continued working through the settlement with PCCC. The “Technical Memorandum
on Solid Waste Disposal Alternatives for Park County” is referred to as the Bell report

and was presented in November 2011. The Bell report looked at disposal options only.

The Bell report compared the short and long term costs of the following options:

1) Existing operation---This option would make no changes and continue with the
current operation. The County would continue to operate existing green box
collection sites, delivering to the current transfer station, and continue with rail
transportation of wastes through Envirocon for disposal. This option would
continue limited use of the existing landfill for Class Il and IV wastes.

2) Livingston Transfer Station---The County would continue the same collection
process but wastes would be delivered to the City of Livingston transfer station
and the city would handle the waste from that point. The county would be
charged per ton. This option would eliminate the County transfer station and
landfill.

3) Lined cell at County Landfill—This option would construct a lined cell at the
current landfill site capable of accepting municipal solid waste. The current

transfer station would be closed and wastes would be delivered directly to the

7 Cost of the study $70,000. Legal fees added to the cost of the conflict.
¥ See Appendix A----PCCC & Park County Settlement Agreement



landfill. Due to the Sundling settlement this option is not currently feasible
unless a new agreement can be reached with Mr. Sundlling.

4) New landfill with lined cell—This option would require the acquisition,
development, and permitting of a new landfill facility.

5) Incineration Options—The Bell report looked at the feasibility of six different
incineration options: incineration without energy generation, incineration with
steam or electricity generation (WTE?) with 22 Tons per day (TPD) or 44 TPD!1°.
Any of these options would necessitate a detailed and prolonged permitting
process. WTE options also require a dedicated industrial customer to purchase

any energy generated.

The agreement between PCCC and Park County required findings from the Bell report
be presented in a series of community meetings. The report was also available on the
County’s website and in county offices. A series of public presentations were given by
Bell and the Commissioners after the report was finalized. A survey was conducted
after the presentation at each of the Commissioners’ community meetings!!. The
majority of the citizens attending the meetings either chose going with the City of
Livingston transfer station or keeping the existing operation as their preferred disposal

option.

The County and the Solid Waste Board also included a written survey with the new
Solid Waste tags mailed to county residents in January 2012. The survey was an
attempt by the solid waste board to get public input for the development of a Master
Plan and to gain public input on disposal options. A survey question asked which
disposal option the respondent preferred. 67% of the surveys responded to this
question. Approximately 25% preferred one of the incineration options, 34% preferred
the existing county system and 39% chose the City of Livingston option. Results of the

survey were presented at a public meeting on March 29, 2012.

° WTE stands for waste to energy and refers to the generation of steam or electric energy as a result of
incineration.

' park County currently generates about 22 TPD based on the yearly average of 7,000 Tons per year. This
stream is not evenly distributed over the year because seasonal residents and visitors increase the waste
generated considerably, and then the flow becomes a trickle with the winter population. This fluctuation in
amounts of waste generated make the operation of an incinerator challenging. The comparison to 44 TPD is
made because in the solid waste handling business, volume equals cost efficiency. This option would
require contracts for trash from other jurisdictions.

' Results are found in the “Solid Waste Survey Results” in Appendix B.
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To satisfy the terms of the amended settlement agreement with PCCC the commissiers,

with the recommendations of the solid waste board, must decide how to dispose of Park

County’s solid waste.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to analyze the options available through the information

presented in the aforementioned reports and surveys; through research of systems in

neighboring counties; public comments; and through knowledge of the needs of Park

County; and after careful consideration, choose the most cost effective and efficient

methods for the collection and disposal of our solid waste.

Problems to be addressed in a Future Disposal System:

Blowables continue to be a problem at the existing landfill. Mr. Sundling and his
family have recently expressed concern regarding blowing trash on his
property. The county’s ability and willingness to control blowables must be
considered with all options for disposal.

In developing a future plan, Park County can only guarantee refuse that is
deposited at Park County collection sites. Park County has an average of 8,800
tons of solid waste per year.!? Park County contacted surrounding counties and
Yellowstone National Park to determine their interest in utilizing a Park County
incinerator. Only Yellowstone National Park showed any interest.

The current transfer station is a very old facility. The building was converted to
a transfer station when the incinerator was taken out of service. The building is
expensive to maintain and offers a dark work area. The site is also on land
leased from the Montana Rail Link (MRL). The cost of the lease is steadily rising,
and MRL has indicated they would prefer the county move the facility off their
property. Any disposal options utilizing the existing Park County transfer station .

needs to consider these issues.

2 Estimate from the Bell Report.



DISPOSAL ALTERNATIVES

Advantages and disadvantages of each alternative

A) NO CHANGE ALTERNATIVE
Transfer station would continue to accept refuse from various greenbox sites around Park
County. Household refuse and blowables would continue to be compacted at the current
transfer site using the existing compactor/railbox system. Compacted refuse would
continue to be placed on the rail cars and sent to East Helena. Roll-off Boxes would

continue to be taken to the landfill for sorting and burying.

Advantages

No major expenses for buildings. No major expenses to re-design current greenbox sites.

Disadvantages

This option does not solve the blowable issue up at the landfill and Park County is still
required to adhere to the Sundling court order. A violation of the Sundling court order
may result in litigation. Continued escalation in rent from MRL and increase in disposal
with the Envirocon contract."® Front load refuse trucks would continue to be replaced on
a ten year cycle. In addition, the transfer station will continue to need cash for required

repairs including major expense for the damaged roof.

LANDFILL TRANSFER

PAYROLL 154,386 88,408

SUPPLIES 21,797 14,811

SERVICES 73,772 282,138

INSURANCE 15,795 17,550
TRUSTEE FEES 15,923
CLOSURE/POST CLOSURE 98,593

DEPRECIATION 57,609 21,142
INTEREST 8,033

RENT
TOTAL 445,909 424,049

13 Increases estimated to be around 10 percent per year.
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COUNTY TONS PROCESSED IN

FY11 2,229 5,730
COST PER TON 200 74
REVENUE FROM SALES 19,332 16,485
NET COST 426,577 407,564
NET COST PER TON 191 71

B) Incineration

Since 2004, incineration has been a hotly debated disposal option. The Zia and Bell
reports came to similar conclusions about the cost of incineration versus other disposal
options---Park County does not have enough solid waste, at a sustainable, steady
supply!4, to efficiently and cost effectively support an incineration facility at this time.
According to the surveys and input taken at public meetings, citizens of Park County do
not support increases to their taxes to support an incineration facility. Another obstacle
to incineration being a cost effective choice for Park County is the lack of dedicated
customers for energy generated. WTE facilities are much more cost effective than
straight incineration, but Park County does not have suitable users for this scenario.

A long range goal may be to work with our neighbors to develop a regional
incineration facility. This type of facility would spread the permitting and construction
costs, along with the operational costs, over a greater population. A regional facility
would have a more steady supply of waste. Strategic location of such a facility could
assure several energy customer options, making WTE more feasible, hence the facility

more cost effective.

" Inquiries with Gallatin County, Yellowstone National Park, Meagher County, and Sweet Grass County
found little interest in supplying solid waste to an incineration facility in Park County. See memo to Solid
Waste Board, October 20,2011 in Appendix C.



C) New Transfer Station and Restricted Landfill Disposal Options

This option involves building a centrally located County transfer station that would be
very similar to the City of Livingston Transfer Station. This is the same system as
Broadwater County and Fergus County uses. The waste would be delivered and placed
in a live bottom trailer. Any compacted or roll off waste coming in from the Green Box
sites would be treated the same. The existing transfer station would be closed. The
landfill would have limited access in order to comply with the Sundling Issue. The

county would negotiate with regional landfill facilities to find the best disposal costs.

Advantages The county would not have to pay for increased maintenance costs at the
existing, aging transfer facility. The county has land by the city shops that could be
used for this purpose, thus no new land would need to be purchased. The County may
have more flexibility over disposal costs because the county could shop around for the

best rates at regional landfills.

Disadvantages Fuel costs will likely continue to rise thus the increase in trucking to
disposal sites. Trucking to other sites has limited competitive advantages due to the
only firm that can truck the refuse out of Livingston would be Republic Waste. The
other transportation option would be Envirocon or County Government. Using
Envirocon would require using the current compactor and existing site because the
compaction of solid waste would need to occur near the railroad. The County would
also be obliged to use the more expensive and heavier MRL designed compactor boxes.
Building a transfer station would also require a substantial capital investment by the
County. Due to the lack of ability for the compactor to compact woody material, refuse
would need to be separated increasing costs and employer liability. A separate roll off

box could be placed near the compactor.

If the County chose to use Republic Waste the system would match the city’s operation
and more than likely very similar costs when looking at disposal options. One of the
limitations for options is the lack of competition due to state law. The cost of a transfer

station is estimated to be $79,000/year over 20 years.




LANDFILL TRANSFER
PAYROLL 25,000 88,408
SUPPLIES 0 14,811
SERVICES 106,992 275,040
INSURANCE 12,000 17,550
BUILDING 0 79,000
CLOSURE/POST CLOSURE 98,593
DEPRECIATION 12,000 21,142
INTEREST 0
RENT
TOTAL 254,585 495,951
COUNTY TONS PROCESSED IN
FY11 2,229 5,730
COST PER TON 114 87
REVENUE FROM SALES 19,332 16,485
NET COST 235,253 479,466
NET COST PER TON 106 84

D) City of Livingston Transfer Station
In February 2012 an experiment was conducted to test whether the city’s
transfer station could handle the county’s waste also. The test indicated the city
would be able to handle the county’s waste. Limited access to the county landfill
would be for construction waste, non-blowables in strict accordance with the

Sundling settlement agreement.

Advantages

The city has the infrastructure in place. The City of Livingston would have the
responsibility for contracting with a disposal firm and any liability of refuse once it hits
the floor. The landfill would be available by appointment only, and all loads would be’
thoroughly inspected before anyone would be allowed to dump. Pay as you go fees
would be established at the landfill. There is currently office space available at the
County shop and one bay of the County shop could be used for minor maintenance of

trucks. There is certainly property available for truck parking and employee parking.

o



Extremely limited access to the landfill, as well as strict monitoring of loads before they
are allowed to dump, is necessary to control blowables at the landfill. This would
ensure compliance with the Sundling court order and limit the County’s risk of

litigation over the issue.

No sorting of garbage would be required at the transfer station. All wastes would be

dumped at the City of Livingston transfer station and loaded into trucks for disposal.

Disadvantages
The County would have to depend on the City of Livingston. Employees would still have
to handle solid waste due to illegal dumping in the greenboxes because front loading

trucks cannot handle construction waste and other large items.

LANDFILL TRANSFER
PAYROLL 0 50,000
SUPPLIES 0 5,000
SERVICES 122,595 315,150
INSURANCE 0 ' 0
TRUSTEE FEES 0
CLOSURE/POST CLOSURE 0
DEPRECIATION 0 0
INTEREST 0
RENT
TOTAL 122,595 370,150
COUNTY TONS PROCESSED IN
FY11 2,229 5,730
COST PER TON 55 65
REVENUE FROM SALES 0 0
NET COST 122,595 370,150
NET COST PER TON 55 65

E) A New County Landfill
The Bell report estimates the permitting costs of a new engineered, permitted, County
owned landfill to be $300,000-600,000. A suitable site would have to be purchased

10




and the new facility would have to be constructed. This process would take many years
to complete.
Advantages
A new County landfill would address the current blowable issue at the existing landfill.

The County would have control over access to the new landfill.

Disadvantages
The permitting process for a new landfill is expensive, takes a long time, is complex,
and not guaranteed approval. Due to the general nature of soils in Park County, it

would be difficult to find a suitable site.

F) Upgrading Existing Landfill
The Bell Report estimates it would cost approximately $2,100,000 to engineer, permit

and construct a new lined cell at the existing landfill.

Advantages

There would be no land to purchase.

Disadvantages
This option does not address the Sundling court order. The costs of operation at a

upgraded landfill would be higher.

RATES

The Park County Solid Waste department is an enterprise fund. This means the program
must be fiscally sound and support itself through the collection of fees. No general
funds are used for solid waste expenses. The current rate structure is found in

Appendix D. Fees are typically assessed with the County tax bill.

11
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APPENDICES
A—PCCC& Park County Settlement Agreement/terms
B—Park County Solid Waste Report
C---Other Solid Waste Sources
D---Rate schedules Park, Gallatin, Broadwater and Stillwater Counties
E--- Appendix A from Bell Report
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PCCC & Park County Settlement Agreement
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.disposal and management plan “Plan™ for Park County and to this end have reached a

MONTANA SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, PARK COUNTY

*

a Montana not for profit Corporation, )
)
Plaintiffs, )
P )
v. ) AMENDED STIPULATED
) AGREEMENT FOR SETTLEMENT
PARK COUNTY, a political subdivision of), !
the State’of Montana, ) :
| ) ;
Defendant. )

'AMENDED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

Whereas, Plaintiffs, Park County Concerned Citizens, Edward James Hunt, and |
Dwayne Chapman ﬁied sutt against Park*@nhmy and Ed “Séhlllmg, Ed Carroll and

for Park County, in the S;me udimal D,xstniﬁi Court Pd,r’k Connty, Capse Number DVY
04-131. The Complaint alleged the decision to close the Park County incinerator was a
legislative action and thus, ‘was subject to referendum and vote. The Park County

Wh‘ereas_, the Parties, and each Qf them,-agree that it is in the best interest of all
of the citizens of Park County to investigate fully the options of a long term refuse

settlement of the matters alleged and answered in the underlying' Complaint hereon.

Whereas, the Parties entered into a Stipulated Agreement for Settlement
(“Original Agreement™) on October 12, 2004.

Whereas, Plaintiffs, Park County Concerned Citizens, sued Park County in the
Sixth Judicial District Court, Park Couaty, Cause Number DV 07-49. The Complaint
alleged Park County breached the Original Agreement by failing to comply with

Page 1 of §
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specific terms of the agreement. An Injunction Order was entered against Park County
on May 4, 2007.

‘Whereas, the Parties, and each of them -agree that the Original Agreement
should be amended by this Amended Stipulated Agreement for Settlement (“Amended
Agreement”). This Amended Agreement shall supersede all terms, conditions and

‘actions of the Qriginal Agreement.

Whereas, the Parties, and each of them, agree to fully and completely settle all
claims under DV-04-131 and DV-07-49, known and unknown, ‘asserted or unasserted
subject to.the followmg terms, conditions and actions:

1.

Defendant Park County agrees to pay the sum of Sixteen Thousand Two
Hundred and Fifty dollars ($16,250.00) to Park County Concerned Citizens
for attorney’s fees, and PCCC agrees to release Park County from all claims
for attorney’s fees to the date of the execution of this agreement.

Plaintiffs shall move to dismiss Sixth Judicial District No. DV 07:49, with

prejudice, and therefore, resulting in the lifting of the Injunction Order.

Defendant Park County, through its duly elected commissioners, within
three (3) months after the execution of the Amended Agreement shall
advertise a request for proposal (“RFP”) to hire a consultant to update the
September 2006 ZIA: Report, titled City of Livingston & Park County
Montana Solid Waste Management Plan, this will include particiilar attention
to and analysis of the feasibility of incineration. The RFP shall include but
not be limited to the-information set forth in’ Paragraphs 7 and § of thls

Amended Agreement

The updated ZIA Report,.with particular emphasis arid attention to the
feasibility of incineration, shall be used to determine a lonig term solid waste
disposal plan for Park County.

‘One (1) month pr_ior‘ to posting and a‘dve‘rtizing the REP, the County shall
provide a.copy of the request for proposal (RFP) to the Park County Solid

Waste Board, the City of vamgston and the town of Clyde Park seeking

. their comments and input.

Defendant Park County, through its duly elected commissioners, shall allow
30 days for the submission of the requested proposals. Within two weeks of
the closure date for the RFP, the County Commissioners shall select the
consultant. Within 60 days of the consultant’s selection the County shall
enter into a contract with such consultant to prepare the report.
Page 2 of 5
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- full evaluation of EPA cu

. The consultant'shall eXplore ﬂle';pcsslbxllty

In ’updating the ZIA Repert the consultant will give particular attention and

analysis to the incineration option for solid waste management, the

consultant shall seek input from city and county officials and the Solid Waste
Board and advertise for written comment to be completed 30 days before the
completion of the final draft-of the update. The consultant shall provide an

it "gulatlons, (including -all'EPA regulations in
all: stages of E‘,PA’s Rulemakmg C tewayﬁ, and, research and provide a cost

ooooo

economic feasxbxhty of
operating a Park County incineration facility as a service to outlying entities,
such as Meagher County, Sweet Grass County, Gallatin County, and
Yellowstone National Park, and shall determine from the governing bodies
thereof any interest in participating in a Park County incineration facility as
customers. It is expected that this process will take six (6) to eight (8)
months to complete from the date the consultant enters into a contract thﬁ ,

* Park County.

10.

11.

12.

- Upon completion of the consultant’s.report, v;a's set forth in the RFP and as
. contemplated in the preceding paragraphs, the consultant shall present its

analysis and recommendations to the Park County Commission and the
public at a public hearing held in the evening at the Clty County Complex,
414 East Callender St Livxhgston

The Park County Comm@sxon shall then conduct additional public hearings,
including; but niot limited to, meetings in Gardiner, Wilsall, Emigrant,
Springdale and Clyde Park; to disseminate the analysis and recommendations
contained in‘the report:and- receive. pubhc feedback arid input on the best
long term solumm for reﬁ&se managementqn Park County Itis expected

presented its report

The Park County Commission shall within two (2) months of completing the
public hearings set forth in Paragraphs 9 and 10, and taking into
consideration the feedback and input obtained as a result of the Paragraph 9
and 10 public hearings, decide which option set forth in the consultants
updated report.

If there is a demonstrable public desire to move forward with establishment
of a new refuse facility, the Park County Commission shall, within three (3)
mounths after making a decision to move forward with a new refuse facility,

Page 3 of §
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take the necessary steps to put the issue of financing a new refuse facility to
the vote of the public through a bond measure, at the next available election
cycle. ’

13.If the. public votes to fund a new refuse facility,.the Park County
Commission.shall within six. (6) months take all steps necessary to
:1mplemen&aawox:k plan mqludmg a ume line for«the new refuse. facility.

14.If the public votes not to  new refuse facility, the Park County.
Commission shall W1thm tluee (3) months of the “no” vote, decide which |
long term refuse disposal-alternative:to. nnplement as described in the
updated report.

15. In the event a public desire to construct a refuse facility in Park County is
not manifested, as a result of the public process set forth above, Park
County, through its duly elected Commissioners, and in accordance with
Montana law, shall within three (3) months, agree to an alternate means of
long term refuse disposal by implementing one of the alternatives set forth'in
the consultant’s updated report: '

16. It is agreed that all of the foregoing shall be completed within two (2) years
. of the date of execution of this agreement. If there becomes a need for time
in any of the above paragraphs to be extended for good cause, the parties

agree to meet and execute a written addendum to this agreement. '

17. The parties agree to act in good faith-in the-execution of this- Amendcd
Agreement.

~ 18.1n the event either party incurs legal expenses to enforce the terms and

condmons of thxs Agreement, the prevailing party is entitled to recover
reasonable attomey s fees, expenses, and costs, ‘including- paralegal costs;
whether the same are incurred with or without suit.

19. Should'itﬁ be determined that a party breached this agreement by failing to act
in good faith with the process as set forth above, the remedy for such a
breach shall be the award against the offending party of attorney’s fees and
costs from the date of the execution of this agreement.

20. The Parties, and each of themi, represent that no additional claims are
contemplated against any other party potentially liability for claimed losses,
damages, and injuries for which the Release is given. The terms of this.
Amended Settlement Agreement are not an admission of liability or fault by

Page 4 of §
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any party. The terms of this agreement were negotiated as an amicable
settlement.and are not construed as to the strength or weakness of any-
position of any party.

Plaintiffs and Defendants have carefully read the foregoing, understand the

contents thereof and sign this Amended Settlement Agreement of their own free
will.

Dated this And  September, 2010

Park County Concerned Citizens, Inc.. Board of Park County

Denise Nelson
Clerk and Recorder

‘ Attomey for Defendants
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Appendix B

Park County Solid Waste Survey Report



- Park County Solid Waste
- Survey Results

March 2012

Final Report
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Purpose

The Park County Solid Waste Board is working on developing a Master Plan to guide the
department into the future. One of the main goals of the plan is to look at the existing
collection sites, commonly called ‘green box sites’, to determine how to best manage these sites
in regards to controlling collection costs, minimizing liability, protecting workers and citizens,
and meeting the publics’ needs.

Method

Each year Park County mails tags that identify county residents eligible to dispose of garbage at
the green box sites, county transfer station, and county landfill. The Solid Waste Board decided
this would be an excellent time to survey county solid waste customers, so the survey was
included in the packet mailed out by the county with the solid waste tags. '

Approximately 5500 surveys were mailed out. The anonymous responses were to be mailed
back, brought into the county in person, or the survey could be filled out online at
www.surveymonky.com/s/PCSWSurvey2012. The City of Livingston allowed responses to be
collected via their Survey Monkey licensing.! Paper surveys that were returned were entered
into the Survey Monkey program manually. The original return date of February 15, 2012 was
extended to February 17, 2012. Surveys received up until March 2, 2012 were included in the
results. 1016 responses were received and are included in this report. Out of county residents
were also surveyed. The county sends out approximately 35 tags to out of county residents.
These residents live in bordering counties and pay Park County to use our solid waste disposal
system. Their responses are reported separately.

The Park County Commissioners held a series of public meetings in commqnities around the
county to discuss the “Technical Memorandum on Solid Waste Alternatives”? report from Bell
and Associates. 3 The purpose of the Bell report was to satisfy the conditions of a settlement
agreement against Park County. The report was charged with fully explbr_ing the different costs
of disposal options, especially the option of a new waste incineration facility. Eight meetings
were held around the county in Wilsall, Clyde Park, Emigrant, Livingston, Gardiner and
Springdale. During these meetings the commissioners conducting an informal ‘straw poll’ on
the disposal alternative preferred by the people attending the meeting. These surveys were very
informal, and have less validity because #1—there is no way to determine if each response

! The Solid Waste Board and Park County Environmental Health would like to formally acknowledge the generous
assistance from the City of Livingston in conducting this survey.

? This report may be referred to as “the Bell Report” in the body of this document.

A copy of this report is available online at
http://www.parkcounty.org/Departments/COMMISSIONERS/Commissioners.html



was unique and #2—individuals may have attended multiple meetings and voted multiple
times and #3—due to technical difficulties, some results from the straw polls were not saved.
Generally, the majority of the votes in the public meetings were for either going with the City
of Livingston or the County’s current system.

Results from the polls at the commissioner meetings:

45.00%

40.00%
35.00%
30.00% -
25.00% A
20.00% -
15.00% -
10.00% ~
5.00% -
0.00%

Responses to some of the questions may equal more than 100%. The percentages are based on
the number of responses for each question. An example of how to read the responses would be:
500 respondents may have answered a question. Of those respondents 85% of them chose
“Monday” as the preferred day, and 14.5% of them did not answer this question. People also
had an option of choosing more than one answer for some of the questions. For example,
respondents could choose all seven days of the week as the days they preferred to have the
green box site open. This would result in more than 100% when you add up all the responses.




Greenbox Locations

% B Clyde Park=300-350 Addresses.
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Figure 1. Greenbox sites and an estimation of addresses in close proximity to each location.



RESULTS

> Question T—Which green box site do you typically use?

Note: Based on 1016 responses. People could pick more than one location, so the totals equal more than
100%. ’

Write in responses to this question include: Smith’s 1.4%, Corwin Springs 1.2%, Falrgrounds 0.4%,
County Transfer Station 0.8%, Cooke City 0.8%, Landfill 0.01%.

Table 1. Question 1 responses

* Discussion--Not surprisingly, the Forest Service Office site was the m’ééf frequently used sité followed
by Clyde Park & Trail Creek, then Chico and the City of Livingston Transfer station rounding out the top
five sites that are used by county residents.

Tabulation of results: Quest%ons 2 and 3 asked about preferred hours and days for greenk box site
operations. Questions 4 and 5 asked about recycling. Responses were cross tabulated with : ‘green box -
site preferences to assess what customers of each site would prefer. Results from these questions are
grouped by preferred site. Question 6 is tabulated alone. This question shows how many people take
certain wastes to the County landfill. Questions 7 and 8 deal with responses to the dlsposal optlons
explored in the Bell report. The following is a summary of the survey results:




~ Yorest Service 250 vespondents chose this as a site they use.

Time of Day preferred at Forest Service Site

O Mornings 61.9%
B Afternoons 27.8%
O Evenmings 10.2%

B No answer 28.2%

Days of the Week preferred at forest Service Site

COmonday 77.8%

M Tuesday 61.1%

O Wednesday 68.8%
O thursday 63.7%

W riday 77.4%

O saturday 80.3%

8 Sunday 48.3%

O No answer 4.5%

Users of Forest Service Site that recyde

[ No answer 8.6%
M No 33.9%
Yes66.1%

Where do you take recycling?

3 City of Livingston 86.0%
8 Ciyde Park 0.6%

[ Emigrant 18.5%

{1 Gardiner 2.5%

| Wilsall 0%

[1 No answer 35.9%




» Clyde Park 112 vespondents chose this as i site they use.

Time of Day preferred at Clyde Park Site

T
N

Days of the Week preferred at Clyde Park Site

O Mornings 51.3%
@ Afternoons 39.7%
(I Evenings 9.0%

0 No answer 29.7%

El>lr\/|0nday 69.9%

@ Tucsday 79.6%

1 Wednesday 52.4%
) Thursday 78.6%

W Friday 80.6%

1 Saturday 93.2%

B8 Sunday 32.0%

£ No answer 7.2%

[JNo answer 5.4%
B No 23.8%
Yes 76.2%

0% 20% 0% 60% 80% 100%

Where do you take recycling?

3 City of Livingston 29.6%)
@8 Clyde Park 82.7%

) Emigrant 0

L1 Gardiner 1.2%

o Wilsall 7.4%

[ No answer 27%

o
X
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Tranl Creek - 231 Respondents chose this as a site they usce.

Hime of Day preferred at Trail Creek Site

Days of the Week preferred at Trail Creek Site

O Mornings 51.2%
B Aftcrnoons 36.9%
CIEvenings 11.9%

{0 No answer 25.7%

0 Monday 68.2%

@ Tuesday72.7%

[ Wednesday 72.7%
{J Thursday 76.4%

o Friday 73.6%

3 Saturday 85.5%

@ Sunday52.7%

0 No answer 2.7%

O No answer 1.8%
B No 28.8%
ElYes71.2%

0%

10%

209

30% 40% 50% 60%

Where do you take recycling?
4

80%

W] (ny of Livingston 29.6%
B Clyde Park 82.7%

i3 Emigrant 0

) Gardiner 1.2%

B Wilsali 7.4%

3 No answer 27%



Chico- 218 Respondents chose this as a site they use

Time of Day prefered at Chico Site

Days of the Week preferred at Chico Site 0O Monday 71.9%

O Mornings 45.7%
B Aftcrnoons 44_39%
O Evermngs 10.0%
O No answer 29.3%
W Other 26%

8 Tuesday 61.5%

0O Wednesday 74.0%
0 Thursday 61.5%

B Friday 70.8%

0 Saturday 92.7%

B Sunday 60.4%

1 No answer 3%

Users of Chico Site that recycle

CINo answer 7%
W No 27.2%
Yes 72.8%

T T

0% 10% 20% 30% a0% 50% 60%

Where do vou teke recyding?

70% B0%

1 City of Livingston 27.5% »
8 Clyde Park 0
Climigrant 84.1%
[ Gardiner 2.9%
& wilsali 0

O No

swer 30.0
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» City of Livingston Transter Stahon 161 respondents chose this as a site they use.
lime of Day preferred at Gty of Livingston Transfer Site

O Mornings !

B Afternoons 26.6%

AT %

O venings 18.8%
O No answer 27.3%

Days of the Week preferred at City of tivingston Transfer Site

L Monday 69.1%

B Tuesday 54.3%

0 Wednesday 56.8%
U Thursday 54.3%

M friday 55.6%

0 Saturday 84.0%

M Sunday45.7%

O No answer 8.0%

Users of City of Livingston Transfer site that recycle

) No answer 3.4%
8 No 10.6%
ElYes 89.4%

T

0% 20% A% 60% 80% 1002

Where do you take recycling?

£ City of Livingston 97.3%
8 Clyde Park 2.7%

O emigrant 6.8%

O Gardiner 1.4%,

B Wilsali 0

N answer 15.9%

11
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Gardiner - 110 respondents chose this as a site they use.
Time of Bay preferred ai Gardiner Site

I Mornings 48.5%

B Aflernoons 35.

[ Evenings 16.2%

Days of the Week preferred Gardiner Site
£ Monday 66.7%

M Tucsday 56.8%

0O Wednesday 58.0%
3 Thursday 58.0%

W Friday 79.0%

[ Saturday 90.1%

B Sunday 46.9%

BT

[}

Users of Gardiner site that recycle

[INo answer 4.8%
B No 21.5%
Hlyes 78.4%

0% 20% 40% 60%, 80% 100%

L3 City of Living

B Clyde Park 0

O Emigrant 5.9%
U3 Gardiner 97.1%
u wilsall 0%

e . (3 No answer 18.1




Wilsitll - 85 respondents chose this as a sife they use.

lime of Day preferred at Wilsall Site

Days of the Week preferred Wilsall Site

Users of Wilsall site that recycle

0% 10% 0% 30% 400 SO GO T0% 80Y%

Where do you take recycling?

@ Clyde Park 0
O Emigrant 0
EY Gardiner 0

o Wilsall 91.7%

OMornings 586.0%
B Aficrnoons 32.0%
CHivenings 10.0%

O No:

9.3%

0 Monday 75.4%

B Tucsday 73.8%

£ Wednesday 54.1%
O Thursday 65.6%

B Friday 78.7%

U1 Saturday 83.6%

8 Sunday 24.6%

3 No answer 1.6%

[INo answer 4.8%
B No 30.5%
COves 69.5%

L1 City of Livingston 10.4%

E1 No answer 22.0%




> Deep Creek 89 vespondents chose this as o site they use.

Time of Day preferred at Deep Croeek Site

O Morminzs 48.7%
B Aficrnoons 38.5%
Ofvenimys 12.8%

1 No answer 29.1%

Days of the Week preferred Deep Creek Site

e s

0 Monday 75.5%

B Tuesday 64.2%

0 Wednesday 73.6%
O Thursday 64.2%

M friday 69.8%

03 Saturday 86.8%

M Sunday 62.3%

3 No answer 3.6%

Users of Deep Creek site that recycle

0%

10%

20%

30% A0% 50% 60%

Where do you take recycling?

70%

80%

E] C;:\;;)f Livingston 600"o
& Clyde Park 2.9%

D Emigrant 40.0%

O Gardiner 0

B®wilatio

CINo answer 36.4%

O No answer 5.6%
B No 30.8%
ElYes 69.2%




Fleshman Creck

21 respondents chose this as a site they use.

Time of Day preferred at Fleshman Creek Site

OMornings 28.6%
8 Aftcrnoons 35.7%
OFvenings 35.7%
[INo answer 3.0%

Days of the Week preferred Fleshman Creek Site

— O Monday 68.4%

B Tuesday 63.2%

O Wednesday 73.7%
OThursday 63.2 %
B Friday 78.9%

O Saturday 89.5%

@ Sunday 57.9%
EINo answer 1.8%

Users of Fleshman Creek site that recycle

0% 10%

Fo———t t SN —

20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Where do you take recycling?

CINo answer 3.6%
B No 22.2%
ElYes 77.8%

Ll City of Livingston 100%
B Clyde Park 0
OEmigrant 0

O Gardiner 0

W Wilsall 0

CINo answer 0




»  Springdale-- -7 respondents chose this as a site they use.

Time of Day preferred at Springdale Site

O Mornings 66.7%
8 Afternoons 33.3%
CILvenings O

O No answer O

Days of the Weeok preferred Springdale Site

Monday 66.7%

M Tuesday 100%
ClWednesday 100%
O Thursday 83.3%
M Friday 83.3%

O saturday 83.3%
B Sunday 33.3%

[1No answer 0

Users of Springdale Creek site that recycle

O No answer 0
B No 50%
EvYes 50%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Where do you take recycling?

3 City of Livingston
& Clyde Park 0
CIEmigrant 0

I Gardiner 0

W \wilsall 0

INo answer 66.7%
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»  Carbella-—60 respondents, Mission Ranch—-22 respondents, Smiths— 14 respondents

Time of Day preferred at Carbella, Mission Ranch & Smiths sites

O Mornings 58.5%
@ Aftcrnoons 35.8%
Oktvenings 5.7%
ONo answer 10.2%

Days of the Week preferred Carbella, Mission Ranch & Smiths.sites
- . . B Monday 78.6%

B Tuesday 66.1%

0 Wednesday 75.0%
O Thursday 67.9%

M Friday 76.8%

£ saturday 85.7%

B sunday 53.6%

O No answer 5.1%

Users of Carbella, Mission Ranch & Smiths sites that recycle

OO No answer 6.8%
No 23.6%
[ Yes 76.4%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Where do you take recycling?

[ City of Livingston 33.3%
@ Clyde Park 0

O Emigrant 35.7%

J Gardiner 52.4%

| wilsall 0

O No answer 28.8%




»  Question 6--Have you ever taken any of the following materials fo the Park County landfili?

Have you ever taken any of the following m aterials directly to the Park
County Landfill?

, Answer Op:'ons

Applnances wnh Freon
Apphances without Freon




-~ Question 7 of the survey asked about possible disposal options based on the “Technical
Memorandum on Solid Waste Disposal Aliernatives” by Bell and Associates. The question asks
which disposal method citizens preferred after reading the report or listening to a public

presentation about the options.

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

> Question 8 asked if people would support approximately $59-180 per year increasc in taxcs o
support a bond 1ssue to pay for a new incinerator facility.

O No answer
(14.8%)

B No (62.6%)

OYes (37.4%)

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%



Qut of County Responses-—Approximately 305 residences, that reside near the Park Courty
boundary but are in ditferent countics, choose to pay Park County to dispose of their sol o waste
1 severat green box sites. Approximately 18 out of county responses were received.

Out of County Customers' Greenbox

0 Clyde Park 55.6%
& Trail Creek 5.6%
3 wilsall 38.9%

O Mornings 85.7%
8 Afternoons 14.3%
f1kvenings O

ONo answer 22.2%

Days of the Week preferred by Out of County Customers Monday 70.6:A

B Tuesday 76.5%

O Wednesday 52.9%
O Thursday 82.4¢%
M Friday 88.2%
Saturday 76.5%;

B Sunday 5.9%

ONo answer 5.6'%

Out of County customers that recycle

O No answer 5.6%
B Nol1l7.6%
1Yes82.4%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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Where do you take recydhing?

C1City of tvingston 7.1% |
B Cyde Park 57.1%
(M tmipgrant 0
{dGardiner 0

W wilsall 50.0%

CINo answer 22.2%

90%-

B No answer

[ Construct a

NEW
e incinerator
&
o
& [INewly
A constructed

county Landfill

M City of
0% 20% 40% 60% Livingston
Transfer

Out of County Customers that would support increased taxes for an incinerator

DO No answer

B No 42.9%

T ¥ e T T

a% 1O% 20 30, A%, H0% 60%



Summary

1)

2)

3)

4)

)]

Basically, people want the greenbox sites open at least 6 days a week---over 2/3 of the
respondents wanted the sites open Monday-Saturday. Only about 45% of the respondents
included Sunday. As the Master Plan is develoned, having sites in close proximity fo each
other open on opposite days could meet this need without each site being open seven days a
week. For example, Chico might be open Monday, Wednesday and Friday and Trail Creek
would be open Tuesday, Thursday and Saturday.

Respondents also wanted the boxes open 24 hours a day. As the Master Plan is unveiled in
the county, it will be important to educate the public why 24/7 access is not feasible for the
future. In many of the comments, people felt signage at the greenbox sites and written
reminders with new solid waste tags would be sufficient to gain peoples’ compliance with
proper disposal. Many comments felt with education manned sites would not be necessary
and the sites could remain open 24/7. The Master Plan may want to consider if there are
other surveillance methods that could allow for greater hours of access, yet still monitor the
sites.

The Master Plan needs to assess the recycling process and efforts. The citizens responding to
the survey are very dedicated to recycling. 67% of the respondents said they recycle. Many
of the comments called for more recycling opportunities by making collection bins
available at more greenbox sites and having the opportunity of recycling more materials.

Question 6 indicates about half the residents have taken waste for disposal to the county
landfill. The Master Plan will have to include an option for people to dispose of these types
of wastes in the future.

Questions 7 and 8 were added to the survey to attempt to get input from the citizens of Park
County on disposal options as presented in the Bell Report. Question 7 asked people to
chose the disposal option they preferred. 681 people answered this question, representing
67% of the respondents. Only 13 respondents chose a new county landfill as their preferred
disposal option. 172 respondents, 25.3% of the people that answered this question, chose
the construction of a new incinerator as their preferred option. 232 people, 34% of the
people who answered this question, preferred the- existing county system; while 264,
approximately 39% felt partnering with the City of Livingston’s transfer station was the best
option. Question 8 asked if the respondents would support a tax increase to pay for a new
incinerator.- 866 ‘people, representing 85% of the respondents, said they would NOT
support tax increases to pay for an incineration” unit. Many of the comments on
incinerators were critical of the county for letting the previous incinerator go to disrepair ‘
and eventual closure. Several commented that an incinerator was preferable to burying
waste. Many comments indicated they felt an incinerator could be cost effective if solid
waste from surrounding counties and Yellowstone Park were burned. There was also a
perception the project would generate energy, and th_us' generate revenue to offset
operational costs. '

22




Appendix A—Solid Waste Survey

1

- 2)

3)

")
5)

6)

The Park County Solid Waste Board is working on a Master Flan to meet the solid waste
collection and disposal needs of the County into the future. The following survey is an effort to
hear what the citizens served by Park County Refuse Department need and want for solid waste
disposal and collection. Please complete the survey at
www.surveymonkey.com/s/PCSWSurvey2012 OR, if you prefer, please fill out the survey and
mail it in the self-addressed envelope by February 15, 2012. The results of the survey will be
made available on our website www.parkcounty.org.

Park County Solid Waste Survey

What green box site(s) do you typically use? Please checkvall that apply. "~ -

Forest Service Trail Creek___~  Neads

Deep Creek Chico - Mission Ranch
Clyde Park Wilsall Springdale
Carbella_- - Gardiner_____ Fleshman Creek,

City of Livingston Transfer Station

Currently, the green box sites are open all hours and unmanned. This allows mixed refuse to be
dumped in the green boxes. The county is required to separate out the refuse and this process is
very costly to the county, as well as increasing liability for illegally disposed of materials. Thus
our Master Plan for solid waste collection will need to establish- set hours at the green box sites.
What hours would you like the green box sites to have?

Mornings Afternoon Evening Other

What days of the week would you like the green box site to be open?

(Check all that apply)
Monday___: Tuesday. Wednesday, ,
Thursday _ Friday Saturday. : Sunday..

Do you currently recycle?
Yes " No

Where do you take your recycling? (Check all that apply)
Clyde Park Emigrant Wilsall
City of Livingston Transfer Station “Gardiner.

Have you ever taken any of the following matenals directly to the Park County landﬁll'? Please

check all that apply.

Appliances without Freon _ Tires

Appliances with Freon_ Yard waste

Construction waste Wood,

Metal _ Other(please describe)
* Please continue with the survey on the back of this page

~
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7) Park County produces about 8,000 tons of solid waste annually and has two tasks with
regard to solid waste; the collection of the waste and the disposal of the waste. The
County has researched disposal alternatives and the costs associated with each
alternative. Listed below are the disposal alternatives, including our current transfer
station and landfill program. Please tell us what disposal option you feel is best for Park
County. (A copy of the complete “Technical Memorandum on Solid Waste Disposal
Alfernatives” is available on the Park County website: www.parkcounty.org under
‘Refuse Department’ and copies are available at the offices of the County Commission)

Existing Transfer Station & Landfill ($120/ton)
City of Livingston Program($53/ton) ‘
Newly constructed & permitted lined county landfill($200-$250/ton)
Incineration operation($145-$267/ton)

NOTE: The above costs include disposal costs only. Collection costs are very similar for
each of the disposal options and nof included. :

8) It is estimated that the cost of building an incineration facility would increase taxes
approximately $59-$180/year. Would you support a bond measure to finance an
incineration facility?

Yes No

9) Do you have any problems or concerns about solid waste disposal in Park County?

10) Community Meetings: The Park County Commissioners will be conducting
community presentations on the Bell & Associates “Technical Memorandum on Solid
Waste Disposal Options” to fully explain the costs of solid waste disposal options at the
following locations: : :

January 10, 2012 7:00pm Wilsall Firehall, Wilsall
January 12,2012 7:00pm St. Margaret’s Catholic Church, Clyde Park
January 17, 20127 7:00pm Emigrant Hall, Emigrant |

- January 19,2012 7:00pm Gardiner Community Center, Gardiner
January 24,2012 7:00pm Community Room, Livingston
January 26,2012 7:00pm Springdale School, Springdale
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Appendix B—Public Comments

Comments—Respondents were asked for comments and concerns.

I just wish people would have enough honor to just put bagged garbage at green
boxes! They should be ashamed of all the junk they put in there!

Very happy with disposal locations :

Private contractor? :

Promote more recycling by putting recycle bins at green box Iocatlons--lnclude
bins for glass and cardboard. Locking green box gates was tried severa( years
ago--why would it be effective now if it didn't work before'7
Green boxes not very clean & well kept
Incineration is too polluting of the air. | support Park Countys efforts 100%
Recycling improvements at transfer station have been fantastic but bins are
often full. Would like to see more bins and expansion to other items. Also, would
it be possible to add recycling to green box sutes’? It might encourage recychng
uptake.

Would like an annual letter to all users on separation required

" No problems, | feel solid waste disposal is done well.

Leave it open 24/7 put in marked designated bins for each separate matenal
You had an incineration facility that was grandfathered in beneath the EPA regs.-
—-Useiit! '
Need place to recycle glass and cardboard near Emigrant recycle at the green boxes
motion detectors at the gates

signs on specific boxes for wood, metal trash etc

tires are a big concern

more education of the people of how to dispose properly -
what ever has the less impact on the environment :

may want to check into Whitehall's operation they are very efficient

private garbage contract would probably work best
we miss recycle boxes-
yes, your screw ups keep costing us money
24-7 is absolutely necessary

need recycle at every boxsite -

dispose of instead of storing. R

cant you guys f nd a: way to make money on thrs garbage deal, bet 1 could greg
Parks
need long term plans

return cardboard bins'

need recycle bins at collection sites

better control of the box sites, people are abusing the sites

need recycle bins at ALL green box sites

need more control in our area

need recycle bins at each sight

most economical way
want responsible disposal for the long term

why not dispose instead of storing our trash

close the land fill

salvage plastic metal & gas, sell for operating costs

not enough recycling in cook city

In favor of an incinerator that would produce electricity and be able to
accommodate more waste than park county produces. So that we could make
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money disposing of other county's waste, and in turn pay off the debt to build the
incinerator faster.

need more recycle sites that are more convenient

people will sort themselves if they had containers for oil, wood, plastic etc

hauling waste is going to get more and more expensive, gas, wages, etc
why was card board recycling stopped

best way to get rid of waste items that are still usable is to setup piles of give a
ways .

BECAUSE OF OUR WIND, | STRONGLY RECOMMEND THE INCINERATOR
GREAT INCONVENIENCE WHEN REQUESTED TO DRIVE 50 MILES TO GET
THERE

NO RECYCLE BINS AT NEADS WHY? CITY AND COUNTY ARE NOT
SERIOUS ABOUT RECYCE
WOULD ALSO BE NICE TO HAVE NEWSPAPER AND GLASS BINS AT
SIGHTS
YES, WHY WAS THE INCINERATER CLOSED

| would like to see the green box sites manned once again. A greater recycling
effort is needed with more collection sites and the return of cardboard recycling.
Have you seen how much is thrown away from Chico Resort that could be easily v
recycled!!

There needs to be a fair and accurate way for the county to charge Gardmer
residence to use the roll-off. | don't understand why the rest of the valley can
have roll offs with no charge for what they put in them.

Have the season for burning extended all year..

We must have some 3 boxes at least glass for ? solids - especially there's no
glass boxes for recycling.
no
A composting option would help decrease waste. We burn burnables and recycle
recyclables. When we composted this helped alot to decrease quantity of
household waste. Now we live in town and our waste has increased.

Every time we take our trash, we see all kinds of cardboard boxes- not even
flattened. Why not have recycling bins near regular green boxes to make it easy
to recycle? Also, an advertising campaign about recycling? Making it easier to
recycle and making it seem to be the thing to do could cut down on mess &
weight.

businesses need to empty every day . It is important to have Chtco boxes
available 7days per week.

Waste is a problem.that is not going to get better. We need to get into the future
of waste and be ahead of the current situation. Incmeratlon is the best long term

. solution.

More people would recycle if there were bins at the green box sites. Might cut
down on solid waste. ,

double billing on bunkhouse not used as B & B any more

| think current method and time are very convenient.

i think half of Liv people bring their waste out to the forest Service SIte The City
does not pick up their garbage only what in their blue can therefore that the

. easy place for them to go. I'm retired on a fixed income with a small 1 or 2 bags

a week. | resent paying for everyone. | do however think it should be allowed -
or people traveling to be able to dispose of their garbage, beats it being dumped
along roads. '

Combine city and county and hopefully it will be less expensive. -

| feel we should construct an incinerator with generator for power,

| don't want to limit green box site hours, nor do | want to pay someone to sit
there. We can sort out garbage if we know what needs to go elsewhere. If you
provide the container we can put it there. A hazardous materials container would
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be great for old batteries and those green light bulbs.
what happened to the old incinerator?

It's already a big cost for an 80 year old woman
Charge us what it costs to do it right
Roy does a good job in Wilsall. The site is always clean and Roy has a good
disposition. ‘
what happened to 8 to 10 million of BN money and all the money the city paid to
operate and close landfill . Money should be spent on garbage since it's garbage
money
the more you make it difficult to dispose of garbage, thé more garbage erI find
another place to go. ‘
What was done with all the money from the lawsuit against BN years ago for for
dumping in the landfill and why couldn't this money be used to build a new
incinerator?
work with city - educate residents to recycle to reduce solid waste If county -
doesn't educate then should build an incinerator for excess waste
At Chico, JR, your employee pulled out useful items for folks to take home - 2x4,
firewood, furniture, clothing, bicycles, windows, doors, etc. Everyone love the
service, please allow other sites to do the same.

The green boxes should be left open so the garbage gets in there insead of
along every road in the County!

| appreciate the issues load by Park Co in this regard and look forward to
learning more at the meeting below.

the incineration facility should never had been closed. it is-evident upgrades
and cheaper than construction.

Need to have two solid waste containers in Gardiner. There should be set rules
posted on a sign the enforced, | had a few loads of shingles to get rid of and I
was willing to pay but told to go to Livingston.

too many residents have work hours not compatlble also have recycling bms at
the green box sites.

no :
entering into an agreement with the City better be done with eyes open.

Please consolidate with city and close county and stop wasting money on
studies to get incinerator. Too expensive and polluting. Stop talking about the
incinerator and put toward recycling efforts with the city. :
waste being hauled from non-paying folks (town) non-enforcement of regulation
and abuse (increase penalties and community service for vrolators)

No problems - the green boxes are great!

County and city should quit fighting and go with a combined program
we don't get service now and are taxed for it
We pay alot in taxes and drop off our own trash. We don't want days or times to
drop it off. That old system w/people at the dump sites was very confi n|ng '
People called them the trash nazis. .

Additional recycle locations (Trail Creek) are needed.

You could generate electricity with an incinerator, (via steam) and probably pay
the majority of long term costs - you could have done that with the old incinerator
try to think outside the box once in awhile - like what the city doing nght

need more information

City and County will still have landﬁ!l type waste and will still cost county per ton
approx $70.00 a-ton, no savings in city plan what's in it for the City
We must keep the dump sites open enough so garbage doesn't build up in
people concentrations.

dump sites must be open enough days, even if shorter hours to keep bear
attractant away from people.

It's better to have the bear hang around dump sites than people areas.
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yes, we need to stop putting waste into the earth ‘ _

What about all the money you have at the ban to go toward ? incinerator
but why not use the money that was received from the Burlington Northern
don't know enough to comment but the recycling center and landfill disposal
sites have been useful to me
over the years there have been discussions of closing the green boxes at the
Forest Service. Your records would tell but | believe that location is one of the
most used in the county Five Acre tracts and wineglass. As for the day | use it
twice a week and there are always 3 or 4 vehicles there. One day a week will
not serve the public. Also where is the County garbage going. Paper has lt
Logan one time and Helena or Great Falls the next.
no
Of course
Ray does an excellent job caring for the facility in Clyde Park. Residents need to
stop being so lazy and act like adults.

new bids on incineration situation open to public. Cuts need to be made
elsewhere to get prices down. Where did old incineration station go. No new
trucks cuts need to be made.
don't know enough about this to have an opinion. I like things the way they are "
now.

Only the inconvenience for myself ???? that cannot drive -
whats wrong with creating jobs with an incinerator and lowering the effect on a
landfill.

We think the money left from the BNSF should be used in part & sell bonds for
the rest, instead of raising taxes. We never should have left the incinerator in
place and upgraded it to a more functual facility-such as medical waste & raised
money from cities and towns nearby, That would have been a win-win solution instead
of hauling our garbage around the country a.very bad decision to say
the least.

Access imperative to keeping our county clean. 8-5 does not work for all people,
needs to be open on Saturday.

The transfer station is not well erganized, difficult to tell if the transfer station will
or will not take items, too much personal evaluation - encourages cheating would
be better if facility were there to take everything at one place like the city .
transfer station.

I wish there were recycle bins at the Forest Servuce greenbox site. o .
the existing incinerator was shut down due to mercury being released into the air.
I live NE of the old incinerator, when winds blow from the SW, they head from .
old incinerator towards my house. Mercury.is a heavy metal. Where are you
planning on building a new incinerator? If you consider this, it should be built
where toxins.in the air are not blowing over populated areas.

Air, water, soil poliution!

We need more recycling options. | live part time in Seattle. ;
enhance and clean-up the recycling; look at the recycling sites near Bozeman
hospital, ours is a shame.

Put motion sensing cameras to take plctured of the idiots who-dump illegal items -
in the green boxes!

The county commissioner let this mess happen without looking into the future - not
even getting the people a choice - what a screw up!!!!

Incineration locally is a very unattractive option because | don't believe that alr
pollution can be properily controlled. | don't trust the??? cost to use city facilities
long term e; when oil price rises significantly in the future Why can the city
achieve such a lower disposal cost/ton when apparently employing much the
same technique? (Hauling to a remote landfill site)Reading the technical memorandum,
it is not obvious why this is so.
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Drop off sites should contain all the options for disposal (green box-household

Roll-offs, construction waste, recycling area) even if this means fewer manned sites..

If you could take in outside waste.

| feel if the county and city would work together the resulting refuse charges
would be less for everyone. ’

Would like to see additional recycling facilities. Expand Emlgrant to included
glass and cardboard.

My agreement with the owner of 9th Str Island trailer park; | would receive a card
or use of a bin at the trailer park. Now | pay thru taxes that he agreed to and he
get refunded.

Why was the old incinerator not keptin place and updated with federal funds""

Don't like landfills - would like to incinerate. Could collect from NPS...possible to
make a profit!

green boxes in Clyde Park need to be moved to a less visible location. Maybe '
Clyde Park & Wilsall could share a green box site. ‘

Set all recycling bins at each greenbox sit. Frequent pICk make rt convenlent
and we will do it!

Why was the old incinerator not updated” Will a new one face the same fate‘? :

Been there done that!! It costs to much!!

I'd like to see cardboard recycle return to Chico and Emlgrant store and local
bars and restaurants produce a fair amount of cardboard. ’
use your discretion. a new mcmerator would depend on the cost and increases
in cost R
Our problem is that we have no site to dispose of our solid waste and never
had.Our cabin site is on the Boulder River 30 miles from nearest dlsposal but
we pay taxesl!!
live on boulder. already pay 400.00 per year for Allled waste. Park County does
not provide service. Would like to be exempt form refuse tax

Possibly cotild costs be lowered by becoming a trash destlnatlon for Bozeman? Facmtres should

be combined and staff reduced. -
county is in the black and city is in the red and should getout of the trash I
business and stick to the streets where they belong o
There are no longer glass recycling bins at Emigrant.
| am a single household and a senior citizen ,aside from a small amount of
household garbage and bags of weeds ln the summer | am not a blg user of the :
green boxes..

Recycling should be the norm. metal ,glass, cardboard paper’ ‘

The old incinerator should never havé been shut-down. [t should have: been
updated. Why would | support/trust a bond lssue toa group ‘who has been miss
managing waste for years.
yes, Am concerned about turning money over-to city. Flgures are probably
artificially low and not trust worthy.buy city transfer station and operate out of
there. The city is out form under their white elephant that is rumlng thelr fnancnal
situation
follow example of Maine - households must separate waste'in separate
containers. This would require participating democraoy & true patnotlsm
$185 a year now is 2x too much. S
Prefer maximum recycling and raise taxes as necessary to do it.

A costly shame that the former incinerator was not updated and still in use.
no, would not support building another one. Our problem is the cost. far too
many commissioners. That's where all of the money is going.

Fly trash and birds due to upkeep of facility. ‘
should have kept current incinerator updated! Very poor govemment" Make -
contractors purchase a dump permit to use green boxes!

If you change too much & make it too difficult people will illegally dump anywhere
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they please.

age creates physical problems in disposal of garbage by hand to dump stations
I want recycling boxes at Deep Creek

Need to educate on not producing so much waste. In schools, workplaces and
media.

Keep green box open 24 hours-would reduce waste from being disposed on
private property or county roads.

I would like to see an incinerator built to provide energy for Livingston, even
though it costs more up front. Using diesel to haul garbage to landfills is not
profitable because | don't want to depend on Arab oil.
Why did you tear down the old incinerator? A person should not have to pay
trash taxes foran unmanned cabin in Park County.

leave it like it is

| don't think our taxes should i mcrease with an incinerator if we take waste and
charge them from other counties. A well managed mcmerator can produce a
good income for our county. , )

No- | use the green box 3 miles away and the recycling 6 miles away.

This appliance from situation is problematic. It currently forces people to roll their
old dead appliances off in the ditch somewhere.

- need green boxes close to the gallatin and park county line

Tell me why this was mailed out after the public meetlng'7 Sounds like you all
already have your mind make up!

Yes, we need a green box site in the whispering pines area.

transfer station at Dry Creek would be good

I would like recycling to be expanded upon for the types of recycling, such as
including glass.l would also like to see recycling collection in the solid collection
sites.

Okay as is!

- What about EPA regulations concerning air partlcle costs? Folks need to rake

time to separate the recyclables and put them in the appropriate bins.

Make it easy for people to dispose of their garbage and it will be done right. Build
an incinerator to handle medical waste and it could be-a money maker.

stickers are very wasteful in money and man hours, very unnecessary

need glass & cardboard recycle at emigrant

Incinerator - because we had one and you shut it down.

More recycling should occur. | see lots of cardboard, etc. in the green boxes
However, | am never alone when |-take recycling-to themty transfer-station site
on Saturdays. This appears to be a great success for Livingston:- S
| think that an incineration operation would be the most practical

frustrated when | see others not following the rules

do not take away the remaining green boxesl

hours & hours for recycling

try fixing the roads first...put power lines under ground

do the cheapest long term method

decrease amount of clerks in the clerk of court office

some dont bag their garbage, thank you for all you have done

need more information

should have done repalrs to the original incinerator. do we pay again for your
mistakes
why didn't you update when you could, stupld tax the people and hire more.
people

why no boxes up cokedale? we drive 20 miles to the closest boxes

make more recycling more convenient .

in the long run incinerator would save money

green boxes closer to springdale
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green box attendants are a waste of money

asinine, county spends more than city, what is the explanatlon for this
'something to do with solvents, gas, poisons , batteries, etc

you don't do anything for our area why charge us

RECYCLE, junk vehicles, remove from private property | time a year
ENCOURAGE RECYCLING

green boxes are not being used for what they are meant for HOUSEHOLD
GARBAGE

recycling should be available at green boxes

too much gov. spending, lets live within our means

recycle glass at green boxes

glass recychng containers should be prowded

incinerator is best for the long term. waste disposal costs wnll continue-to rlse
cook city should be open 9-6 monday - friday

While recycling may not be entirely cost effective, | would stlll Ilke toseeit
encouraged and become easier to do. We are teaching our kids that it is the -
environmentally friendly and ethical thing to do, but we are not practicing what we
preach. It is unfortunate that tax dollars are being spent to satisfy a somewhat
radical group calling themselves "concerned citizens." We are all "concerried
citizens." | am sorry to see that some are confusing "concernied" with "power
hungry." | trust our commissioners to research, make informed decisions, and
communicate with constituents. Lawsuits are not cost effective or commumty minded
ways to work together.

This county is already double taxing us on solid waste, one for trash and another
for a landfill that | can't hardy take anything to because its "blowable". City
residents pay less for trash in a year then a county resident, and the city hauls
their trash for them. why not try to save some tax payer dollars for once! .

| pay to have my recycle picked up. | think more incentives to recycle would
help. true recycling , not half assed.

CO-OP WITH CITY, 1 INCINERATOR FOR ALL

ALL LANDFILLS SHOULD BE CLOSED. WHAT CAN'T BE BURNED SHOULD
BE RECYCLED

DON'T BURN DON'T TRANSFER

DON'T BURN DON'T TRANSFER -

BOX SITES SHOULD NEVER BE LOCKED LET HAGERMAN DO lT WE
DON'T NEED HER FOR ADVICE ON FIRE PROTECTION

burn more of our refuge

burnable objects should not be taken to the landfill

the most cost effective ' .
if we would have repaired old incinerator we wouldn't have this problem seem
we have a bunch of air heads running the county '
compactor in gardiner

a compactor in gardiner

build a compactor on the gardiner sight

better controlled and supervised

my biggest concern is the environment

boxes need tops to stop the garbage from blowing and the ravens from eatlng
out of them .

provide more details

what ever happened to the in door facility for gardlner

if you incinerate use the heat for power generation

seems to me incineration with power generation is a no brainer

have no opinion, | live in Laurel and take my trash back with me.
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> | dont feel that | have enough information to form an opinion on current problems
» HOW CAN THE CITY OPERATE IT TRASH SO MUCH CHEAPER THAN
COUNTY
SHOULD HAVE UPGRADED ORIG. INCINERATOR
EXISTING SYSTEMS WORK
MORE COST EFFECTIVE TO HIRE PEOPLE TO SORT GARBAGE AT THE
BOXES
COST EFFECTIVE TO GO WITH THE CITY
PROMOTE MORE RECYCLING
would like glass recycle brought back to clyde park
| disagree with sending solid waste out of county
we receive no services
I think city and county need to work together and not waste money:
need to control contractors dumping.
landfill is fine. it is well maintained by the crews
this city/county needs 1 disposal system not 2
incineration is a long term solution.:
people from sweet grass county use dumpsters at springdale
We need the incinerator
| don’t know enough about this to make an educated oplnlon
too many scavengers, human and otherwise
no more taxes ,
my taxes are mighty high right now
more options for drop off recycling
feel we should be privatized
need to recycle more
there are no boxes on hwy10 between cnty and gallatin cnty. lnconvenlent
was told by person at transfer station take waste to logan. let them deal with our
problem S : S

».  landfill should not be used for anything that will not break down. don’t repeat
previous mistakes

> ido not have enough information to adequately answer 7 and 8-

» | support a garbage building (similar to the one in Cooke City) in Gardlner at the ‘
same location as the green boxes.

> Please put a recycling bin at Deep or Pine Creek.

> officials need to know how to manage their money in stead of always wantmg
more

»  since unmanned sights, unregulated the sights have been cleanest and most
harmonist ever

> never open

> . we would like more recycle in cooke cnty

» | like long hours at boxes, close after dark .

> until | am assured we can sell the steam or perhaps the electncuty | thmk we
should pursue other alternatives

» removal of swingley route boxes has impacted us greatly

> unsightly green boxes, blowing materials

> incinerator should be able to handle medical waste

»  Build incinerator at existing land fill. Acquire contracts from Yellowstone Park,Big
Timber,White Sulphur, and others to help offset costs. Provide additional
employment for local workers. Obtain exact costs for the structure and operatmg
expenses. Submit total to voters for approval.

> should have recycle plan that picks up at all in town addresses and at green
boxes

» reduce costs, reduce # of green boxes, manned compactor on sites

» | like compacter idea in cook city for the Gardiner area
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- cost

don't want more taxes, live on fixed income

incineration seems to be the best solution for the long term
wish we had somewhere to recycle glass

no garbage police keep open 24/7, full drive up and into boxes
need recycling at the green boxes '

» need recycling at the green boxes

v VVVY

» private contract, build operate facility using refuse fuel where disposal would cost -

> no hazard waste program, need place to separate out at the boxes.

» cook city disposal building is an asset, however we need more recycling
capability ‘

> recycle more '

» tax cost mainly, | use city transfer station, need the recycle keep it

» incinerator, environmentally friendly

»  how about Corwin Spring, no play ground cops, why is our garbage locked up
when bears sleep

> enforce recycling more, keep waste down, great we crush glass

» APPRECIATE LINKING CITY & COUNTY FOR THE BENIFIT OF ALL, THANKS

FOR INFORMATIVE MEETING

> WHY DIDN'T WE KEEP OUR OLD ONE

» RECEIVED LETTER AFTER MEETING DATE. o

» SHOULD WE HAVE UPGRADED THE OLD INCINERATER :

> i WISH WE COULD RECYCLE CARDBOARD AND GLASS ASWELL AS
PAPER & PLASTIC

» alot of tax payers use boxes, all who use should pay

» what do we do with dead calves v

» no services on the boulder, | should not be charged for the service

> 2 boxes for metal, needs no sorting, manning the site is too expensive

> no recycle bins available, why'is county bullled into this ndlculous incinerator
issue dead matter
> lack of clear explanatuon & dlrectlon on what can be dlsposed where? at what

» iam not mformed enough to make a decnsnon recycle bms at green boxes
> better education for county residents, more places of collectlon

» fine sloppy people who dump on the ground

» keep the walk in gates at green boxes if going to limit drive in hours, eXpand

recycling include glass

» the cost per drop off, per household, per year-clean up on roadstde
> | would not like to have an incinerator built. 1 think the possibility of a compost -
facility (like the one at West Yellowstone) should be explored There should be
more bins for recycling as well. With the alternatives listed in thls survey, the P
City of Livingston Transfer Station is the best option.
> Public information and education, both at green ‘box sites and through direct mail
and media, should be tried to teach us the dollar savings we would achieve if we
(residents) sorted our refuse. The cost of opening, closing, monitoring and
probably STILL sorting refuse at the green boxes should be consndered versus
an education campaign.
Recycling should be promoted more than itis currently. -
Why don't we have a roll off box for landfill type waste at all s1tes’?
Recyle everything at Emigrant
Improve recycling options with more sites and contamers Often are overflowmg
1) 1 use the Neads green boxes. This was omitted from the survey options
the costs, | can't believe the county is actually considering any option
other than 'City of Livingston' for Q7 disposal.
> leave our site open the way itis .
» can't the current incinerator be re-used

YVVVVVY

33



> BLOWING GARBAGE AT LANDFILL ,

> NEED MORE RECYLE PLACES CINNABAR, GARDINER, CUT BACK ON
LANDFILL SPACE

» i ONLY VOTE NO BECAUSE WE HAD ONE AND YOU RAN IT INTO THE DIRT

» AS LONG AS IT IS DONE Efficiently

» i WOULD SUPPORT INCINERATION OF TAXES DON'T GO OVER $100.00

> NO

> DO'WHAT EVER IS BEST FOR ENVIRONMENT CLEAN WATER

> USE CITY TRANS STA. LANDFILL TOO PICKY WHY EMP SEPERATING
GARBAGE, WASTE OF MAN POWER

» CHARGE CITY LIKE IT USED TO BE

> | LIKE THE WAY IT IS NOW

> LONG TERM CONTAMINATION OFF AQUIFERS AND STREAMS FROM
LANDFILLS
NO
NO
PROBLEM W/ INCENERATOR WAS COMM. CHOSE NOT TO KEEP IT UP
COLORED CODED GREEN BOXES FOR YARD TRASH, CARDBOARD ETC.
HOW YOU CHARGE HOME BASED BUSINESS
I LIVE IN ED'ANNES TRLR CRT. MR VIERS PU OUR TRASH ONCE A WEEK -
COUNTY TRANSFER NEEDS TO BE OPEN M-S. WED. CLOSURE IS NOT
HELPFUL

> NEED ATTENDENT AT FOREST SERVICE SAT & SUNDAY, NEED NEW
INCINERATOR, | SUPPORT .

» NONE, CURRENT SYSTEM WORKS WELL

> Bears, ravens, and other wildlife getting into the fenced in green box area is my
concern. Having enclosed facilities or enclosed dumpsters to keep.the wildlife
out is a necessity in my opinion. In #7 above, | do not have enough information
to make an informed decision. Choosing what is best for the environment is my
choice.

> | support an enclosed compactlon facuhty in Gardiner to replace the green box.
My most frequently used green box was not listed - Corwin Springs.
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» People are way too paranoid about the environment What was so harmful
about burning our own garbage!

> Why don't we have a trash fee for all of the tourlsts who go through Park County
every year instead of having residents pay for ALL of the annual refuse? If costs -
keep going up, Park County. will look like some places in the eastern part of the
nation where people simply dump wherever they can get away with it. Annual
visitors to Park County are good but residents shouldn't have to carry the fu!l
burden since we have no sales tax in place.

> lhave read the online Technical Memorandum document. | see NO clearly
stated justification stated in the document for building a new landfill or for
building a new incinerator. We have two seemingly viable options that are both
cheaper than building new facilities. Unless there are other compelling reasons
not stated in this document and/or the correspondence between PCCC and the
county, why would we consider potentially doubling our costs.by building new
facilities? It certainly appears from the information presented that we should
give strong consideration to the "City of Livingston Transfer Station" option or
simply stay with the existing system for the county and make some needed
operational changes at the Green Boxes. If there was a clearly marked and
easy to use system for sorting refuse at the green boxes we would always
comply with proper sorting. | do my best now but sometimes there are items that
don't fit in a bag but are not supposed to go into the large roll-off box. That is
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just a reality about trash sometimes. Recycling. | would sort my trash for
recycling IF and only IF there is a reasonable system provided for it at the Green
Boxes. | will not poke each of my bottles and cans through a little hole in a

" recycling bin. Additionally a recycling collection system should not cost the

residents of the county more money. It doesn't make sense to recycle if we get
punished both in inconvenience and in cost. | also would love to have an option
to deposit materials like paint, antifreeze, oil, etc at the Green Boxes. If you
provide a reasonable mechanism for disposal of such items we will use it, which
should greatly reduce the practice of people hiding these items in their bagged
trash or simply chucking them into the dumpsters. | don’t know if it is accurate or
not but my perception from your survey questions is that the green boxes are

‘going to be moving to being open at restricted times and will be

manned/monitored any time they are open; if this is true it seems that these kind
of services would be feasible at a reasonable operational cost.

> County was stupid to get rid of the old incinerator-stupid stupid stupid!!!!

> If possible it would be great to have another drop location for recycle either in
town or at the green box locations. It is difficult to recycle when the nearest
recycle location (transfer station) is far from our normal trash location (Deep
Creek).

> WHATEVER METHOD IS USED, IT SHOULD HAVE THE LEAST
ENIVRONMENTAL IMPACT. MORE RECYCLING LOCATIONS OR CITY PICK
UP COULD LOWER THE LANDFILL AMOUNTS.

> | think the fees per family should reflect the amount of garbage each family
produces. A fiat rate does not motivate people to reduce their amounts.

> | would possibly support the Incineration Facility Bond if | could hear any great
benefits compared to the current program.

> We do not need any added costs at this time. Lets wait a year or even two
before raising taxes. '

» Continue all recycling options and consider the health and environmental
impacts of each collection and disposal option as a best value trade-off.

> | feel it would be helpful if you posted, at each of the green box sites, a phone
number to report illegal dumping.

" » Anincinerator is not the answer. Who figured it would only raise our taxes $59-

$180 per year? How can this be when the projection costs are anywhere from
$8.5 million - 18.5 million? On top of that we would have the operation costs
added to our taxes of between $145 - $267 per ton. The Concerned Citizens
need to find something else to do, maybe work on a beautification project for the
county?

> . let us try to separate our own refuse -- just show us which bins get which
stuff...simple as recycling.

> The county should implement the most cost effective option, which is to contract
to dispose of all garbage at the City of Livingston transfer station. The number of
green box sites should be reduced, and the landfill capped and closed. The
current system is inefficient and too costly. Subsequent cost savings should be
passed on to county tax payers.
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Appendix C

Neighboring County Memo



Park County Environmental Health
414 E. Callender
Livingston, MT 59047
406-222-4145 Fax 406-222.4109

October 20, 2011

Gallatin County

Spoke with Martin Bey, District Manager

He has recently been contacted by a facility that is being built in Clark
County Idaho to bring their trash to ID for incineration. They are building
a pyroloysis unit. :

He has experience with incineration units when he worked in Florida. He

felt our rates would go way up if we wanted an incinerator unit. He
suggested we contact Clark County, ID and look into hauling our waste to
their facility. ' ’

Current tipping fee at the Logan Landfill for municipal solid waste:
$27/ton

He state Gallatin County has enough capacity in the Logan Landfill for
many years to come, so they would probably not be interested in bring
MSW to an incinerator in Park County.

Gallatin County might be interested in bringing tires to an incinerator unit
in Park County. g

Bey also stated Gallatin County might be interested in pursuing
certification to dispose of ash from an incinerator unit.

He was interested in Park County bringing MSW to the Logan landfill.

Sweet Grass County

Spoke with Gail McPherson, city clerk

County residents self-haul to the city’s transfer station or contract with
Allied Waste (the city’s hauler) to collect MSW.

Current tipping fee: $18/Ton

Approx. 2400 tons/year

McPherson stated the Town Council would have to consider costs before
they could make a decision to bring their trash to an incineration unit in
Park County. She felt there would be less transportation costs coming to
Park County. Currently MSW is hauled to Billings.

Yellowstone National Park

Steve lost says YNP may possibly be interested in bringing Park County
their solid waste if an incineration unit was built.

Holly Long says: $166 Cost/ton currently

Tonnage/yr = 2300 tons

Currently they haul waste to West Yellowstone’s compost facility.



e Class III and IV wastes (wood, constructions waste, carpet, etc) are
handled separately.

Meagher County
s Approximately 900 tons/year
e No answer about whether they would be interested in hauling to Park
County or what they currently pay to dispose currently.




Appendix D

Solid Waste Rate Schedules for

Park, Gallatin, Broadwater and Stillwater Counties



PARK COUNTY REFUSE FEE POLICY
2009

SCHEDULE OF CHARGES

This schedule of annual fees reflects variation in type and volume of refuse contribution.
These charges are based on a County-wide fee levy to provide operating funds for the
collection and disposal of refuse at the Park County Sanitary Landfill and transfer station,
and tipping fee. Residential rates are based on an average of refuse produced by
households in Park County. The average residential unit will produce one ton of refuse
per year. Business rates are based on the amount of refuse produced as compared with a
typical residential unit. Any requested adjustments to these fees must be made to the
Park County Refuse Board. One unit equals one ton of household garbage and one ton of
refuse at the Park County Landfill.

1.

12.

13.
14.

Any house taxed as a living or residential home will pay $185.00 (1 unit).

Any business will pay a minimum of $555.00 (3 units).

A building serving as both a business and a residential home will be charged a
minimum of $740.00 (4 units).

A Bar and Caf€ in the same building will be charged a minimum of $1,100.00 (6
units). i

Cabins and/or summer homes will be charged a rate of $185.00 (1 unit).

Motels and Hotels will be charged $185.00 (1 unit) for every five units or rooms.
Fishing Accesses will be charged $92.50 (% unit).

Schools will be charged $185.00 (1 unit) for every 50 students. Smaller schools
will be charged $92.50 (V2 unit) for 5 to 49 students.

Church parsonages will be charged $185.00 (1 unit).

. Home Businesses will be charged the same as a single dwelling $185.00 (1 unit)

unless they generate 20 percent more refuse than a single dwelling.

. All other businesses that generate large amounts of garbage such as department

stores or grocery stores will be charged a fee based on the comparison of volume
and type of waste produced. Fees will be set either by negotiation or by
monitoring by the district.

Bed and Breakfasts are to be considered a “Home Business™ with a charge of two
units, unless decided otherwise on an individual basis.

Mini-Storage Warehouses will be charged one unit per location.

The Park County Solid Waste Board has a contract with the Church Universal and
Triumphant to bill it by the calendar year for 233 households with the reservation
that the Board may increase the number of units if tonnage goes over the amount
for 233 households. Therefore, this bill (#7200999) cannot generally be run until
January 1 of the following year.



Rural Refuse

15.

16.
17.

18.

19.
20.

21.

22.

Charges for rural garbage maintain the transfer station, landfill, and green hoxec
and collections from green box drop-off points.

Charges are for the calendar year and payable on first-half taxes.

By mutual agreement between the board and the assessor’s office, July I is the
cut-off date for billing mobile homes and new residences in the county. Any
mobile homes arriving in Park County after July 1 of the current year will not be
billed for rural garbage until the following year.

If a residence is deemed “Livable” it will be charged with a rural garbage charge
whether occupied or not. The service is available all year to all units regardless of
oceupancy.

It is the Solid Waste Board’s policy to refund only for the most current year’s tax.
Any adjustment or refund requests by a taxpayer must be made to the Park
County Solid Waste Board. Adjustments will not be made by the assessor’s
office unless it was an office error and can be proven by examination of
Assessor/Appraisal records. Such adjustments will only be made for assessments
not yet billed. Any billing already done must go through the Refuse Board, which
means it needs to be paid and a refund allied for with the board.

The Park County Solid Waste Board has the right to levy the charge on all
property within the district. They choose to levy only on a livable residence and
on businesses within the district.

The Park County Solid Waste Board has the right to adjust the charge from the
base rate to a higher rate if a household is generating more than the average
amount of household refuse.



TSLES LA ‘sy10] 221y,
19% x0g Od
SSQIPPY SUI[IeN

‘[enuasso st wajqoid S

-M0I3 AJerjusuodxa Syl SSIppe 03 110]
-J2 Bur03uo Uy "2Imny SY) 0jul puB MOU
‘915BM~2 JO UONB[NUMAE o1ydonsesed ©
SI 3[NSaI 91} PUB SIBD LIBWIS IO SUOISIAD[S]
uoniuyap 12y31y ‘Surwed 51u01199]9

J0J puewop SuiseaIoul Ug ppy peol

oy} U0 10 22LJ0 ‘swoy wioyy andwos
PUE US)JO 2I0W J05UUOD ‘0ISYMAUR WO
9JBOTUNUILIOD 0} 21153 Sur08u0 Ino Jo
90uanbasuod 12211p €SI 9)SBM DIUOIIOI

16¥C-785-901 -Xed
£6YT-785-90p-3uoyd

‘souoyd

1[99 9[1qoW pue $)98 UOISIAQ]9] ‘siond
~-1IO0D S8 YoNS 3]Sem-3 SI SWeans 2Jsem
[snoprezey] Smmoi3 153158} 3Y) JO SUQ

»

‘BurpoAoar 1o fesod

-s1p 1odoid noyim $90In0SII NE pue

. Iatem Injjod ues jey) sjusuodwios ae
S[ELI9JBW JUEPIR}RI-OUIE]} PIJeUTWolq
pug wnijj£1aq umLeq ‘Warmoryo Aino
-Iow AEszuoﬁo Wa[EAEXaY ‘wnupe))

(915BAN O1U0IO9[Y)
ISBM - |

LOLSIQ LNIWIOVNYI
31sYM aINos

A NLIVTIVD

W W

.mmuoo.a wsgo&:cme I1oue
ur ureSe pasn 2q Ued Jey) sjusuoduwod
pUE s[RI S]qEn[eA UIBJUOD SOIUOIIO3[Y

& SNUOIYIIIH IPAINY AYAA

"Kjisuep pue uorn
-IpuUod 119y} uo Juipuadop ‘wniwped
pue ‘Amoiow ‘pee] SB Yons s[glsjew
snopiezey ulgjuod Aew  spnpoid
Swono9e  Jo  siwouodwos  urena))

;, SNOpIBZey

PAIIPISUO0D |, 9JSEAN-H ,, S

*9]52M-2 SB PIULJIP AL 010

‘S10)IUOW “puB  ‘SoALIp pIey ‘souoyd
Iepaeo  ‘smydepe  ‘woosyey  ‘sand
-dns yomod ‘spieoq DJ ‘suey ‘saAlp
Addoyy se yons juowdmmbs oruon
-03]3 JO AjoueA oFIe] Y payslqelsd
udq jou sey Aroforeo oy o
padnoig oq pmoys sasuerjdde sejius
ISIJ0 pUB SUSAO QABMOION ONI] SWA
10U IO ISUIOUMm OOUBSUI I0] ‘91SEM-D
1o uonuep JIe9[d OU SI QI
&PaUYdP ALIBI[D DISEAN-H,, ST
‘sueds 911 poys L1904

ARy Mou sApl pue ssuoyd ‘siopnd
~wos ‘AJofouyosy Burdueydp A[pides
pue sooud 1omo| ymp -Suiseaiout
Aipider st 189k A19A2  papiedsip
9Ie JBY) SOIUOII9[I PIO JO JUNOWE Y T,
"9J1] [nJasn §)1 JO puUd oY) Je IO Iedu
st jeyy juawdinbe oruonasye ssouisng
pue muwnsuoo o) pardde  £[asoof
SI  ‘015BM-2 IO ‘91Sem  QIUONOAT

COTSEAN- ST TP AN




“butbuewp agj a4, ..\_OU _ CD

i

JOUT ORI/ 0T 1001UN A,/ a0y

*$90IN0831

3AI2SUOD pUE punos A[[ejuswuoIIAUD

a1e ‘uonuaaa.d uonnjjod 03 JUSWITWUIOD
21R1ISUOWIIP ‘SUOE[NSaI pue SME[ [[8 Jiim
A1dwos sainpacoid feuonerado s, 40DINMA
‘sass2001d uonesIILI) OS] YSnom,

‘JuswuonAus a1y 3uroelord

a[ym Ansnput sjearid pue suonezuedio
1y01d-UuouU ‘S[00Yds ‘SJuaUIIaA0g [e00]
puE ‘)]s ‘[B19p3] 0} SIIALOR Surpohoas
sop1a01d YCDINA “Suoud aanraduos
pue anjeA [zuondeoxa s19J0 YOIINA
‘s1310AL pauren; A[ySiy gs6 Ajorew
-1xo1dde puE SUOIEIO] SPLATONEY HIA

‘suorjoadsur 931 03 9315% pue So:ow
110dX2 SATIO1:1S21 © MO[[O] ‘SUOIIBOIILIND
[[ypuef-ou uSis 0 parmbai 18 ogm
‘SIOPURA S]1 0] SPUDIX3 JUSUIUCIIAUD JY} 0}
JUQWINWWOI § YODIN "uonnjos deros-a
[euoneu e Jo w2d pajeidaur ue st werdoxd
Burpo£oa1 2014125 [ng ‘enbrun s ODINA

‘Sprepugss

[ruotRy [|v 120u1 suonwliado 3uifadoar nayy

Funmsu £q IUDWUOIAUR a1 JO PIemals

aqrsuodsar v 2q 03 S (208 S YODINN

"HODINI Y3nory pajokoal St 23sepm -1
J105S330.1J ISBAA -

$,9M07
oeyS olpey
3]qON uoAuay
SOTUOII3[q S29[
10da( swoy
SSO[ANIM UIR[[BD)
anjeA anij, speidjeg
suonnjos A1eneg
sn[d sauoneg
SIL3)By 9[(BIsIBYIdYy

[[ypue ueso]

911S 20USIUSAUOD) UBWIIZOY
sa[d Te[nj[3n

soydeig

Te[nag Ajdung

uewazog Jo A0
Krejuowa[g Mo[[a13uo]

SeuoJ 1130

joda 29150
sordeig

BUBJUOA] JO SUI[0ADSY SOIUOLI08]H
SILI0SSIIDY pue S1ynduio))
dSeM -1
3o dox( o3 suoned0| 19Y10

so1do)) [erorowwo)) 9518 o
sooueljddy woorypeg 10 uayouy| -
SIOIBIATLYAY »
SIABMOIDIN
SAL uonosfoig Sig .

Pa1dad0V 10N Swaj]
$O1U0IO2] P[AYPUEE]

sauoyd [[°D -
salRyeq o|qeadieyoay o

MDA -

SpIeoqAay »
sio1do) -

SYOA

uewdinbyg oo191§ -
SAL ¢

sund e

SIOJIUOJA »

sdoyde7

s1amo] 1ndwoy o

PI3d3NIY 3ISBAA-H

E6YC-T8S

:[jeo aseayd uoneuULIOIUI 210U 10,]
"00°SEJO WU g yiim ‘uo] 12d /7§
ST 99J 9y} [[ijpue ] ueS0 oyl 18 punol
-TeaA sasudiaiua [e1oI9WWOY) 10 SPjoy
-9SNOH wolj 21sem-~2 $1da0or 10L1sI(]
JuSWaBRURIA 21SBA PI[OS Ulle[[e) oy




‘sjeob
BuioAosl pue ucponpal sysem plios Buisew
ur suopoipsunl {edo} pie [im jey) saunpasosd
pue saplod ‘sjeob Aujuspi 0} ‘PuIsIq B
ul spue| jo ABojo29 ay; 1osjoid jey) sAem ui
g)sem jo Buisodsip Jo ‘Bunlodsues; ‘Buuoys
‘Bupuiieioas ‘Buisssnold sy sbeuew 0]
'SJUSPISaL By} JO sielem pue AjoieS ‘yjjesy
3yl lo} aled0ApE 0] Juswebeuew ojsem
pijos Buipiefel ssnssi pue SMaIn 8SIBAIP
8y} JO UOHElUSSSIdSs pUB  UCHEBISPISUCD
poouejleq a8yl Jo, apinoid 0] S8JIAISS
91SEM PIOS USIDILS }SOO UM SJUSNIISU0D
spinoid 01 st josig  Juswabeuepy

juawaje}s uoissIy

dep sy jupue ueboT

quswabeuew wosj eAcsdde JoLid
.~QARY ISNU_ SIOS PIICURLEIUOT .

PN




£87 31X3 06| 340 pajed0T]
2G.L6S _.IN 's¥iod salyl

TIPUET/ACE JUI UIE[[EB MMM ][: 01y

usnalyn umeq : sobeuey a0
Kag une :uabeuey JoM3SIA

BUBJUOW cmmo.“ _Cncm._ : wmﬂo ;oﬂmE

1ORLSId LINTWIOVNYIN

FLSVYM 4iN0s
AE N IVITVD

VAR \ 4

uea]d pue ajes sAemybiy ino daay djay

asuayo juenbasqns yoes Joj 00'5Z$

|euonippe U Aq pasessoul  asuayo jsuy el Joj abieyo
lIsodap sisem ay) 0} pappe 00'GZ$ 84 lIiM 83; |euonippe Y|

894 peOoT paindasun

"aa) Buiddn eyy o3 pappe eq Aew ‘0oL $ 01 dn
‘jeAlajul
yoea Joj 00°5Z$ 3e pabieya aq jjIm pue ogiy 18)e
sjeAlajul SINUIW 0} U} pajUaWIBLoU] S1 99} 3je] 8y
‘g9 9)2| & pableyo ag |iim awy
ainsop oy Jeye Buipeojun Jawolsnd Auy ‘Aeme pawin} aq
[ stawoysno a1e ‘wid Og:b 18 9s0j0 Ajduwicsd |iim siis ay L

294 9je

‘youl p/| 03 dn sayouelg
‘sdiyopoops ‘isnpmes

SmI ‘sinuepy ‘mes}g ‘saAeadT ‘sseln
o jsodwion

“POOM POl Al[ROIWLBYD 10 2]0S02I0 ‘8jSEM
12d ‘a)sem pooj ‘PoS 'S¥00J ‘IIOS ‘BINJUIN, ‘BIIULIO) ‘SSRUlWE]
‘sjsem wnsdAB ‘pieoq sppied ‘gso ‘poomAld “preogssald
spoom pauels Jo pojoosdislem  ‘pamasald  ‘pajuied

:ale galk S[U} 10} S|EMS}EW Bjqe3dasaeun

‘ejow ‘ogse|d ‘ajasouod
'‘yood ‘Uip se yons juswdinbe Buisssoosd eisem  poow
abewep pinom 1By} SJUBLIWEUCS JO 881 99 PINOYS POOAA

'sj9|ed pue ‘sjsem poom ‘Jaquini

pansgsasdun jesmeu ‘sdwnis ‘sfuinid ‘squiy ‘sayouesg
1 JO S}ISISUOD 3)SBM POOM UB3(D

199 pauy {ipue;
ot Ul 8%eds SAES |IM 3)SEM POOM UE3D BUIaA]
wesboid uo[303}j0D 83SEM POOA UEBSID

‘seate bujpAdas pajeubisap ayj 3 papeojun aq ued

1 05 pUeYDI0aq DAM PUE [EIDW B3 BIeedas 9igissod I

*BuypAcad Joy 9j|d {E38l delds Byy 0) PILIBAIP 34 PINOYS
FUIM 8 TVLIINW

PEAY/000ES T ('sq| 062 Jon0) 3BIE7
“Peay/OOGLE T (4spun 3 'sq| 0G2) llEWS
is|ewiuy pasesdaq

‘POACUWIBI
S100p B} aAEY PUB ALJNT 39 1SN ssoueddy

.mm oo.omm .................... Neeeana —m>o&wm “thwm_hkwm
("o} ‘s1amowiume] ‘SI9AIp ‘sIaysem 'sabuel

*s19259)) 'siojesabiya) 'sajakalq ‘sIaysEMYSIP 'Sis1eay Jajem)

"R TG SpPooS aHUM

93} 00'G$ WnWiIUN
u03}/00°'8t$ |e1DI3WwWo)
u03/00°L2$ [eljuapisay

191sem-1

JuW3 DU0 e Jo pasodsip SVAIF 0T JO WnIXeW
‘B2 00°ST$
juawdinbg AneaH ajoym
23 00°01$
dojiel] 10 Xondg ‘dojded] ajoym
21sem Jejnbay paJjapuend
"B300°E$ Jley ui g
29 00°S$ 3oUym
}onat Em_._ 10 3jiqowoiny
SIYIL

99} 00°G$ WnWILIN
(-938 ‘a}a10u02 ‘'sweaq Jequil ‘sweaq |931S)
UOYQQGEEs "+t "+ = S|E 01BN UORONNSUOD AABDH
{030 “Jodueo "uoyensuyy ‘jsnpmes ‘poomAld ‘lemAip ‘spxz)
uoy0g'8ys eeUsjepaley uoponssuog 4By
(*oje *sBuyddiio puek ‘ainjuing ‘sjsem usyoiy)
UOYDQLZE e aysea PIOS jediolunyy JejnBay

sso004d jeAcsdde /uonpesydde ue
Aq dn-39s5 8q ued sjuno3de abieyd
SQyVI LIE3d YO LIQ3¥D ON

SHD3HD 3LVLS 40 LNO ON
ATINO SNIIHD TVIO0T HO HSVD Ld3D2V I

‘3LON 3SvIT1d

2402 "1Z YoseN patepdn

liypue ueboT 1o} sinpay



FEE SCHEDULE FOR LOGAN LANDFILL

Updated March 21, 2012

Regular Municipal Solid Waste... rrenrenreennnn s $27.00/ton
(kitchen waste, furnlture, yard chppmgs etc )
Light Construction MaterialS............ocoiiieiineriiceseneierscemsanerseeesssneresns $48.00/ton
(2x4s, drywall, plywood, sawdust insulation, carpet, etc.)
Heavy Construction Materials & Special Wastes.........c..ccocoeovevioe. $58.00/ton
(steel beams, timber beams, concrete, etc.)
Unsecured Load Fee...........ciccnncsessrenrissssmsrsnnsseisnnsine s $25 First, $50 Second, $75 Third
Late Disposal Fee Charge revearessrasasss s res e esessnrereees .See Late Fee Policy attached

*The operator at the landfill may assess additional charges for loads carrying the items listed below.
***This list applies to all landfill users***
Automobile or Light Truck Tire

WHOIE. ...ttt carae s st v e s e s s otesrsseentasnenensansnscasassennn $5.00/each
Cut in half....... s ptiasais 45 . st $3.00/€ach
Quartered......... ierdesisndinieim i st nes | REQUIAT Waste
Whole Tractor, Traller, or Truck ...................................................... $10.00/each
Whole Heavy Equipment e $25.00/each
**x*Maximum of 10 tires disposed. of at one time***
E-Waste:
Residential $27.00/ton
Commercial $48.00/ton
SMall WHIte GOOUS...........ccc.voerecviermrriirinsererecenveresnisssesarsssessarssrssossesssassses $2.00/each

(water heaters, dishwashers, bicycles, refrigerators, freezers, ranges,
washers, dryers, lawnmowers, etc.)
Large Appliances.................... recnaresstnerenbearasants o setesrressasensaarrs . $5.00 to $25.00/each

Appliances Needing Refrigerant Removed............ forebonituniesensesssntinn $30.00 additional charge
**x*xAll appliances must have the doors removed and MUST BE EMPTY***
Deceased Animals

Small (250 1bS. & URAET).ccceieeeiiereeeeeeieesmrreeesseceaneee e nonee s saeesanees $15.00/head
Large (over 250 1bs.).cvvvveiiiinns . $30.00/head

We accept propane tanks and cylinders, fluorescent bulbs, pesticide containers, bear spray, batteries (car,
truck, marine, etc.); oil" and antifreeze (Inform scale attendant at weigh in, bring in non returnable
containers). They are charged as part of your regular load. We have a designated drop off location for these

to be unloaded and recycled.

All metal and wire will be diverted to the scrap metal pile for recycling. Please make every attempt to separate

the metal and wire beforehand so it can be easily unloaded at the designated metal recycling area.

We accept clean wood waste such as branches, limbs, natural wood, woody pruning, stumps, trunks, and
other woody vegetation. There is a deslgnated drop off area. Clean wood waste is unpainted and
unpreserved lumber and wood waste, particleboard, pressboard, plywood, 0SB, and pallets. The wood should
be free of contaminants such as dirt, rock, concrete, plastic, metal. Material not accepted for wood debris
recycling includes: painted, preserved, waterproofed or stalned wood, gypsum waste, laminates, formica,

furniture, soil, rocks, sod, food waste, pet waste, creosote treated wood, or chemically contaminated wood.

Contaminated soils and non-friable ashestos must have prior approval from management.

Mobile Units/Structures: The mobile unit /structure less than 10 feet wide that can safely weigh across the
scale will be charged the light construction fee of $48.00/Ton. No units over 10 feet wide will be allowed to
weigh on the scales. If a unit cannot weigh on the scale, a flat fee of $600 will be charged. Please call

406.582.2494 to get disposal form/and disposal policy.

Please note: We can only accept cash or check for payment. ***Charge accounts can be set-up by

an application/approval process***

FOTMs/Operalion Taroe/ree seho durs
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SOLID WASTE DISTRICT OPERATION

The Stillwater County Solid Waste District was formed 35 years
ago to provide a system where residents could work together

to provide solid waste disposal services. The District is managed
by a Salid Waste Board whose members are appointed by the
Stillwater County Commissioners. The Board meets on the
second Thursday of the month with their concems.

Each household within the county, excluding the City of Columbus,
is charged $146 annually to use the district solid waste system,
For this price, all household garbage considered non-hazardous s
accepted for disposal. Fees are Imposed at staffed collection sltes
for items such as tires and construction debrls.

Once collected, solid waste is transported to the Clty of Billings
landfill. Federal regulations and suspected ground water -
contamination forced the closure of the Stillwater County landfill.-

If you have guestions or concerms about Solid Waste, pleass - .-

call (406) 322-6364 or contact any Solid Waste Board Member.

STILLWATER COUNTY "SOLID WASTE DISTRICT
COLLECTION SITES & FEES

SOLID WASTE BOARD MEMBERS
Chairperson Bill Linger, North Stillwatsr Co. Representative
Vice-Chairman Bill Downs, Molt Representative.

Mike Mauland,'Rapelje Representative
Harry Harsha, South-Stlliwater County Representative
Richard Nauman, Park City Reprasentative
Mary Lou Hoover, Healith Board Representative
Cliff Bers, South Stiliwater County Representative.
Maureen Davey, Commissioner Liaison

>

Solld Waste Department Information can be found at www.stillwater.mt.gov .

The Solid Waste District is mon.mo:am at mm& collection site:

Columbus Site Recycles: Aluminum; Cardboard; Metal; Used Oil:
Newspapers

Absarokee Site Recycles: Aluminum; Cardboard; Metal; Magazinas;
Newspapers

Nye Site Recycles: Aluminum; Cardboard: Metal: Used Oil;
Magazines; Newspapers

Park City Site Recycles: Cardboard; Metal; Used Ol
Molt Site Recycles: Aluminum; Cardboard; Metal
Rapelje Site Recycles: Cardboard; Meta|

Reed Point Site mwo<n_$" Cardboard; Metal: Used Oif

The Solid Waste Department wanis to thank all the psaple who are acthvely recyciing
and sncourages recyciing to help raduce tha amount of trash going in landfils.

Dump Fee........... P e e st ad e e, §226.80
Box xmam_mmmo per day
Landfill Fee......ocvrevivnnnrinsnsnnnin v s SEEBEDEr ton.

o 13.00 25016
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTES ‘
Liquid wastes cannot be accepled at the collection sites for disposal,
Paints, solvents and other liquid wastes may be air dried or solidified in
sand or kitty litter and then double bagged for disposal.
Household hazardous wastes as defined In MCA 75-10-203 means

products commonly used in the home that due to corrosiveness, ignitibility,

reactivity, toxicity or other chemical or physical properties are
dangerous to human health or the environment. Household hazardous
waste includes, but is not limited to cleaning, homa maintenance,
automotive, personal care, yard maintenance and pesticides.




The District’s recycling program in Vaughn, Belt and Cascade continues to grow. We now accept paper, aluminum and newspapers
as well as scrap metal at those collection sites. The sites were chosen for this trial program, but others may be added. District card
holders who separate these recyclable items from their refuse will not be charged a punch, allowing for more refuse disposal. Please
note, our recycling program does not include the City Recycling Center, recyclable items taken to the city’s location will be
accepted based on their program rules which may be different from ours.

The staffed Rural Collection Sites are open to Cascade County Solid Waste District members and special permit holders four days a
week. These sites are for houschold waste only.

Hours of Operation:
Hardy Creek, Ulm, , Stockett, and ArmingtonContainer Sites:
Tuesday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Wednesday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Saturday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Sunday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Fort Shaw Container Site
Wednesday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Saturday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Sunday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Monarch Container Site
i Tuesday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Sunday 9:00 am to 4:00 pm
Cascade and Vaughn Container Sites:
Tuesday 7:30 am to 4:30 pm
Wednesday 7:30 am to 4:30 pm
Saturday 7:30 am to 4:30 pm
Sunday 7:30 am to 4:30 pm
Holiday Closures:
The staffed Rural Collection Sites are closed to the public on the following holidays: New Year's Day, Memorial Day, 4th of July,
Labor Day, Thanksgiving, Christmas Day.

Administration:

We value your comments and concerns and will continue to work to address them. To improve our feedback system we have a
dedicated e-mail ccswsuggestions@cascadecountymt.gov. You can also find useful information about our program under the
Departments 1ab on our website: www.cascadecountymt.gov.

Thank you for your suggestions, comments and most importantly for your patience as we continue working to improve our rural

solid waste collection system.

vy DO NOT ACCEPT THIS PERMMT UNLESS THE PINK LOCK & KEY ICONS FADE WHEN \’«‘RL‘,ED AND YQU CAN SEE A HEXAGON-SHAPED TAUE WATERMARK WHEN HELD TO THE LIGHT

U12—December
’ o - Each Punch is worth 1/2 of a yard
Solid Waste Permit ( approx. 3 garbage cans or 150 pounds)

0001958300 513 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 1819 20

21 22 23 24 25 26

MONTANA WASTE SYSTEMS INC No county taxes are used to fund the
PO BOX 2582 operations of the Cascade County Solid Waste
GREAT FALLS, MT 59403 District. The fees charged through this permit

system and onsite dumping fees are required to
cover all costs of the service



ALL SITE ATTENDANTS, MAKE SURE TO PUNCH
ACCORDING TO THE FEE PUNCH SCHEDULE BELOW:

CASCADE COUNTY TRANSFER SITE PUNCH SCHEDULE

3-30 gallon cans = .5 cu yds $2.50/ 1 |punch

Pickup Small = 1.0 cu yds $5.00/ 2 |punches
Pickup Small w/2' above box = 2.0 cu yds $10.00| 3 |punches
Pickup Full Size Short Box = 2.0 cu yds _ $10.00{ 3 |punches
Pickup Full Size Short Box w/2' above box = 3.5 cu yds $17.50| 7 |punches
Pickup Full Size Long Box=2.5cuyds $12.50| 4 |punches
Pickup Full Size Long Box w/2' sides = 4.0 cu yds $20.00| 8 |punches

punches

8' Long X 8' Wide w/4' Sides = 9.48 cu yds $47.40{ 15 |punches
10' Long X 8' Wide w/2' Sides = 5.9 cu yds $29.50/ 9 |punches
10' Long X 8' Wide w/4' Sides = 11.85 cu yds $59.25| 19 |punches
16' Long X 8' Wide w/2' Sides = 9.48 cu yds $47.40| 15 |punches
16' Long X 8' Wide w/4' Sides = 18.96 cu yds $94.80! 30 {punches
20' Long X 8' Wide w/2' Sides = 11.85 cu yds $59.25| 19 |punches
20' Long X 8' Wide w/4' Sides = 2_3:7, cu yds $118.50| 38 |punches

OTHER

/ACCEPTABLE RECYCLABLE GOODS R
Refrigeration Units - freon free (w/proper certmcatlon)

Refrigeration Units - w/o proper certification $25.00

Passenger car and hght truck - each tire $5.00| 2 [punches
Truck tire - each tire , $10.00{ 3 |punches
Heavy equipment tire up to 28" - each tire $25.00| 8 |punches
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Appendix A - Additional Relevant Background Information

Waste Groups and Types of Disposal Facilities

According to Administrative Rule of Montana 17.50.503, “Solid wastes are grouped based on
physical and chemical characteristics which determine the degree of care required in handling
and disposal and the potential of the wastes for causing environmental degradation or public
health hazards.” Solid wastes in Montana are categorized into three groups as summarized in
the table below.

Table A -~ 1: Solid Waste Groups and Categories

organic materials, paper, cardboard, glass, metal,
. . plastics.

Decomposable Wastes and
Group 11 Mixed Solid Wastes (excluding

regulated hazardous wastes) _
Commercial and Industrial wastes such as

packaging materials, liquid or solid industrial
process wastes, crop residues, chemical fertilizers.

inert solid waste such as unpainted brick, dint,

Wood Wastes and Non ~ . )
Group 1t Water Soluble Solids rock, and concrete, industrial mineral wastes,
untreated wood materials, and vehicle tires.
Group IV Construction and Construction or demolition wastes and asphait
P Demolition Wastes (excluding regulated hazardous wastes).

These waste groups are disposed in the proper corresponding waste facilities according to
Administrative Rule of Montana 17.50.504, as follows:

“Disposal facilities are classified according to their respective abliities to handle
various types of solid waste. Systems of acceptable disposal may entail
containment of waste with assured protection against leachate migration or may
take advantage of natural treatment processes such as evaporation, chernical
and microblological degradation, filtration, adsorption, and attenuation. - Solid
waste management facilities may involve ponds, pits, lagoons, land spreading
areas, impoundments, or landfills. Although facilities are broadly classified as to
the solid waste groups they may accept, specific restrictions may be placed on
individual disposal units or disposal areas. As an example, many Class i
landfills may not be acceptable places for the disposal of Group II liquids or
sludges. Such restrictions, if any are warranted, shall-be specified on the solid
waste management system license.”

The three types of disposal facilities are summarized in the table below.
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Solid Waste Management Policies and Priorities

Montana has adopted the “Reduce, Reuse, and Recycle” approach in waste management
according to the State’s Integrated Waste Management Plan (IWMP, Final Draft, 2006).
Furthermore, .it is understood Montana has established goals for decreasing and diverting the
amount of solid waste that is generated statewide through source reduction, reuse, recycling,
and composting measures and programs. The target waste reduction / diversion rates and
timeframes are:

17 % by 2008
19 % by 2011
22 % by 2015

In particular, the IWMP asserts (page 75) “The State of Montana will regulate solid waste
incineration and enforce laws to protect the public heaith and welfare of Montana citizens.
Source reduction, reuse, composting, and recycling of materials will be encouraged as a
preferred altemative to incineration of solid waste.”
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