HCS HB 660 -- SOLI D WASTE
SPONSOR: Schl ott ach

COW TTEE ACTION:. Voted "do pass" by the Commttee on
Conservation and Natural Resources by a vote of 13 to O.

Currently, each operator of a solid waste sanitary landfill or a
transfer station in Mssouri collects a charge of $1.50 per ton,
and each operator of the solid waste denolition |andfill collects

$1 per ton for deposit into the Solid Waste Managenent Fund.
These charges are adjusted annually by the sane percentage as the
increase in the federal Consuner Price Index (CPl). This
substitute requires that no annual adjustnment be nade to the
charges inposed during Cctober 1, 2005, to Cctober 1, 2009,

except those needed to fund the operating costs of the Departnent
of Natural Resources. During this time, no annual increase wll

exceed the percentage increase neasured by the CPI. The
substitute decreases the percentage dedicated to the elimnation
of illegal solid waste disposal from42%to 39% and i ncreases the
percentage that will be allocated through grants to participating

cities, counties, and districts from58%to 61% O the 61% 40%
nmust be all ocated based on the popul ation of each district, and
60% w || be allocated based on the anmpbunt of revenue generated
within each district. The mininmuma district nay receive is

i ncreased from $45, 000 to $95, 000.

The substitute elimnates the requirenent that generators | ocated
outside the state nmust register with the departnment. M ssour
treatment, storage, and disposal facilities are required to pay a
fee equal to $5 per ton or a portion thereof, not to exceed

$52, 000 but not |ess than $150 per site per year, for al
hazardous waste received fromoutside the state. Paynent for any
ot her expendi tures which are not covered under the federal

Conpr ehensi ve Environnental Response, Conpensation and Liability
Act of 1980 will be received by the Hazardous Waste Fund.
Currently, 40% of all noneys collected by the departnent pursuant
to hazardous waste regulation is deposited into the Hazardous
Wast e Renedi al Fund and 60% deposited into the Hazardous Waste
Fund. The substitute allows for all noneys collected to be
deposited into the Hazardous Waste Fund and elim nates the

Hazar dous Waste Renedi al Fund.

The waste tire fee expired on January 1, 2004. The substitute
rei nposes the fee until January 1, 2010. The departnment mnust

gi ve preference to contract bids for waste tire cl eanups from
vendors that are M ssouri residents, enploy M ssouri workers, or
use the tires for fuel or to manufacture a useful product. The
department may consider prior performance in the awardi ng of the
contract. A vendor will not be given a preference for a bid to



fill alandfill with waste tires, waste tire chips, or waste tire
shreds, including landfill cover.

The substitute extends the operation of the Dry C eaning
Enmer gency Response Fund to 2012 and exenpts dry cl eaners who use
non-chl ori nated sol vents fromthe program

FI SCAL NOTE: Estimated I ncone on General Revenue Fund of $0 to
Unknown in FY 2006, FY 2007, and FY 2008. Estinmated Effect on
O her State Funds of a Cost of $733,368 to an | nconme of Unknown
in FY 2006, a Cost of $2,033,368 to an |Incone of Unknown in FY
2007, and a Cost of $2,033,368 to an Incone of Unknown in FY
2008.

PROPONENTS: Supporters say that the bill shifts funds from
pronoting waste reduction to funding the permtting and

I nspection of solid waste facilities. By changing the fee

di stribution, funding will be bal anced between the Departnent of
Nat ural Resources and the local districts.

Testifying for the bill were Representative Schlottach;
Departnment of Natural Resources; G eene County Solid Waste
Commi ssion; Mark Twain Solid Waste Managenent District; Gry
Ryan; M ssouri Enterprise Business Assistance Center; M ssour
Chapter of the National Solid Waste Managenent Associ ati on;
Genesis Solid Waste G oup, Incorporated; Environnental |ndustry
Associ ation; Crown Disposal; IESI of Mssouri; Waste Haul ers of
M ssouri; Fred Weber, |ncorporated; Sonny’'s Solid Waste G oup,

| ncor porated; Dennis McCann; Solid Waste Advi sory Board; and
Wast e Managenent, | ncor por ated.

OPPONENTS: Those who oppose the bill say that it does not
provide a better bal ance between rural and urban interests, which
I s sonething that needs to be achieved.

Testifying against the bill were Meranec Regi onal Pl anning

Comm ssion; Ozark Rivers Solid Waste District; M ssour

Associ ation of Councils of Governnent; and St. Louis - Jefferson
County Solid Waste Managenent District.

OTHERS: O hers testifying on the bill say that many non-profit
organi zations rely on grants fromthe departnment’s solid waste
prograns. |ssues such as econonm c grow h and devel opnent nust be
consi der ed.

O hers testifying on the bill were Wb | nnovati ons and Technol ogy
Services; and Departnent of Natural Resources, Solid Waste
Managenment Program

Kristina Jenkins, Legislative Analyst



