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laws ¢o address 8rowing Problems associated wip deficiencijeg in municipal
landfij) Capacity, landfijj siting issues and Georgja's need o Promote
recycling, reductiop and  regjopg) planning. In compliance with the Act 3
State  soliq waste managemeny Plan wjag developed in January 1991; ¢ was
intended o be used a4 a guide in tpe development of local gapq regional plans.
The Act Tequires  eacp local 80vernmenp; develop o be included in ap
approved soliq Waste managemen; Plan by July i, 1992 o Temain eligible ¢,

The Calhoup County Solid  Wage Plan phag been Prepared using the minimum
planning Standardg and Procedureg outlined j, Georgia's Solid Waste
Management Plan. The Standardsg require (pga plans follow , three step
planning Process, These Steps  include Completing  ,p inventory and
assessment fo, €ach of seven elements, developing 2 Statement of needs apgqg
goals apd Outlining 4y implementation Strategy  whjcp outlines gpjiq Waste
planning activitjeg for the following ten yearg. These plan elements include
the amoyp; of solid Wwaste, collection, waste reduction, disposal, land g,
limitations, public education and involvement and finance and
implementation.

The implementation Strategy outlines Specific Strategies tpqy are  designed to
achieve (pe 25 percent reduction Per  capita goal py 1996, that Provide
assurance (ha; a ten vyear uninterrupted disposal Capacity jg available and
that outline Steps  for meeting  the Beeds apqg goals of €ach other plan
element. These must pe addressed for each government included in the plan.

In accordance with  the Minimum planning Procedures, , Jjoint public
hearing was held August 5, 199] by the Cities of Morgag, Leary, Arlington,
Edison apq Calhoup County ¢o announce the developmen; of the solid wagte
plan. To €nsure pypjje input, 4 Calhoun County Solid Waste Task Force wag
organized shortly thereafter, The task  force met regularly ¢, study  sojiq
waste  problemg and ¢ work  with their Communijtjeg and  the Regional
Development Center i, Preparing ¢he solid  wagte plan. A second pypjje
hearing Was held op December 29, 1993 10 review (he plan apq solicit pybjjc
input and Comments, |, additiop, each government adopted , resolution
forwarding the plap o the RDC for review.



The amoup, of waste by weight, estimated ¢omposition apg Source  of wagte
generated jp Calhoup County are inventorjed in this section. Large generators
of waste apg imported o €Xxported wagteg are identified, a4 are special wastes,
the amoup; of trees, yYard angd construction/demolition wastes. The Population
trends in Tapje I are ygeq for Projection Purposes. Ap €Xamination of local
€conomic trepds IS ajso Presented a5 4, aid jp Predicting pe impact of
potential €conomic  growy °n  future gojiq Waste  generatiop and for
highlighting Potential  pygjpegs reductiop targets.  Actuaj weights recorded
between August 199 and March 1992 were €Xtrapolated o obtain 4 base year
weight tota] Projections of waste through the year 2002 were made for eacp
Jurisdiction, These Projections incorporate a 25 percent solid wagte reduction
achievemen; by the Year 1996,

Population Characteristics

Calhoup County Population g been op the decline since the turn - of the
century. A 24 Percent Population o4 occurred  between 1960  apg 1980.
According to pre]iminary 1990 censys reports, the decline g continuing wip a
12.3  percent decrease from 1989 to 1990. The 1990 Population totaled 5,013 in

1990. The unincorporated portion of the County's Population pguq decreased
steadily in (pe Past severa] decades,

The county has foyr incorporated Cities: Arlington, Edison, Leary ang Morgan,
The Population of these towng Tepresented 676 percent of ¢he total pPopulation
in 1980 apgd 72.7 percent in 1990, The City of Edison js (pe only city which
recorded , Population Increase between 1980 apd 1990. Their 4.8  percent
increase brought the city's Population o 1,182,

Arlington, the largest city, is located jp Calhoun apq Early Counties. ¢ had 5
1990 Population of 1,513, Population here decreased 3.8 percent from the 1980
census figure of L572. Two smaller towns, Leary apq Morgan paq Populations
of 701 apg 252 in the 1990. They botp €xperienced more than 5 |go Percent
decrease jp Population jp the past decade.

The construction of , State correctional facility, located jp the City of Morgan
to be completed jp 1992 and boused jp 1993, s €xpected (o increase Morgan's
population by 1,200 Persons. Thjg figure pag been addeq to  standard linear
Projections through the Year 2002, Although (pe pPrison jg €Xpected to employ
300 people, jt js assumed thy this  wijjj Dot have , significant impact op
Population trends due ¢o recent employmen¢ losses ip the textile industry apq
the abundance of rural commaters available jp the regjon.
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Table 1. Calhoun County Population Trends and Projections

1960 1970 1980 1990 1992 1997 2002
County 7,341 6,606 5,717 5,013 4854 4457 4,059
Unincorp. 3,501 2,511 1,870 1365 1,250 964 968
Arlington 1,467 1,698 1,572 1,513 1,495 1,449 1,403
Edison 1,232 1,210 1,128 1,182 1,180 1,173 1,166
Lear y 848 907 783 701 680 629 577
Morgan 293 280 364 252 249 242 235

Source: U.S. Census 1960-1990, RDC projections

Employment Trends

The majority of the employment Opportunities in Cajhoup County are jn the
agricultural scctor or in related agribusiness. Services have increased since
1975, but the actual number of retail  business have  declined slightly.
Manufacturing in  Calhoun County hag declined since 1975 and primarily
revolves around children and infant appare], furniture apd fixtures, food and
kindred products, chemicals, Peanut and peanut Processing. Downturns in the
textile industries bhave hurt the county. The majority of business development
is located withip the cities. The Cities of Arlington and Edison house the public
schools, one of the county's largest employers. With (he exception  of the
development of a prison facility, no significant changes are predicted on the

employment or business horizon that would affect solid waste management
Capacities.

Table 2; Business Trends ip Calhoun County

1975 1980 1985 1988
Manufacturing

Payroll 1,732 NA NA 3,297
Establishments 3 4 2 5
Employees 337 NA NA 345
Services

Payroll 50 131 313 1,002
Estab]ishmenls 9 16 17 23
Employees 16 27 41 109
Retail Trade

Payroll 464 853 1427 1,283

Establishments 32 32 34 30
Employees 114 154 175 161

Source: DCA Data Book, 1992



Amount of Waste

In accordance with the Solid Waste Management Act,  Calhoun County cities
began weighing thejr waste in  August 1991. The county does not have
collection service, but began recording the numbers of drive up depositors at
the landfill. The amount of wagte deposited annually at ¢he Calhoun County
Landfill was determined by using actual city weights averaged over the eight
month period. Taple 3 depicts the monthly amounts of Waste for each of (he
cities and ap estimated amoupt for the unincorporated area and tota] county.
These estimates were based on the unincorporated Population multiplied by
the annual tonnages per capita generated by the combined citjes. Table 4
depicts the pounds per year Produced by each community, the Percentage of
the total county waste and the number of daily pounds produced per capita.

An examination of the monthly landfijjj averages indicate that the cities of
Arlington and Edison contribute 30.3 apg 28.1 percent of the county's waste
Stream, leaving 263 percent  produced by the unincorporated area. The
smaller citjes, Morgan and Leary produce 85 and 6.8 percent of the county
total.  The 199; average monthly tonnage deposited jp the Calhoun County
landfill was 257 Or an estimated anpua] tonnage of 3,079 tons.

This amounts to a 1991 waste generation rate of 0.62 tons per capita ip
Calhoun County. This figure was subsequently uysed in Table 6 ¢ Project the
county's waste weights through the year 2002, taking into consideration the
achievement of the 25 percent Per capita reduction goal by 1996, Between
1993 and 1996 reductions goals of 3%, 9%, 15% and 25% will be set. Average
monthly deposits at the landfil] equal 257 tops. Projections indicate that
Calhoun County wilj generate 2,472 tons of solid waste in (he year 2002.

The number of pounds per Person produced on g4 daily basis vary widely
throughout the county. They range from 5.7 pounds in the county seat, in the
City of Morgan 0 17 pounds in the City of Leary. The average pumber of
pounds generated per day for the entire county was 34 pounds per day, a
figure that reflects the rural nature of the county.

Table 5 depicts the source of waste by place in Calhoun County and reports the
Percentages of yard trimmings apg construction  wastes, According o the
landfil} reports,  the county's waste stream  during (he base  year was
approximately 57 percent residentia] and 35 percent commercial, and §
percent industrial. Qf the commercia] waste, 30 percent was attributed to the
construction industry, dye to the development of the state prison. Without this
project it jg estimated thag the county's wagte stream jg approximately 87
percent  residential,, five percent commercial and § percent industrial. The
City of Edison ook a soyrce representative sampling (o determine  that the
city's waste js 37.6 residential, 40.9 commercial, 2.5 industrial. [p the City of
Morgan, the waste stream jg estimated to be 59 percent residential, ¢ percent
commercial, 335 percent industrial, Jp Leary, the waste stream js 9 percent
residential 7 percent  commercial and 2 percent industrial. The City of
Arlington's  waste is approximately g9 percent  residential, 6  percent
commercial and 5 percent industria].



The 1991 State prison construction jn the City of Morgan significantly
increased the amount of construction and demolition debris deposited in the
county on g3 temporary basis. Beyond thjs base year occurrence, construction
and demolition wastes in the county are estimated to be less than 5 percent of
the county's total waste stream.

Yard and tree Wwastes in the county are difficult to quantify as thejr weights
were  not  kept Separately whep weighing was initiated. However, it js
estimated that dye to the rural nature of the county, yard waste js presently
estimated to be about 13 percent of the county's total waste Stream. In the City
of Morgan and the City of Edison  the amount of  yard wagge and trees is
estimated to contribute approximately 14 ganq 23 percent of the waste stream.
Yard waste accounts for approximately 15 percent of the city of Arlington's
total waste stream In Leary, yard waste accounts for approximately 13 percent
of the city's total waste stream.

Public officials report that no wagte are imported jnto the county, howevy er
several  commercia] businesses pear the Early County border €xport their
Waste to Early County. These €xports do not Teépresent a significant amount.
T&L industries collects recyclables from the City of Morgan and Processes
them in Dawson, Georgia.

There are very few target wastes ip Calhoun County. The only large
commercial or industrial wagte Producers jin the county presently are 2 bakery
in the City of Morgan and , textile operation in the City of Edison and
Arlington. Thege Companies deposit batter and textile scraps at the landfill. No
other special target wastes are produced in the county with the €xception of
incidental] farming wastes including Plastic chemjcal containers and peanut
hulls. Peanut hulls are recycled in most instances in the county.

A local waste stream characterization assessment has pot been f inancially
feasible at tpe Calhoun County landfi]. Consequently, Projections on the waste
Stream characterization were  based op figures in (pe Franklin Study, g
national municipal solid Waste characterization funded by the EPA. The figures
generated in thjg study indicate that paper ang yard wastes are the largest
Categories of municipal solid waste by weight. These findings indicate that the
cardboard/paper and  yard Wastes  contribute the largest percentages by
weight to municipal landfijjs. As  such, Calhoun County regognizes the npeed to
target these Categories for waste reduction

Table 11 depicts the current and projected waste steam composition in Calhoun
County based op this study. Duye to the rural nature of Calhoun County the loca)
officials consjder the national estimate of yard trimmings (o pe slightly
higher than (he county's actyal percentage. Additionally, it is estimated that
the Calhoun County Proportion for textile wastes g slightly higher than ¢he
Franklin Study percentages.  The Projections do not take into account the
weight differences that would occur after gap integrated waste reduction
campaign jg introduced.



Table 3:

Calhoun County Weight

Aug

Arlington 97.5

Leary
Morgan
Edison

19.8
18.8
848

Uninc. Co. NA

Sep
754
16.6
50.1
71.9
NA

Oct Nov Dec
77.6 69.2 492
16.0 138 183
15.1 178 132
736 716 906

NA NA NA

Source: Calhoun County landfilj records

Table 4: Calhoun County Solig Waste
Tons/Year Percent
Arlington 931 303
Edison 864 28.1
Morgan 262 85
Leary 211 6.8
Uninc, 811 26.3
County Total 3,079 100

Source: Regional

Table s; Percentage Waste by Sou rce, Calhoun County, 199;
Residential Commercial Industrial Yard Construction

Ldison 37.6 40.9 21.5 23.1 NA
Arlington 89 6.0 5.0 15.0 NA
Leary 91.0 7.0 20 13.0 NA
Morgan 59.0 6.0 35.0 14.0 NA
Uninc, 57.0 35.0 8.0 14.0 30.0
Source: Sanitation Directors, 199]
Table 54. Projected ~ Was¢e Amounts, Calhoun County 1992.2¢93
Year Population Per Capita Rate Tons Each Year

1991 4,933 0.62 3,059

1992 4854 0.62 3,009

1993 5,974 0.60 3,584

1994 5.895 0.55 3.242

1995 5815 0.53 3,081

1996 5,736 047 2,695

1997 5.657 047 2,658

1998 5577 0.47 2,621

1999 5498 047 2,584
2000 5418 047 2,546
2001 5339 0.47 2,509
2002 5.260 047 2,472

Source: RDC

Development Center

in Tons

Aug
Jan Feb
854 794
206 16.9
13.8 13.8
63.8 552
NA NA
Generation ]
Lbs/Day
34
4.0
57
1.7
34
34

1992-Mar 1992

Mar  Ave
8.8 776
189 176
325 218
64.7 720
NA 676
1991



Table 6: Projected Waste Amounts Tons per Year
Unincorporated Calhoun County 1992.2002

Year Population Per Capita Rate Tons Each Year
1991 1308 0.62 811
1992 1,250 0.62 775
1993 1,192 0.60 715
1994 1,135 0.55 624
1995 1,078 0.53 571
1996 1,021 0.47 479
1997 964 0.47 453
1998 906 0.47 425
1999 849 0.47 399
2000 792 0.47 372
2001 735 0.47 345
2002 678 0.47 318

Source: RDC 3%, 9%, 15%, 25%

Table 7: Projected Waste Amount, City of Edison 1992.2002

Year Population Per Capita Rate Tons Each Year
1991 1,181 0.73 862
1992 1,178 0.71 836
1993 1,177 0.67 789
1994 1,175 0.63 740
1995 1,174 0.55 646
1996 1,173 0.55 645
1997 1,171 0.55 644
1998 1,170 0.55 643
1999 1,168 0.55 642
2000 1,167 0.55 641
2001 1,166 0.55 641
2002 1,165 0.55 640
Source: RDC

Table: 8 Projected Waste Amounts, City of Leary 1992.2092

Year Population Per Capita Rate Tons Each Year
1991 691 0.62 428
1992 680 0.62 421
1993 669 0.60 401
1994 659 0.55 362
1995 649 0.53 344
1996 639 047 300
1997 629 0.47 296
1998 618 0.47 290
1999 608 0.47 286
2000 598 0.47 281
2001 588 0.47 276
2002 578 0.47 271
Source: RDC



Table o; Projected Waste Amounts, City of Morgan 1992-2002

Year Population Per Capita Rate Tons Each Year
1991 251 1.04 261
1992 249 1.04 258
1993 1,447 1.01 1,461
1994 1,448 0.95 1375
1995 1,446 0.89 1,286
1996 1,445 0.78 1,127
1997 1444 0.78 1,126
1998 1442 0.78 1,123
1999 1,441 0.78 1,123
2000 1,439 0.78 1,122
2001 1,438 0.78 1,121
2002 1437 0.78 1,120
Source: RDC

Table: )¢ Projected Waste Amounts, Arlington 1992.2002

Year Population Per Capita Rate Tons Each Year
1991 1,504 0.62 932
1992 1.495 0.62 926
1993 1,485 0.60 891
1994 1476 0.55 811
1995 1,467 0.53 777
1996 1,458 047 685
1997 1,449 047 681
1998 1,439 047 676
1999 1.430 047 672
2000 1421 047 667
2001 1412 047 663
2002 1,403 047 659
Source: RDC



COMPONENTS oF MUNICIPAL soLIp WASTE

Misc. inorganic
wastes 1.6%

Paper and pPaperboard
41.1%

Food wastes
7.9%

\\\\\\\\\i\\i@\i\‘

Rutber, leather,
textiles 8.19%

\\

L«

GROSS DISCARDS, BY WEIGHT,

NN A OF MSW MATZRIALS, 1ggs
Plastics N&&?&@‘%&Q&\\%\\ Source: Characterization of Municipal
6.5% Solid Waste in the United States,
Metals Glass 1960 to 2000; Frankiin Associates
819 8.2% Ltd., 10/19/89

Prepared for the u.s. Enviromental
Protection Agency

Table 11: Projected Waste Composition in Tons
Calhoun Count y 1992-.2002

Waste T Ype 1992 1995 2000 2002
Paper/paperboard 1,237 1,266 1,046 1,016
Yard  wastes 539 551 456 442
Glass 246 253 209 202
Plastic 195 200 165 161
Metals 244 250 206 200
Food Wastes 237 243 201 195
Rubber/Leather/Textiles 244 249 206 205
Miscellaneous 48 49 41 39

Source: SWGARDC, 1991, using the Franklin Study Prepared for the EPA



COLLECTION ELEMENT

Unincorporated County

Calhoun County has never offered rural collection service, nor do any
private collection services operate in the unincorporated area Several of
the cities located within the county offer service to g limited number of
county customers located within a short distance of city limits. The
majority of (he unincorporated residents carry  their refuse to the
landfill. As jq most rural places, the county experiences a problem w;th

The City of Morgan provides curbside pick-up of roJ} out containers once
a week. It services 92 residential Customers, 10 rural Ccustomers, two
industrial and ope institutional customer. One trip to the landfill is made
each week at 4 distance of 3 miles. A commercial bakery js the largest
single waste generator jip Morgan apgd contributes approximately ope
third of Morgan's tota) solid waste weight in batter apd €gg shell waste.

Service charges for residential Customers are $6.00, rural $8.50, $28-$38
industrial ang $100 institutional. The city has onpe sanitation collector
who uses a 1999 F 700. The payment on this truck ijs $650 per month. The
total budget for collections in 1990-91 was $16,71536. Collection revenues
ar¢  approximately $10,092 per Year and do not cover the expenditures.
The collection expenses are supplemented through the general fund.

Prior to tipping f €es, Morgan's landfi]) fee share had been $1320
annually. Now, the $11 per ton upping fee costs the City's about $210
monthly.

When the State prison opens, they will haul their own solid waste to the
landfill. 1t i assumed that the Prison  wil] develop source reduction
pPrograms and recycling ventures. The City of Morgan will work with
the prison officials to encourage such programs and policjes.

City of Leary

The City of Leary provides refuse pick-up for (he city and for several
unincorporated customers 5 ppjjes north of the City. A two man collection
Crew  makes three o four 9.5 mijle trips to the landfill each week using a
1988 Ford truck. The compactor used is 22 years old and needs replacing.
Six rural Ccustomers are served, residential, industrial. Fees range from
$5.00 per month for residential, $7.00 rural, and between $5 and $25 for
commercial depending  op the number of Pickups.  Sanitation salaries
totaled 813,260 g 1990. The (otal 1990-91 budget for collections  was
$14,960. Leary paid the County $1,800 Per year for use of the landfil]
before lipping fees were  established.
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City of Edison

The City of Edison provides curbside pickup using standard cans and
plastic bags. Thejr three person collection crew travels 18 miles round
trip to the landfill five times a week. Service is provided to 387 residential
customers twice g4 week for $6.75 4 month.  Thirty-nine commercial
customers recejve daily pickup for $28 Per month and three industrial
pickups are made daily for g2 $99 monthly fee. Two 23 yd side loader
garbage trucks are used for pickup. The sanitation salaries are $29,666.80
a4 year and the tota] annual budget js $42,596. Revenues gencrated were
approximately $48 051 in 199],

Edison also collects white goods for a fee of five dollars apg has them

The landfil) shared cost had been $5,136 annually, but now hag increased
10 an average of $12,000.

City of Arlington

The City of Arlington offers weekly curbside pickup to residential rojl.
out container users for a fee of $6.73 per month. Yard wastes are collected
Separately op g weekly  basis. They also provide daily pickup o
commercial apd industrial users at  variable rates. The City's two man
crew makes an 18 mjle round trip trek ¢o the landfill five limes each
week using a 1988 20 cubic foot rear loading truck.

The salaries for the two workers equal $17,830. The 1999 budget included
$41,230 and the average annual capital expenditure was  $5,000. The
landfill fee hag been $4,800 annually.

Table 13: Calhoun County Collection Services
Landfill
Crew Point Container Distance Trips
Arlington 23 curbside roll out 9 miles 5
Edison 3 curbside plastic bags/ 9 miles 5
standard cans
Leary 2 side, rear plastic bags/ 9 miles 5
curbside standard cans
Morgan 1 curbside roll out 3 miles 1

Source: City Clerks, 1991

11



Table 14: Calhoun County Collection Equipment, 199)

Item Present Value Replacement Cost
Morgan 1990 F-700 $30,000 $30,000
Arlington 1988 Rear loader $20,000 $45,000
20 cu yd
Edison 1988 Ford 800 $30,000 $80,000
23 yd side loader
1978 Ford 700 NA NA
23 yd side loader
Leary 1988 Ford w 1970 $21,000 NA
Compactor

Source: City Clerks, 1991
Collection Assessment

Unincorporated County

Due to the Very rural nature of the unincorporated county area, the county
has been satisfieq with the present System of leaving responsibility for solid
Waste dclivery to the individual resident. This has been the most cost efficient
method for the county; however jt leaves little room for incentives to  reduce
solid waste,

As the counly moves toward j NeW era in solid waste management, severa]
problems inhereng in this System must be solved. Currently, there is no
method of charging residential customers a disposal fee at the landfill, evep
though incorporated places are paying tipping fees. Littering and roadside
dumping are problems that may be intensified by laziness or by inconvenient
hours at the landfill. The county has not adopted any solid Waste ordinances to
address the problems of roadside litter.

A collection System for recyclables at the landfill apd an incentive system for

reduction will e needed if the county is to reach the 25 percent reduction
goal.

Cities

The incorporated cities have been generally pleased with  their collections
opcrations. With (he exception of the City of Edison, the citjes collect household
Waste once weekly ang vard waste  opce weekly. With the implementation of
new  recycling Programs, opce weekly pick up will be considered in Edjson for
cconomy and cefficiency reasons. Volume based collection rates are also being
considered as gap incentive (o reduction.



Residential, commercial  apd industrial  wastes are  commingled jp city
collection systems jn most cases. There is no current effort to establish real
weights for individua] categories on ga permanent basis. Each community has
taken a representative sampling of thejr waste by source. Further attempts to
define the wagte stream characterization, especially in the commercial apd
industrial sectors will be more necessary as the communities develop more
sophisticated education apd waste reduction programs.

Each city has dependable garbage collection €quipment at the present time,
but must plan for replacement vehjcles. In particular, the City of Edison will
need to replace jts' backup garbage truck in the next few years and the City of
Leary will be needing 3 replacement truck in the near future,

Collection €quipment at the pew Prison will be handled by the State.
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DISPOSAL ELEMENT

Calhoun County owns and operates a sanitary landfill located two miles west of
the City of Morgan on State Highway 45. The landfill permis ID number js
019004D and the EpA ID is GA09811230832. The landfill serves each of the local
municipalities under 4 verbal multi-jurisdictional agreement. The landfill js
operated Monday through Friday 8:30 to 4:30 and Saturday from 8:00 to 12 PM.
The landfill sjte includes 25 permitted acres of which 12.6 is designated as 4
disposal area, plus an adjacent 26 acres which is currently used as g4 borrow
Pit. A vertical stacking permit modification was approved in 1989,

According to the September 1992 Epp report, the total estimated current
capacity (CU. YDS.) of unfilled lifts over filled footprint is 198,632 cubic yards.
Based upon EPD's conversion factor of 269 cu. yds. per week, there are 738
weeks left in the landfill. The total cubic yards Permitted is 212,000. The most
fecent estimate by EpPp indicates that the €xpected life span of the facility is 12
ycars, notwithstanding the opening of the prison. With the €xpected increase
in  population attributed to the Prison opening in 1993, the life span of the
landfill would be reduced by as much as one quarter or Jess depending on the
reduction programs implemented at the facility.

A dirt road accesses the facility. One heavy equipment operator rums the
landfill with the assistance of ga weight ticket clerk. The landfill €quipment
consists of ope 853 Cat Track Loader. Other than compacting, no volume
reduction Strategies such ag shredding or bailing are employed at the landfij].

The present valye of the track loader js $40,000 and s’ estimated replacement
value is $185,000. This equipment js esimated to have a 7 year service life
when new. The roag department supplies other €quipment and services at the
landfill. The anpyaj budget for 1992 was $65,900, which does not give a full cost
accounting of the contributions made by the road department.

Calhoun County does not have an jpert landfill. Until recently, limbs were
stacked and burped with a rented ajr curtain distracter Since this disposal
method will pot count toward achieving the 25% ction goal the county has

discontinued the yge of the ADC and Passed an ordinance bamning yard wastes
from the landfij, Neither tires, white goods or batteries are accepted at the
landfill. No knowp wastes are imported or €xported from Calhoun County, with
the exception of several smal] commercial businesses which receive pick-up
from Early County.

Calhoun County does pot have an approved  ground water monitoring  plan;
however, the county is working with EPD to establish properly placed ground
water monitoring wells, The GwW plan js currently being approved and
monitoring  wil] begin upon fina] approval by EPD. A methane gas monitoring
plan is jn Placc and po methane corrective actions have been necessary.

In  August, al cities began weighing their refuse at borrowed scales. Prior to
the installation of scales, the cities paid a per capita fee for yearly landfill fee.
Calhoun County has traditionally paid landfill expenditures oumt of the general
fund. After July, new ipping fees were established based op weights and truck
size. There was po provision to weigh the drive-up business and household
wastes, thus there is po Wway to accurately record the county's total disposal by
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weight. Records have been kept on the number and type of landfi]l customers
for which representational samplings have peep made. An average of 72
residential depositors drjve through the landfill each month. The majority of
the Temaining traffic has been construction companies working on (he new
prison. This traffic was lemporary.  Very liule commercial or jndustria)
customers utilize the disposal facility.

Medical Wasge Disposal

The Calhoun County Memorial Hospital, a smaj) forty bed hospital jp Arlington
incinerates approximately twenty pounds of medical waste each week. No
growth is expected in  the future and the hospital has adequate disposal
capacity through the next ten years.

Disposal Assessment

Recent correspondence from Epp rcgarding the impact of the Federal RCRA
Subtitle D  on the vertical expansion Plans at the present landfill states that
where a footprint of solid waste hag been constructed by October 9, 1993,
existing facilitjes may continue to operate consistent with their approved D&O
Plan (subject 1o certain location restrictions). Therefore, Calhoun County can
assure a disposal capacity of twelve years at its' present landfill  sijte pending
compliance with all  environmental regulations and notwithstanding the
opening of the State prison. The opening of the prison could Potentially
decrease the capacity of the landfill from twelve to eight years.

Calhoun County musgg adequately address Strategies for developing a ten year
disposal capacity plan. [Ip recognition of the cnormous costs associated with a
subtitle D facility | ¢he county intends to move to a regional facility when their
vertical stacking Capacity s completed. Purchase of a4 new  compactor wij]] be
necessary in  1996. Programs (o collect white goods, tires and o] will  be
developed with the assistance of Private busipess.

Future Disposal Options:

The financial commitment required o construct a Subtitle D landfill is pot
feasible in Calhoun County, especially considering the smal] volume currently
produced within (he county. Calhoun County's best €conomical alternative js to
work to obtain ap agreement to Participate in g4 regional landfijll after the
vertical airspace g completed in the present site. The county js working with
the Southwes; Georgia Regional  Solig Waste Authority o plan for the
development  of an  economical regional disposal facility. [t pag also
investigated (he potential of contracting with severa private companies and
one neighboring county which expects to acquire a clear hold on a subtitle D
permit in the pear future.

Southwest Georgia Regional Solid Waste Authority

In 1990, the Southwest Georgia RDC developed an array of task forces 1o study
regional problems. One of the issues examined was  golid waste. After a year,
the SW Task Force recommended that ap appointed Solid Waste Task Force be
developed 1o €xamine the potential for regional solid  waste management
solutions. Thijs Task Force subsequently recommended the establishment of ,
Regional Solid Waste Authority charged with developing the most  economical
and environmenlally sound solid wagte disposal facilitjes. After obtaining
legal assistance, the Southwest Georgia Solid Waste Authority wag formed. Aj
fourteen countjes in the southwest Georgia RDC region  have become
members. A sample copy of the resolution to join the Authority s available j
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the Appendix.

Only a select few of the counties in the region have the population base, solid
waste volume or the administrative ability to cfficiently operate a Subtitle D
landfill. The Authority's objective is to develop economical solutions to the
region's impending solid Waste disposal dilemma. The Authority s presently
working (o develop the most €conomical and environmentally  sound solid
waste  operation(s). To initiate  this effort, the Authority  has chosen a
consultant, Stevenson and Palmer, Inc., jp conjunction with Hayes, James and
Associates, to prepare a regional disposal Strategy by January 1993, The
Authority wil attempt to have a regional disposal solution in place by 1995 or
1996 and will recommend the best regional interim disposal solution. The time
frame to bring a regional solution op line will vary depending on the
projected plan. If the regional plan recommends purchasing a landfi]] site
presently permitted or jp the permit process or if they decide to work with a
private facility the time frame for implementation could be immediately o
could involve severa] years to bring on lipe. Calhoun County has Joined the
Southwest Georgia  Regional Solid  Waste Authority  which  will develop
economical solutions aimed at providing solid waste disposal facilities ip a 14
county region.

Public  Facilities

Early County has expressed interest ipn taking Calhoun County's waste after
their Subtitle D facilities are developed. Presently, Early County has permit
approval for the construction of the first Subtitle D Landfill in southwest
Georgia and s awaiting an administrative appeal.  Early County would
potentially contract with other counties to provide waste disposal services.

Private Facilities

Prescntly, two private disposal facilities operate near the county. The Geowaste
Company in Valdosta, Georgia has a permitted capacity of 500 tons per day and
is projected to have a tep year life span at jys' site which includes 46 acres of
disposal area, Current tipping fees are $32.50. The Southern States Landfill
located in Taylor County is closer and has less expensive tipping fees of $18.50
plus $1.50 surcharge. This landfill has 81j permitted acres and a life span of 30
years. The site jg permitted to accept 5,000 tonps per day.

Both of these private facilities are Operating at less then 25 percent of the
daily pecrmitted capacity. By far the nost economical solution s t0o  arrange a
long-term comtract  with the Southern  States landfill ip Taylor County.
Transportation costs  would rup approximately $10 Per tom or less. The
company js offering five and ten  year leases with a 5% escalator. Shorter
leases are also available. Terrell County would peed to develop a transfer
slation at ap dpproximate cost of $75,000. The transfer station could be brought
on line in approximately four to five months. The county could haul thejr
wastes by rail of could truck it to the Southern States facility.

Development of a Transfer Station

It would be Decessary for Calhoun County 10 develop a transfer station before
it begins (0 transport waste 10 ga regional facility. The cost cstimates for a
transfer station range f{rom $75,000 1o $145,000. Such a facility could be
operational ip approximately three months.
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FINANCE ELEMENT

Collection

Finances of individual collection systems are detailed in the collection
inventory. Overall, the costs of the cities' collection services have been
increasing faster tham revenues. Collection fees most often do mnot reflect the
true cost of providing the service and do not include  depreciation on
equipment. The excess costs of service are covered by general funds.
Adjustments are needed during the planning period to bring the user fees up
to the cost of the service, especially for commercial and industrial users. The

implementation of full cost accounting will provide the foundation for future
increases.

In 1992, the operating costs in Arlington were 37,047 and capital costs were
4,800. Total collection costs were 41,847. Collection services in the City of
Edison totaled 43,000. Of that total 2,500 were capital costs. In Morgan,
operational costs were 19,606 and capital costs were 650 for a total collection

cost of 20,256. In Leary, average annual capital costs were 2,000 and
operational costs were 16,282. The county has not provided collection services.
Disposal

Calhoun county has traditionally born disposal costs out of the general fund
and by yearly shares contributed by each city general fund. However, Calhoun
County is interested in moving toward a fairly established enterprise system as
quickly as possible. The escalating costs of landfilling indicated that other
methods of financing were needed and tipping fees by weight were instituted
for city governments in 1991, significantly raising the costs of disposal in the
cities.  Still, tipping fees revenues do not cover landfill expenditures.
Implementation of fair tipping fees for all residents in Calhoun County will
help to round out this process. As the county moves toward instituting full cost
accounting, a clearer picture of solid waste costs will emerge. Depletion,
depreciation allowances and post closure care will be included in considering
future fees. No doubt, as tipping fees are raised to reflect the cost of service,
they will become the ultimate incentives to solid waste reduction.

Calhoun County's FY1992 operating budget allocates $35,900 for landfill
services and 30,000 for capital outlay. This budget allows for no depreciation of
equipment, depletion allowance for future landfills or set asides for post-
closure care. Presently, the expected revenues from $11.00 tipping fees would
generate only $33,869 in collections. This is calculated on the basis that tipping
feces were assessed for all waste (including unincorporated rural residents). If
the county were to utilize wuser fees to break even on their landfilling
cxpenses a lipping fee of $21.40 per ton would be required in 1992. (Based on

1991 tonnage) Tipping fees from each community are listed in the disposal
finance table.

Education costs in  Calhoun County communities will be absorbed by the
general funds of cach government. 1992 funding levels for education are $500
for cach community.
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Waste reduction €Xpenses  in each community are allocated for development of

a collection location with recycling boxes and transfer trailers. In 1992, only
the City of Morgan expended funds on waste reduction. Specifically, $200 was
spent to establish ga Paper and aluminum recycling program. It is estimated

that in 1993, the cities of Arlington and Edison and Calhoun County will expend
$13,500 on waste reduction efforts. The cities of Leary and Morgan will expend
$5,200 and $5,900 respectively in 1993, Estimates of additional waste reduction
expenditures are shown in the finance tables.

In 1992, total solid waste costs in Calhoun County were $66,400. In the City of
Arlington, total solid waste costs were $66,347. In Edison, total solid waste costs
were $55.500. In the City of Leary, total solid Wwasle costs were $20,982. In the
City of Morgan, total solid waste costs were $22972. Total per capita base year
Costs were published ag required.

Table 14: Calhoun County Tipping Fees, 1991

Large Dump Truck $60.00
Small Dump Truck 40.00
Farm 4 Wheel Trajler 40.00
Cattle Trailer 15.00
Stakebody Truck 15.00
Pick up Truck 5.00
Cities 11.00 per ton

Households dump once a week for free at the landfill.
Source: Calhoun County Clerk, 1991

Table 15: Calhoun County Landfinl Budget 1992

Salaries $26,840
FICA 2,060
Ultilities 500
Gas and 0Oil 1,500
Maintenance 5,000
Capital Outlay 30,000
Total $65,900

Source: Calhoun County Clerk
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WASTE REDUCTION ELEMENT

Collection and disposal costs will be the economic driving force behind solid
waste reduction efforts. Of course, developing new collection practices for
recyclable is costly as well and it is the general conmsensus of the county to
ry to develop these efforts with cost avoidance in mind.

At present, waste reduction efforts are limited in the county. T&L Industries
from Dawson, Georgia collects newspaper and aluminum from a drop-off
container in the City of Morgan. The City of Edison accepts white goods for a
drop-off fee and subsequently pays a firm to haul them away. The City of
Arlington has a hewspaper drop-off point. No public composting operations
exist.

Private recycling companies are nearly nonexistent in Calhoun County, with
the exception of a scrap metal dealer. The closest recycling companies  are
located in the City of Albany. There are no established facilities for processing
recylcables in the county. The nearest entities that process recyclables in the
area are Terrell and Lee Industries in Dawson, Georgia and the Early-Miller
Training Center in Blakely. Mr. Brooks in the City of Camilla, Mitchell County
also has a recycling business. These businesses have developed markets for
cardboard, newsprint, white paper and aluminum. No other reduction,
precycling, community composting, recycled material procurement,
recycling, or waste exchange programs exist in Calhoun County.

Waste Reduction Assessment

The establishment of weight based lipping fees in mid 1991, spurred immediate
interest in solid waste reduction  throughout Calhoun County. Presently, it is
cstimated that less than oneé percent of the county's waste stream is recycled.
The cities and county have reviewed many approaches to solid waste reduction.
The nonexistence of recycling brokers and the distance to those available in
other  counties  have been  conmsidered in developing  this  solid waste
management  plan.

It will take an integrated effort to reduce, precycle, recycle, compost and reuse
for Calhoun County 10 reach js' goal of 25 percent per capita. Each community
in  Calhoun County realizes that many changes and incentives will  be
necessary to achieve thjs goal. A major factor in potentially reaching this goal
in consideration of the low volumes of wastes generated in the county, will be
in  overcoming the challenges of marketing and the distance 1o processors.
The casiest portion of Calhoun County's waste stream to target for reduction js
the  yard trimming category.  The commercial,  industrial  apd public
institutions, especially  the  schools and the future prison facility must be
targeted in solid waste reduction plans. In (he City of Morgan, onc commercial
bakery gencrates ncarly one third of the  waste stream and should be targeted
for reduction practiccs.
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In  particular, the largest components of the waste stream, paper and yard
waste must be targeted initially. Each city will encourage home composting
and grasscycling programs. Special programs to target corrugated cardboard
will be initiated. Recycling can be increased through drop-off sites in each
community. Calhoun County will develop an integrated waste reduction pla
utilizing an array of educational programs and methods of reduction. It is
estimated that programs aimed at yard waste could reduce the County's waste
stream by 10%. Removing scrap metal and white goods could reduce the waste
stream 1%, recycling with a volume based incentive program could reduce
12% and the remaining reduction could come from consumer education.



LAND USE ELEMENT

Calhoun County is the third smallest county in the Southwest Georgia region
and  encompasses 289 square nmiles or 184,960 acres. Calhoun  County's
topography is relatively flat. Elevations are generally 200 to 300 feet above
ocean seal level with a few areas dropping as low as 100 feet. Chickasawatchee
Creek forms the eastern boundary of the County and Spring Creek the western
boundary. Agriculture and agribusiness are the major enterprises in the
county. A 1989 anmalysis indicates that 34.8 percent of the total land area is used
for agricultural purposes, 31.9 percent for woodlands, 2.8 percent for urban
development, 2.8 percent for roads and streets and 27.7 percent for other uses.

A general inventory and assessment of the land use planning  and
environmental limitations which would restrict the siting of solid waste
management facilities must be examined in the solid waste planning process.
These limitations include floodplains, wetlands, ground water recharge areas,
water supply watersheds, and fault zomes. Consideration is also given to the
proximity to airports, jurisdictional boundaries, national historic sites, access
and local land use plan/zoning requirements.

The Georgia Environmental Protection Division and the Department of Natural
Resources have developcd an overlay map consisting of most of these elements.
A review of these factors reveals no steep slopes, no national historic sites, no
surface water out-takes, and no faultl zomes to consider in siting a landfill.
Three air strips are located throughout the County which has a good amount of
wetlands, floodplains and some public lands located in the very southeastern
corner, adjacent to Dougherty County. Nearly all of Calhoun County is a
significant  groundwater recharge area and the majority of the county is a
high pollution susceptibility area. This factor alone may be a deterrent to
successful  landfill  siting without strict protective requirements. The
remaining land arcas are in the medium pollution susceptibility area. The
combination of these factors preclude nearly all of Calhoun County from being
geotechnically suitable for landfilling without expensive linear systems. More
than 95% of Calhoun County has been determined by the DNR and EPD to be
unsuitable selection areas for landfilling.

Calhoun County has not adopted a zoning ordinance or other land use
rcgulations relevanl to the siting of a solid waste facility.

Soils

Soils analysis is an important factor in selecting suitable samitary landfill sites
because  of  the  direct rclationship between soil  properties or  characteristics
and groundwater  pollution. Although  other factors such as transportation
accessibility, drainage, future reuse of the site, and distance from the collection
arcas must be considered, soils information provides a good basis for the site
sclection  process.

The Suitability for Sanitary Landfills map depicts the gencral arcas that have
slight, moderate or severe limitations for sanitary landfills and was developed
by the Soil Conscrvation Service. To insure the correct use of the generalize
solsre, two things should be kept in mind. First, information regarding soil
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properties is intended to be an initial step in determining what soil limitations
exist over large areas of land. Soil evaluations consider slope, soil texture and
water table. This information provides an indicator of general limitations
within very large areas and should be used only as a starting point in locating
suitable landfill areas. The Soil Conservation Service should be consulted after
potential areas have been found so that specific soil types and accompanying
characteristics can be identified and analyzed in greater detail.

The County has nine soil associations with Alluvial Land (Wet-Swamp  Grady-
Rains), Lynchburg-Goldsboro- Faceville and Orangeburg-Faceville-Tifton the
most predominant. All of these soils have loamy clay sand subsoil which could
create hydrological and geological problems, but can be minimized by careful
selection and preparation of the landfill site.

Land Limitation Assessment

The land use limitations map shows that very little land in Calhoun County is
suitable for landfilling without liners and leachate collection systems. This is
primarily due to large occurrences of significant ground-water recharge areas
with high pollution susceptibility regions. The areas unsuitable for sanitary
landfilling have been identified on Map 1.
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PUBLIC EDUCATION and INVOLVEMENT ELEMENT

Prior to the passage of the Solid Waste Management Act, little attention had
been given to the importance of public solid waste education in Calhoun
County. The following is am inventory of the existing programs related to solid
waste education.

Selid Waste Task Force

In consideration of the importance of education and public involvement in
developing solid waste plans and programs, the county established a
countywide Solid Waste Task Force to foster public involvement in the
planning process. In addition, the county has appointed members to the
Regional Task Force and Authority to maintain  involvement in regional
solutions.

Public Schools

There are currently no specific solid waste educational programs operating in
Calhoun County. Calhoun County Schools have not utilized .a particular solid
waste curriculum, such as Waste in Place or the Mobius program. However,
since the 1970's, schools have been devoting time to the environment and
ccology through Georgia's Quality Core Curriculum which contains objectives
related to solid waste issues in every grade and across academic disciplines.

Litter Control Programs

An Adopt a Highway program is being promoted in the County with the
assistance of Mr. Charles Stripland at DOT. No local coordinator exists and only
a limited number of miles have been targeted and adopted.

Media
Calhoun County residents generally obtain local news through the Southwest
Georgia News, a regional paper. In addition, the Albany Herald and the Camilla

Enterprise are also read by many local residents. Media attention in solid waste
issues has been limited thus far.

Education Assessment

The clected  officials have determined that public education and involvement
in solid waste issues and disposal bchaviors will be paramount to the success of
an intcgrated  solid  waste management in  Calhoun County. The cxisting
programs will not be sufficient to lead the community through the planning
period  or through the planned waste reduction programs. The county realizes
thc importance of devcloping a focuscd solid waste cducation program (hat
will  target  schoolchildren, businesses and the general public. The local
communitics have agreed to cstablish a countywide education committce to
focus on this task. In the first year it will bc a voluntary  program  supported
by local donations of $200 per community. Two members will be appointed
from ecach local jurisdiction to coordinate the commitice.




PART 1II:

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Based upon the inventory and assessment of the seven planning elements,
the following goals and objectives have been formulated. The goals are taken
from the guidelines of the state solid waste plan. These goals and objectives
are the framework from which a specific solid waste implementation
strategy cam be developed.

Goal 1: To determine the amount and composition of the solid
waste generated within each community in Calhoun County in
order to have a sound information base upon which to base solid
waste management decisions and to determine if statewide and
local goals have been met.

Objective 1.1 More accurately record the amount of waste by place, source
and composition by having the sanitation directors take representative
samples of the amount of commercial, residential, industrial and construction
wastes they are collecting.

Objective 1.2 To dctermine the amount of inert materials deposited by
collecting and weighing them separately.

Objective 1.3 Periodically survey local business and industry on  waste
composition and encourage utilization of waste cxchanges.

Objective 1.4 Obtain representative  sampling of  unincorporated  wastes
cntering the landfill.

Goal 2, To ensure the efficient and effective collection of solid
waste and recyclable materials within each local government for
a ten year period.

Objcctive 2.1 Make modifications to the cxisting collection practices to

cocourage  solid  waste reduction and  to encourage cach community's
recycling  programs.

Objective 2.2 Utilizing full cost accounting, bring user fces up to par with
actual collection  costs, including  depreciation allowances in cach
community,

Objective: 2.3 To periodically analyze the cost of public versus private service
delivery and go with the most cconomical alternative.

Objective 2.4 To develop incentive programs for rcducing the amount of solid
waste collected and disposed of.



Objective 2.5 To provide for the collection of recyclables in each city and at
the county landfill.

Objective 2.6 To continye to enforce the inert materials ban at the landfill.

Goal 3. To ensure that solid waste treatment and disposal facilities
serving local Bovernments meet regulatory requirements and are
in place when needed to support and facilitate  effective solid
waste handling programs today and for the subsequent ten year
period, thereby maintaining and enhancing the quality of life in
Calhoun County,

Objective 3.1 Bap leaves and grass clippings from the landfill after education
programs are in place.

Objective 3.2 Purchase a new compactor and study other volume reduction
mcthods.

Objective 3.3 Complete the groundwater monitoring program.

Objective 3.4 Develop an equitable tipping fee structure complete with
depletion  and depreciation allowances, post closure care allowances.

Objective 3.5 To cosure a ten year uninterrupted disposal capacity by moving
to the most cost efficient subtitle D regional facility.

Objective 3.6 To continue to participate in regional planning efforts aimed at
achieving higher cconomies of scale through the development of ap
authority charged with developing disposal facilities.

Objective 3.7 To maintain an environmentally sound facility by complying
with all Epp regulations.

Goal 4. To ensure, at g minimum, a 259 pPer capita reduction | p
the amount of solid waste being received at disposal facilities, by
promotion of source reduction, reuse, composting, recyeling and
other waste reduction programs today and in the future.

Objective 4.1 To develop  the most cfficient programs aimed al  source
reduction.

Objective 4.2 To work on developing the pearest markets for recyclables,

Objective 4.3 To integrate the capabilities of the Early-Miller Training Center
or the T&L Industry into the county's reduction program.

Objective 4.4 To work al meeting the reduction goals on a countywidc basis.

Objective 4.5 To work with industry, business and public institutions (o
¢ncourage reduction,



Objective 4.6 Work with the Calhoun County Extcnsion Service, UGA, and
other experts to develop participation in composting, grasscycling and other
yard waste reduction methods.

Objective 4.7 To develop programs to reduce or recycle in governmental
offices and to develop procurement policies that support recycled products.

Objective 4.8 Develop programs at the landfill to collect tires, white goods and
used motor oil.

Objective 4.9 Work to develop a reuse collection center, such as Goodwill
Industries or a local thrift business.

Goal S. To ensure that the proposed solid waste handling
facilities are sited in areas suitable for such developments, are
compatible with surrounding wuses and are not considered for
location in areas which have been identified as having
environmental or other legislated 1land wuse limitations.

Objective 5.1 Identify all land areas which are unsuitable for siting solid
waste handling facilities on a generalized map for use in future planning.

Goal 6. To help the residents of each community achieve an
awareness and understanding of the social and environmental
issues, problems, concerns and needs associated with solid waste
management, especially in terms of littering, waste reduction,
recycling, disposal of household hazardous wastes, recycling,
composting, processing, energy recovery and to increase support
for effective solid waste management.

Objcctive 6.1 To organize a Calhoun County Education Task Force to develop
solid waste cducation programs which support reduction, recycling,
precycling, rcuse and composting. Programs will target schools, civic
organizations, the business community and local governments.

Objective 6.2 To implement a specific solid waste curriculum in Calhoun
County schools.

Objective 6.3 To educate the public on the costs of solid waste collection and
disposal by advertising the per capita costs of solid waste collection and
disposal.

Objective 6.4 To institute full cost accounting in cach jurisdiction and to
advertisec the true cost of solid waste activities.



Goal 7. To develop a balanced, affordable solid waste management
plan implementation strategy which supports the above goals and
objectives, thereby meeting the requirements of the Georgia
Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Act.

Objective 7.1 To develop a ycarly plan outlining the steps necessary to meet
goals and objectives of this plan as they relate to each of the seven planning
clements.



Part 1II IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY

The implementation strategy describes specific steps that each community in
Calhoun County will undertake to meet the county's solid waste needs and
goals. A year by year outline follows this broad sketch of the solid waste plans
developed by each of Calhoun Counmty's communities.

AMOUNT OF WASTE

The cities and county will develop record keeping which will more accurately
categorize waste characteristics and sources at the landfill. New efforts will be
made to determine the community origin of commercial and industrial wastes
deposited at the landfill.

SOLID WASTE EDUCATION

Solid waste education will be established on a county-wide basis by the
appointment of a Solid Waste Education Committee. Solid waste education
programs will be developed to address the whole community. Each community
will advertise for two members to be appointed to a Calhoun County Solid Waste
Education Task Force which will be funded through general funds initially.
The task force will develop media programs, coordinate beautification
programs such as Adopt a Mile and work to develop special programs targeting
large waste generators such as schools and businesses. The task force will
reccommend the integration of a solid waste curriculum in Calhoun County
schools. In addition, the task force will work with each community to publicize
local operational changes related to solid waste collection and recycling
programs. The organization will define future public education tasks and
programs and will assist the county and cities in pursuing the development of
more intensive source reduction and recycling programs aimed at residential,
commercial and industrial sources. The organization will work with the
individual communities to educate the public on operational changes in their
community's  collection system. The task force will utilize the Southwest
Georgia News to effectively communicate solid waste information to the
citizens of Calhoun County.

WASTE REDUCTION/COLLECTION
Changes to collection practices in Calhoun County will be generally related to
the replacement of equipment necessary for household garbage collection and

the implementation of collection systems necessary for the establishment of
recycling  collection points.

Calhoun County will begin an integrated waste reduction campaign by the
introduction of programs aimed at source reduction, reuse, pre-cycling, home-
composting and recycling. Each community in Calhoun County will begin
implementing  a series of steps aimed at most efficiently reducing the amount
of solid waste put in disposal facilities.

Emphasis will be placed on the reduction of yard trimmings in the landfill. 1t
is cxpected that approximately 12 percent of the 25 percent reduction  will be
obtained by reductions in inert materials entering the landfill. This will be
accomplished by the development of home composting demonstration
programs, cducation on grasscycling and mulching, etc. The county will ban
the disposal of inmert materials at the landfill in 1992-93.




Source reduction policies will be implemented at public offices and businesses
throughout the county. Calhoun County will encourage all local business to
seck waste exchanges and to decvelop in-house 25 percent reduction  plans
through local education programs. The education committee will develop

informational  packets regarding waste exchanges, cardboard recycling
programs and other methods of reduction practices that businesses can
undertake to develop their own 25 percent reduction campaign. This

information will be disbursed to all commercial and industrial gencrators as
they come through the landfill and through the mail.

White goods and all metals will be separated from the landfill for sale to a scrap
dcaler. The county will also establish a contract with a private company to
transport tires collected at the landfill.

In addition, rc-use and thrift programs will be promoted with the assistance of
local civic and church groups. The county will work with the Salvation Army
and Goodwill to develop a permanent centrally located drop-off site for
rcusable items.

The development of  recycling programs in Calhoun County will depend upon
utilization of the nearest established materials processing and marketing
facilities. The county does not have the staff or large enough volumes of
recyclables to warrant becoming a marketing center. Recycling will be
implemented cautiously as market relationships are developed in the region.
Recycling  efforts will initially target newsprint, cardboard, newsprint, metals,
aluminum and glass. Reasonably close markets exist for these items.

The county will initially integrate the processing and marketing capabilities
of T&L Industries, Terrell County, the Early Miller Training Center, Wiregrass
recycling, Dothan Alabama and Dick Brooks Company in Mitchell County to
move their recyclable materials.

The county will target cardboard recycling with the assistance of W.C Carnes
and Wiregrass recycling in Dothan, Alabama. This company will allow the
county to utilize a cardboard baler in exchange for a good rate on baled
cardboard. Cardboard collection points will be established in the commercial
arcas of the citics and at the landfill. Each city will pass an  ordinance
requiring commercial businesses to scparate cardboard out of the waste stream
by 1994. The cardboard baler will be housed in the old correctional institute or
at an alternative sitc owned by the county. Wiregrass Recycling will transport
the cardboard to be marketed at their Dothan office.

White  paper, cardboard and aluminum recycling programs will be
implemented  in  the public schools and offices. These items will also be
marketed  through Wiregrass Recycling and the MR Training Centers in
adjacent counties.

Each city, with the exception of Morgan will develop a  drop-off recycling
center in a ccntral visible location. Covered, partitioned (adjustable) recycling
trailers will be furnished and maintained by cach city. They will be locked at
night. During the initial weeks of use, the education committee will man the
sites with volunteers to educate the public on what to recycle. These trailers
will be delivered to a central collection and storage point in the county
landfill or in the old correctional facility. The City of Edison, will begin
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collecting houschold garbage on a once weckly basis once the recycling
centers are established and promoted. A recycling center will also be
developed at the landfill for the citizens of the unincorporated county. The
City of Morgan will continue to use a drop-off box for newsprint and
aluminum (collected by T&L Industries) until they begin to offer curbside
collection of recyclables once per week beginning in 1993. At this time,
collection of household garbage will be reduced to a weekly basis.

The county will organize storage arrangements for these materials and
coordinate the delivery or pick-up to/from -a processing and marketing
organization with the assistance of a Solid Waste Coordinating Committee. This
committee will include the public works directors or other appointee from
cach community and will work with the direction of the Calhoun County
Public Works Director and County Commission.

DISPOSAL

Calhoun County will continue to utilize the sanitary landfill until full and no
other vertical extensions are permitted. All environmental monitoring duties
will be complied with as expediently and completely as possible. Under
present regulations, the Calhoun County Landfill has capacity through 2004.
The opening of the Calhoun County prison could diminish the capacity by four
years. When the expected capacity is reached, the county will be prepared to
move to a regional facility. Prior to this event, the county will develop a
transfer station and make all arrangement for closing the present facility.
Planning for the tramsition to a private facility will involve choosing between
the most cost effective private, Regional Authority facility or other public
facility offering long-term air space availability. During the planning period,
the county will continue to work with the Southwest Georgia Regional Solid
Waste Authority to develop a regional facility and will also stay abreast of the
disposal capacities available at the private facilities in the region. Letters
stating the capacity of private facilities are included in the facility.

FINANCE

Calhoun County will determine the most equitable method of charging user
fees across the county. Calhoun County will study the feasibility of
implementing a county-wide program requiring the wuse of a specially
purchascd garbage bag for houschold garbage delivered to the landfill. This
program would provide a mechanism for the county to fairly collect disposal
fees from customers in the unincorporated areas and to establish an incentive
program aimed at increasing participation in recycling programs. Another
alternative the county will examine is to begin charging the unincorporated
residents a slightly higher tax millage to cover their portion of solid waste
services.  Each community in Calhoun County will be moving toward a revenue
financing system for disposal, waste reduction and collection services. Solid
waste education expenditures will be funded by the gencral funds of each
government. As full cost accounting is implemcnted in each city and county
morc accurate user fees will be initiated in the communities of Calhoun
County. Collection of solid waste management fees will be implemented by the
imposition of a special bag system in the county or special millage changes. In
the future, scrvice charges for disposal will be added to the collection service
fee on a monthly basis in the cities.
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The Ten Year Work Program

The purpose of the ten year work program is to provide a detailed listing of the
various projects and programs that each community will attempt to undertake
in the following ten years. This scheduling of major city and county initiatives
and capital expenditures will assist the county and cities in implementing
their plans to achieve solid waste goals related to waste reduction, education,
disposal capacity, collection, waste stream characterization and financing.
This planning outline should be linked to each communities' annual operating
budget. As cach budget cycle approaches, the communities should review the
projected strategies, revise the strategies based on current information and
transfer the relevant strategy items to the respective operating budget. With
this approach the plan will remain a guiding tool for implementation.



YEAR 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Operational Costs

Education Programs 500 550 605 666 732 805 886 974 1,072 1,179
Total 500 550 605 666 732 805 886 874 1,072 1,179

Source: County and City Clerks, Calhoun County 1992

Note: Each Community would Fund Education equally as shown above




Calh un County Collection
Cost Projections 1992:2002

YEAR 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Proposed NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Proposed NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Source: County Clerk

Note: No Collection Service Provided




Table 18
n.m:..o:: County o_wuowm_
Cost _uqo_wo:o:m ,_eow-»oau

YEAR 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Operational/Maint. Costs

Landfill 35,900 39,490| 43,439 47,783 52,561 57,817 63,599 69,959 76,955 84,850
Capital Costs

Equipment 30,000 | 33,000 | 36,300 | 39,930 43,923 | 48,315 53,147 58,462 64,308 70,738
Total 65,900 | 72,490 | 79,739 | 87,718 96,484 | 106,133 | 116,746 | 128,420 141,263 | 165,389

Source: County Clerk, Cathoun County 1992




Table 19

Cost Projections 1992-2002

Calhoun County Waste Fleduction

YEAR 1982 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Proposed Operational Costs 0 3,000; 3,300 3,630{ 3,993 4,392 4,832 5,315 5,846 6,431
Proposed Capital Costs

Collection Location 5,000 5,000 5,000

Transfer Trailers 2,500 2,500 2,500

Recycling Boxes 3,000

Total . 0 18,500 | 8,300 | 6,180 | 3,993 9,392 7,332 8,315 5,846 6,431
Source: County Clerk, Calhoun County 1992
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Tablazo.
City of Arlington Collection -

Cost Projections 1992:2002

1992

YEAR 1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1988 1999 | 2000 2001 | 2002
Operational Costs | 37.047| 48,421 | 53,263 | 58,589 | 64,448 | 70,893 | 77,983 | 85,781 | 94,359 | 103,795 | 114,174
Capital Costs .
Garbage Truck 4,800] 9,100] 9,100 o.,900] 8,100 8,100 9,100 9,100 9,100
Total 41,047 57,521 | 62,363 | 67,880 | 73,548 | 79,003 | 87,083 | 94,881 | 94,360 | 103,705 | 123,274

Source: City Clerk, Arlington 1992
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.a% e

o%. va_o&ozm. 1992-2002

YEAR 1992 1993 1994 19985 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Proposed Operational Costs

Landfil Fees 14,000| 14,700 15,435| 16,207 17,017 17,868 18,761 19,699 20,684 21,719
Total 14,000 14,700 15,436 | 16,207 17,017 | 17,868 18,761 19,699 20,684 21,718
Source: City Clerk, Arlington 1992
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Cost Projections 1992-2002

City of Atlington Waste m@..,_:a_o_.

YEAR 1992 1998 1994 1995 1986 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
geﬁ_.o:n_ Costs 3,000 3,300( 3,630] 3,993 4,392 4,832 5,315 5,846 6,431
Capital Costs

ﬁOo__oa__o_.. Location 5,000 5,000 )
Transfer Trallers 2,500 2,500 2,500

Recycling Boxes 3,000

Total 0 13,500 | 3,300 | 6,130 | 8,993 9,392 7,332 5,315 5,846 6,431

Source: City Clerk, City of Arlington 1992




Table 23

Clty of Edlson ._o.o.___o&_o:._ . :
Cost Projections 1992-2002

YEAR 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1897 1998 1999 2001 2002
Operational Costs 40,500 44,550 49,005 53,906 59,296 65,226 71,748 78,923 86,815 95,497
Capital Costs

Garbage Truck 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500
Total 43,000 | 47,050 | 51,508 §6,406 | 61,706 | 67,726 74,248 | 81,423 | 89,315 97,997
Source: City Clerk, Edison 1992

e ——
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Table 24
QQ of mn_mo: c_«uoum_

Cost Projections 1992:2002

YEAR 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Operational Costs _
Landfill Fees 12,000/ 13,200/ 14,520| 15,872| 17,569 19,326 21,259] 23,385| 25,723 28,295
Total 12,000 | 18,200 | 14,620 | 15,972 | 17,569 | 19,826 | 21,250 | 23,385 | 25,723 | 28,295

Source: City Clerk, Edison 1992
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City of Edison Waste Reduction
Cost Projections 1992-2002

YEAR 1982 1893 1894 1995 1996 1997 1998 19989 2001 2002
Operational Costs 3,000 3,300 3,830 3,903 4,392 4,832 5,315 5,848 6,431
Capiltal Costs

Collection Location 5,000 5,000

Transter Trailers 2,500 2,500 2,500

Recycling Boxes 3,000

Total 0 13,500 | 3,300 6,130 3,993 9,382 7,332 5,315 5,846 6,431

Source: City Clerk, City of Edison

1992




WA T
City of Leary Collection

Cost Projections 1992-2002

.<m>= 1992 1903 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Operational Costs 16,282 | 17,910 19,701 | 21,671 23,838 | 26,222 28,845 31,729 34,902 38,392
Capital Costs

Garbage Truck 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000
Total 18,282 | 19,910 21,701 | 23,671 25,838 | 28,222 30,845 38,729 36,902 40,392
Source: City Clerk, Leary 1992




Clty of Leary Disposal

Cost Projections 1992-2002

YEAR 1992 1993 1994 1985 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Operational Costs

Landfill Fees 2,200 2,420 2,662 2,928 3,221 3,543 3,897 4,287 4,716 5,187
Total 2,200 2,420 2,662 2,928 3,221 3,543 3,897 4,287 4,716 5,187
|Source: City Clerk, Leary 1992
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._.mc_m um

QQ 2 _.mm..< w .m mca:ozo:

Cost _#o_mo:o:m ‘omu.mocm_

YEAR 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Operational Costs 1,200 1,320 1,452 1,697 1,757 1,933 2,126 2,338 2,672
Capital Costg

Collection Location 1,500 5,000

Transfer Trailers 2,500 2,500 2,500

Recycling Boxes 1,000

Total 0 5,200 | 2,320 3,952 | 1,597 6,757 4,433 2,126 2,388 2,572
Source: City Clerk, City of Leary 1992




n_. of z_oan o.o_.»o._o:
Cost _u_.o_mo:osm 1992-2002

Source: City Clerk, Morgan

YEAR 1992 1993 1894 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002

Operatlonal Costs 19,606 | 21,567 23,723 | 26,096 28,705 | 31,576 34,733 38,207 42,027 46,230

Capital Costs

Garbage Truck 650 650 650 650 650 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500

Total 20,256 | 22,217 24,373 | 28,746 29,355 | 34,076 37,233 40,707 44,527 48,730
1892




Table 30 T | |
ﬂ-nt Qﬁ gc_dn: U—Q—vonﬂ_ e — (MI - “/, —

Cost _u«o_nn:ouwg_mwm»mcam e
| [ _
YEAR 1992 | 1993 | 1994 | 7995 | 739e 1997 1998 1999 2001 2002
Operational Costs f
~poratonei Coste -
Landfill Fees 2.016/ 2.218] 2,439 3,683 3953 22470 3571 3020 4321  a7ss
i S |
Total | 2016 | 2,218 | 2.439 2.883 | 2.952 | 3,247 | a.571 | 3.939 4,321 | 4,754

Source: QE Clerk, Morgan 1 992
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ty of Morgan Waste Reduction
Cost Projections 1992-2002
YEAR 1982 1993 1994 1995 1896 1987 1998 1999 2001 2002
Proposed Operational Costs 0 1,000 1,100 1,210 1,331 1,464 1,611 1,772 1,949 2,144
Proposed Capital Costs
Collection Location 1,200 1,200 5,000
Transfer Trailers 2,500 2,500 2,500
Recycling Boxes 1,000
Recycling 200 200 200
Total 200 5,900 | 2,500 | 3,710 1,331 6,464 4,111 1,772 1,949 2,144
Source: City Clerk, City of Morgan 1992




wwou wwasie cCliements Ten Year Plan Estimated Funding

Joint Amount of Waste/Disposal 92/93|94|95/96/97]/98]99] 0 1] 2 Costs Source

Amount of Waste

Calhoun County communities will develop
methods of better determing waste by
source and composition.

DISPOSAL ELEMENT

County will continue to utilize the existing SEE COSTS NA
r_m:%__ as present D&O plan stipulates.

If Calhoun Prison becomes operational
ﬂammum: will decrease

Will obtain approved GW monitoring plan NA NA
as quickly as possible & will insure proper
L_nw.mn_mzo_._ and monitoring.

Will continue to monitor methane gas. NA NA
Will salvage white goods. NONE NA
Will direct tires to private market. NONE NA
Calhoun County will continue to work with NONE NA

SWGA Regional Authority to develop the
Most economical disposal solutions.

" APPROX. USER FEES
$35 per ton

Options to fulfill ten year assurance.
1. If regulations make possible, the county
will apply for an extended vertical permit.

2. County will develop transfer station.

3. Transport waste to a regional disposal
facility. Calhoun County has several
potentially options incl. Geowaste, Inc.,
Southern States Landfil, Early County
(pending and administrative appeal on their
Subtitle D permit) or a facility developed
{oy the SWGA Regional SW Authority.




"y o waes 8 seass csumnaieq Fulluuy

Education and Public Involvement 02193|94(95/{96{97|98|99]0 1] 2 Costs Source

Calhoun County will develop a Solid Waste See Cost GF & User Fees
Education Task Force to develop a county- Estimates
wide education program. Two members
will be appointed from each community.

The Task Force will develop subcommitteas 2
to focus on school, community
heighborhood and business reduction
programs. The Task Force will develop a
media campalgn and special waste reduc-
tion promotions.

The Task Force will:
Recruit the assistance of civic groups to
sponsor special waste reduction programs.

The Task Force will also recommend a
specific solid waste curriculum for adoption
In the Calhoun County School system.

Task Force will develop educational pro-
gram on consumer pre-cycling .

The Task Force will give communities tech-
nical assisstance in developing a block
captain system to mobilize the

community participation in reduction
activities.

The Task Force will develop composting
demonstration sites and programs with
help from the County Extension Service.

Will distribute information on waste ex-
changes and business reduction strategies
to the commercial and industrial sectors.

Develop a Christmas Tree recycling
Au-ou_ﬁa after chipper Is rented/purchased.

Task Force will find a local organization to
|coordinate local interest & involvement

in the Adopt-a Mile program and other
anti-liter _strategies.

e —— e
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Cities of Arlington, Edison and Leary

aa

composting education is in place.

Establish recycling center. Purchase a
covered, partitioned trailer

Transport recyclables to landfill for
transport to a processing and marketing

center.

Establish a commercial cardboard collection
point.

Collect housshold garbage once a week.

Ask business to participate in developing
in-house reduction plans,

Promote recycling at special events and
festivals.

Develop white paper recycling in public
offices and schools.

Encourage the use of Salvation Army and
Goodwill Industries.

City of Morgan
All of the above, except they will collect
recyclables at the curbside,

Ban yard wastes from collection after home-

Ten Year Plan

T B I
_.lu Estimated Costs Funding Source
None NA
$2,500 -$5,000 General Funds
NA NA
$400 General Funds
SEE COSTS USER FEES
NONE NA
NA NA
NA NA
NONE NA
SEE COSTS NA




Waste Reduction Element Ten Year Plan
Calhoun County 92(93194]95/96/97/98/99 | Estimated Costs| Funding Source

Ban inert materials from the landfill after | NONE NA
educating residents on home-composting
techniques.

$5,000 |GENERAL FUNDS
$5,000 |GENERAL FUNDS

Establish recycling center at the landifill.
Purchase covered, partitioned trailer.
Store and process recyclables collected in
the county's cities.

Mandate commercial separation of card- NONE NA
board.
Begin baling operation with the assistance NONE NA

of Wiregrass Recyclers.

Process other recyclables through nearby NA
MR Training Centers and private recycling
companies. Expand to additional recyclables
when markets become available.

Salvage white goods. NA

Establish a Goodwill or Salvation Army NONE NA

drop-off site.

Promote reductions in the business sector
with education on waste exchanges and
encourages business to develop 25% reduc-
tion plan.

NA NA

NA NA

Work to establish recycling program
targeting agricultural containers.




Sona vvasie rlan tiements

Ten Year Plan

Estimated

Funaing

Calhoun County Collection

94

95/96/97|98

Costs

Source

Rural residents will continue to deliver
their own refuse to the landfilltransfer
station.

Establish Recycling Center at landfill.

Purchase covered, partitioned recycling
trailer and several rear end containers.
Set up storage and baling area for cardboard
baler.

Coordinate the pick-up or delivery of the
recycled materials.

Will provide special containers at local
special events for collecting recyclables

Will study method of fee implementation.
Will implement one of two options:

1.Will study the use of a specially purchased
county disposal bag. Purchase would cover
tipping fee. Specially purchased bag

fees would offer a reduction incentive.
2.Will also examine the potential for raising
the unincorporated county millage rate to
cover user fees.

Goodwill or Salvation Army collection cen-
ter will be solicited in the county.
White goods will be collected for resal.

Tire collection will be routed to private

companies _through educational efforts.

NONE

Shown in
Waste Reduction
Costs

NA

NA

NONE
NONE

NA

NA

NA

NA

GENERAL FUND

USER FEES

GENERAL FUND

NA
NA

NA

NA

NA




make adjustments to user fees when
necessary to meet full costs.

olla vwasie rian ktlements Ten Year Plan Estimated Funding
City of Arlington Collection 92{93/94/95/96(97|98{99 Costs Source

Will continue to pick up residential SEE COST USER FEES
garbage once weekly and other users as PROJECTIONS
needed.
Purchase a replacement garbage compactor. $85,000 USER FEES
Put composting education in place. NA General Funds
Ban grass clippings and leaves from col-
lection.
Will establish a recycling center and a SEE COSTS USER FEES
comercial cardboard collection point.
Purchase a partitionad trailor and rear end $2,500 USER FEES
container to collect recyclables at these $400
sites.
Will provide special containers at local NA NA
special events for collecting recyclables
Will periodically review fee structure and NA NA




P 8 Ml Mt IGHILD

Ten Year Plan

Estimated

Funding

City of Leary Collection

Will continue to pick up residential
garbage once weekly and other users as
needed.

Will purchase a sectioned trailor to collect
recyclables at a central drop-off center.

Will establish cardboard collection point.

Ban grass clippings, leaves and limbs
from collection.

Purchase a new garbage truck.

Costs

Source

$400 |GF

SEECOSTS [NA

$2,500 |GFAUSER FEES

{NONE NA

$45,000 [USERFEES
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Will provide special containers for
recyclables during special events.

Collection Element Ten Year Plan Estimated Funding

City of Edison Collection 92(93|94/95/96|97|98 Cost Source
Will continue collection service as usual. SEECOSTS | USERFEES
Will emphasize home composting education NA NA
Will ban leaves and grass clippings from NONE NA
pick-up
Will purchase partioned trailer to collect APPROX. GFUNDS
recyclables at a central recycling center. $2,500
Will install cardboard collection point. $400 GF
Will downscale to once weekly pick-up NONE NA
of household garbage.
Mandate commercial cardboard separation. NONE NA
Will continue to evaluate service costs NA NA
and will adjust user fees where necessary.
Will purchase a new garbage truck. $65,000 USER FEES
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Solid Waste Plan Elements
Collection, City of Morgan

Ten Year Plan

Estimated

Funding

96|97/98|99

Funding

Source

Continue to collect solid waste as usual &
Continue to encourage the T&L recycling
drop-off box.

Ban grass clippings and leaves from col-
lection after composting education is in
place.

Will purchase a sectioned trailor to collect
recyclables. Begin curbside collection.
Develop comercial cardboard collection
point.

Will provide special containers at local
special events for collecting recyclables

Will periodically review fee structure and
make adjustments to user fees when
necessary to meet full costs

SEE COSTS

NONE

$2,500
$400

{NONE

NA

NA

NA




PAGE 1 019-004D(SL)

MSWL COMPLIANCE PROFILE
Program ID: 019-004D(SL) EPA ID: GAD981230832 September 8, 1992
Fac name: CALHOUN CO-SR 45 MORGAN (SL)

Fac addr: N-SIDE SR 45 2.8 MI W MORGAN
Extended Addr: N-SIDE SR 45 2.8 MI W MORGAN

City: MORGAN Zip code:
County: CALHOUN Region: SW
OP-STAT: 1 Fac Type: SL

1. Ground Water Monitoring Plan/Systea

INITS-1: ___ DATE-1:
DATE FACILITY NOTIFIED: 09/07/89 SYSTEM STATUS: S
DATE PLAN SUB.: DATE SYSTEM APPROVED:
DATE PLAN APPROVED: REQUIRES UPDATING:

GW COMMENTS: WELL DOCUMENTATION WAS FOUND TO BE UNACCEPTABLE.

INTTS-2: KLY DATE-2: ,Z_i_‘f/fz,

2. Environmental Monitoring/Corrective Action

DATE LAST GW DATA SUBMITTED:C

ELEVATED PARAMETERS DETECTED:

G.W. CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN REQ.:

DATE LAST METHANE DATA SUBMITTED: 83702792 g -24 -AR
METHANE LEVEL AT PROPERTY LINE ABOVE LEL:O s »
METHANE LEVEL WITHIN STRUCTURES ABOVE 25% LEL: 70
METHANE CORRECTIVE ACTION REQ: NCWE

EM COMMENTS:

3. CLOSURE/POST-CLOSURE PLAN

INITS-3: DATE-3:

DATE NOTIFIED: 03/19/90 DATE PLAN SUBMITTED:
DATE PLAN APPROVED: 04/17/90 PLAN STATUS: S
C/P-C COMMENTS: PLAN APPROVED
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AGE 2 019-004D(SL)

3. FINANCIAL ASSURANCE

FIN. ASSURANCE REQ.: NO
FIN. ASSURANCE CURRENT: N/A
FA COMMENTS :

DATE OF LAST UPDATE:

INITS-4: DATE-4:

S. WEIGHING PROCEDURES

ADEQUATE PROCEDURES:
AVG. MONTHLY TONNAGE: 25 tews
WP COMMENTS: WASTE IS \TIGHED AT OFF-SITE SCALE

(N1TS-5: RLH  DATE-3: 9/24/72

6. OPERATOR CERTIFICATION

INITS-6: DATE-6:
CERTIFIED OPERATOR: Y NAME: ALVIN AYCOCK
DATE OF CERIIFICATION: 03/28/91 CERT. NUMBER: 92
OC COMMENTS:
7. VYERTICAL EXPANSION APPLICATION

INITS-T7% DATE-T:

ELIGIBILITY 0.C.G.A. 12-8-24: EST. CAPACITY {MO) = 120

EXP. APPROVED 0.C.G.A. 12-8-24:

DATE VERT EXP. APPLICATION:
DATE PLAN REC: 04/11/990

VERT. EXP. CLOSURE DATE:
STATUS:

APPLIED FOR NEW PERMIT:
VALID APPLICATION:
DATE OF APPLICATION:

DATE PERMIT ISSUED:

VE COMMENTS:VERT EXP 4/17/90

PERMITTED CAPACITY BEYOND 10-3-93: 195

EXISTING FOOTPRINT DESIGNED W/LINER:{\O

INITS-8: jZLH DATE-8: ;gz ii'



-

AGE 3 019—OO4D(SL)

1IF NO

cu. YD

LINER, THEN PROJECTIONS AS OF 10/9/93 ARE:

S. cAPACITY OF TRENCHES/CELLS WITH NO FILLED POOTPRINT:C)

EST. CURRENT CAP

TOTAL CU. YDS PEMITTED:AIQ,,COO cu. ,.édD

ACITY (CU. YDS) oF UNFILLED LIFTS OVER FILLED FooTPRINT: 193 LHIX g

FINAL COVER PERHEABILITY IN APPROVED CLOSURE PLAN:N

WRITTEN PROGRAM TO EXCLUDE HAZARDOUS WASTE:N

GROUNDWATBR PLAN NEEDS UPDATE OF SAHPLING‘ANALYSIS:

4
WATER CORRE

4. NEW MSWL (

(i

CTIVE ACTION APPLICABILITY:

HAN 1 MILE FROM DRINKING WATER INTAKE™ (10/9/94)

N 1 AND MORE THAN 2 MILES FROM DRINKING WATER INTAKE® (10/9/95)
3. MORE THAN 2 MILES FROM DRINKING WATER INTAKE* (10/9/96)

pPRIOR TO WASTE RECEIPT)

SURFACE OR SUBSURFACS SOURCE)

ACTIVE AIR CURTAIN DESTRUCTOR LOCATED ON PERMITTED ACREAGE:fi

suB-D COMMENTS:

——

9. RCRA SUBTITLE D

EXISTING FOOTPRINT

WETLANDS:
YLOODPLAINS:

FAULT

AREA:

IMPACT -~ SITING/ADHIﬁISTRATIVE

INITS-9: DATE-9:

N/LOCATION RBSTRICTIONS

SEISMIC IMPACT ZONES:
UNSTRBLE ARERA:

(BOLD AREAS DENOTE LOCATION RESTRICTION REQUIRING CLOSURE BY 10/9/96)

SURFACE WATER REQUIREMEHTS

NPDES (CWA 402) PERMIT APPLICATION RECEIVED: NPDES 1SSUED:
NPS (CWA 208 OR 319) APPLICATION RECEIVED: NPS 1SSUED:
FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIRED BY 4/9/94:

RECORDS KEPT
ELIGIBLE TO

/A COMMENTS:

aT FACILITY:
VERT. EXPAND suB.-D:



£ 4
SoLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN = HOST JURISDICTION
INITS=-10: DATE-10:
JLID WASTE P SUBMITTED:
oLID WASTE PLAX APPROVED
FACILITY CONSISTENT
ATER WELLS NO- L AND 3 HAVE NOT GEEN INSTALLED IN THE PROPER

11. GENERAL CO
LOCATIONS -
Q& k;OO-F\OO 5 ed ‘j\f\’\\": p R 150U wt\ ) compE CN
Y ; : |
e D <NCRESTE oF SW w Nk nown
'~ L - \ .
TR
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(snorgia Department of Naturs:i xes3urces
205 Butier Street, S.E., Floyd Towers East, Atlanta, Georgla 30334
Joe D. Tanner, Commissioner

Harold F. Reheis, Director
Eavironmental Protection Division

August 27, 1992

Honorable calvin Schramm, Chairman
calhoun County Board of comnissioners
post Office Box 226

Morgan, Georgia 31766

SUBJECT: calhoun county - SR45
Municipal Solid Waste Landfill

Dear commissioner Schramm:?

The Georgia gnvironmental protection pivision (EPD) hag received
your letter dated August 12, 1092 regarding the impact of Federal
RCRA Subtitle D on the vertical expansion of the subject gacility.
Where a footprint of solid waste has been contructed by october 9
1993, such areas of existing gacilities may continue to operate
consistent with their approved design and vperational plan. This

will include areas such as the approved.vertical expansion for this
facility.

A contingency may apply regardind location‘restrictions. Existing
facilities that cannot demonstrate compliance to location
restrictions related to airports, £i00d plains, oY ungstable areas
must close by october 9, 1996. in certain cases the Director of
EPD may make an exception to extend the deadline for up to two more
years. Enclosed 1is a chart that will Hhelp explain the
applicability of these location ragtrictions.

you should be advised that the decisiens by the Director will be
greatly influenced by the operator's ability'tO'maintain compliance
of the facility with operational performance reqnirements and the
facilities impact upon the anviroenment and public health.

If you have additional questions, please advise.

gincerely,
th Taylor, ‘W

h 1
Land protection Branch
JDT : dmp-sré5

cc: J. Lewis Tinley
G. Robert Bishop
Tom Payne
File: SWC: calhoun county -~ SR45






RECHARGE AREAS

¢ ATLAS hO. 18, uosT SIGNIFICANT GROUND-WATE
¢ SURVEY, SEORGIA DEPARTUENT OF RATURAL RESOURCES

HYDROLOG!
SOURCE: GEORGIA GEOLOG!

SOURCE SCALE 1:500,000
REAS SHOWN IN RED

RECHARGE A
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FEDERAL, GTATE AND PUBLIC LANDS

DiGITIZED BY U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 1989
SOURCE:  GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORATION, COUNTY HIGHWAY WAPS: COMPILATION 1988

SOURCE SCALE 1:63,360 OR 1:126,720

SOURCE MAPPING:
PUBLIC LANDS SHOWN IN GREEN

o

%,

CALHOUN
: \
u it
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ATER BODIES AND WETLANDS LANDUSE

LANDUSE AND LAKDCOVER INFORMATION
COMPILATION 1873
SOURCE: U.S. GEOLOGICA

SOURCE SCALE 1:250,000
WATER BODIES AND WETLANDS SHOWN IN

L SURVEY, EARTH SCIENCE INFORMATION CENTER

BLUE




MUNICIPAL WATER SUPPLIES

STATE WATER USE DATA SYSTEM (SWUDS)

COMPILATION 1986

SOURCE: GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
CONFINED WELLS SHOWN IN BLACK

UNCONFINED WELLS IN RED, INCLUDING 2 MILE BUFFER

SURFACE WATER INTAKES IN BLUE

- —
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AJOR HIGHWAYS, ROADS, AND AIRPORT

DIGITAL LINE GRAPH (DLG) DATA

COMPILATION 1981

SOURCE: U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, EARTH SCIENCE INFORMATION CENTER
SOURCE SCALE 1:100,000

SOURCE MAPPING 1948 - 1979

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY HIGHWAYS SHOWN IN BLACK

AIRPORTS SHOWN IN BLACK, INCLUDING 10,000 FT BUFFER




URBAN AND BUILT-UP LANDS

LANDUSE AND LANDCOYER INFORMATION

COMPILATION 1975

SOURCE: U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, EARTH SCIENCE INFORMATION CENTER
SOURCE SCALE 1:250,000

URBAN AREAS SHOWN IN BLACK

- . J.-‘-Lt_r; e --
i, o
L:' 39 ke, f
" CALHOUN . g \
: R
U | kY )
X o
\___‘:. _,_J" _./
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POORLY SUITED SOILS

COUNTY SOIL SURVEYS

COMPILATION 1974

COMPILED BY THE GEORGIA GEOLOGIC SURVEY, GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
SOURCE: U.S. SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

SOURCE SCALE 1:63,360

SOURCE MAPPING: 1926 - 1972

UNSUITABLE SOILS SHOWN IN RED
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SLOPES GREATER THAN 25 PERCENT

0iSITAL ELEVATION MODEL (DEW) DATA

COMPILATION 1981, SLOPES DERIVED FROM DEM DATA

SOURCE: U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, EARTH SCIENCE INFORMATION CENTER
SOURCE SCALE 1:250,000

SLOPES GREATER THAN 25 PERCENT SHOWN N RED (NOT APPLICABLE)

EJ"' . -- —j —1‘I?jajﬂ_ . “X

CALHOUN




SOUTTEﬂ“ﬂSTATESEﬂﬂﬂRCWﬂWENTALEEﬂ“ﬂCES,WKL
4696 OAKDALE ROAD = SMYRNA, GEORGIA 30080
(404) 435-9862 ¢ FAX (404) 4%5.2326

august 26, 1992

Ms. Linda Kuller

associate Planner
southwest Georgia Regional
Development canter

30 East proad Street

p.0. BoX 346

canilla, Geordgia 31730

Dear Ms. Kuller:

As a follow Uup Lo our conversation of yesterday (AUg.
25, 1992) 1 would 1ike <O document the following
information.

Southern States owns and operates, under permit £133-
Su3p (8SL)., @ sanitary 1andfill jocated in Taylor county.
jeorgia. This 1andgill is an approved sub Title D"
randfiil consisting of 811 acres with 48,000,000 cubic yards
of remaining air space. pased on future projected inceming
volumes ot 5000 tons per day ©he 1ife span of our landfiil
.5 twenty-five (25) plus years. The disposal rate as of
<his date is,approximately 1300 tons per day-

As i1iustrated in the praceding paragraph. Southern
srates Landfill has the handling capacity and jg willing ©°
accept all Municipal . golid Waste generated within the
seuthwest Georgia Regional Area for the next ten to twenty
{10-20) years. Wwith agreed upon Disposal Fees and
aspropriate ccntracts in place, gouthern Statces could begin
receiving waste Efrom members of the Southwest Georgia Reyion
at. anytime during the next two to thiee (2=3) years:

The Disposal Fee at this time is $15.50 per ton unloaded

at Lthe wurking face ot our landfill. In addition to the
pisposal Fee, a §1.50 surcharge will be added for each ten
,{ solid waste delivered TO the site. This addition is a

result of mandatory surcharges created by sp# 533 and HB#
139+ as passed BY the Georgia senate and House of
Representatives.
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u find this information useful, if

Linda, I hope yo
red, please call.

additional information is requi

Sln,zﬁely,

[ /‘/‘ "“v %[
Edward L. Cash

Executive Vice rresident

cc: Mr. Sam Lofton
Mr. Leon Watkins

Mr. Eric Cash



EINATE =

Pecan RowW Landhil
Geowaste of GA, inc.
foute 10, Box 485
Wetherington Lane
valdosta, GA 31601
912) 241 -8440

Fax: (912) 241-0314

August 19, 1992
DRAFT

gsam Lofton, Executive pirector

gouthwest Georgia Regional pevelopment Center
p. 0. Box 346 '

camilla, Georgia 31730-0346

RE: Availability of Disposal capacity
at Pacan Ro¥ Landfill for
gouthwest Georgia Regional golid

waste Authority Member counties

Dear Mr. Lofton,

GeoWaste of GA, Inc. owns and operates 3 permitted,
state-of-the—art landfill in Lowndes county. Georgia. This facility
was designed and constructed to provide an enwironmentally sound and
coet-efiective regional golid waste disposal gacility for the

disposal of solid waste generated in the counties of south Georgia.

1 am writing vaday to gecure 2 place in your Authority's golid
waste Plan bY conveying our ability to provide 1andfill disposal

capacity to the Counties which are & part of the Southwest Georgia
Regional golid Waste Authority.

The Pecan Row Landfill is 3 gtate of georgia permitted Municip?
golid Waste pisposal Landfill (permit Kumber 092-019 D MsL). The
Landfill design and operation meets O exceeds the requirements of
the State and Federal Laws which ragulate solid waste digposal in
Georgia.

: our Landfill jn Lowndes county is a new facility; hence all of
the waste material disposed in this Landfill is contained within tt
newly permitted clay and eynthetically lined disposal cells.
Rainwater which comes jn comntact with the solid waste is also
contained bY the-landfill liners, removed jmmediately as it is
collected, and ghipped off-site for appropriate treatment.

To ensure only permltted, non-hazardous golid waste is delive
to the Landfill, Our company has implemented a stringent
pre-acceptance review procedure which requires the generator of
certain kinds of waste tO provide: 2a detailed physical and chemic?
description of the waste; an in-depth analysis of & representatiVE
gample of the waste material; periodic resampling and analysis; &
a contract which requires the generator +o ship for disposal only



page 2
august 19, 1992

material approved for disposal. once approved and shipped for
disposal, additional screening procedures are implemented at the
randfill to ensure the waste accepted for disposal matches the waste
information provided bY the generator in our preacceptance review.

Both public and private vehicles deliver waste tO the Landfill.
The vehicles are weighed on our electronic gcale and printed tickets
prepared. wWaste is of £-loaded in areas which the trucks can access in
all weathel conditions. waste is covered each day as required bY
regulation and areas are final covered and closed as goon as is
practicable.

Seven ground water monitoring wells, gour methane gas monitoring

air, groundwatar. and surface water around our Site.
All appropriate closure and post Closure Financial Assurances,
as required by regulation, are in-place.

COMMITMENT OF DISPOSAL CAPACITY

The permitted pandfill property is approximately 92 acres - 46
acres of which are designed for golid waste disposal. The golid waste
disposal capacity of these 46 acres is more than 1.7 million tons.

At the present time less than 300,000 tons of this capacity is
contractually committed; hence, mMOre than 1.4 million tons of
capacity is uncommitted.

pased on our existing daily tonnages. expected increases over
the next few years, and the projected solid waste Tonnages £Or
Members of the SW Georgia Regional golid Waste Authority (attached as
Appendix 1), our Landfill can provide capacity for all the Member
counties gtarting in 1994 through 1996 (606,972 tons). In that the
Authority ig exploring alternative disposal options within the
fourteen County area which are expected to pe available by the end of
iggg, 1 have not considered disposal at Pecan Row tandfill beyond

The expected life of rand£ill is more than ten years; therefors,
disposal capacity for the Authority peyond 1996 would be available.

PISPOSAL PRICING

The present gate rate at the pandf£ill is $32 per ton plus a
gtate Recycling and Superfund pax of $1.50 per ton for a total of
$33.50 per ton. We believe this disposal price is a competitive pric
for a newly constructed, clay and aynthatically lined landfill which
exceeds gubtitle D requirements. We are willing, however, to discuss
ways we can provide more cost-effective disposal to Authority
counties.

in that many of your member counties are not direct haul
distance from the Landfill, we have explored siting and constructing
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e believe the rotal
r transfer gtation
r tomn.

small transfer gtations in southwest Georgia. W
cost for disposal at 2 100 ton per day or large
located in gouthwest Georgia would be $40 to $45 pe

e information above will secure a place for our
ur Authority's golid Waste plan. If you have any

lease let me xnow.

I hope th

pand£ill in Yo
additional questions. P

gincerely.,

Kevin R. Kohn
General Manager

Wayne williams

cc.
Linda Kuller
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A RESOLUTION OF DOUGHERTY COUNTY, GEORGIA, PROVIDING
FOR (1) THE FORMATION, IN JOINT ACTION WITH THE OTHER
POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS HEREINAFTER LISTED, OF THE SOUTH-
WEST GEORGIA REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHOR-
ITY; (2) THE APPOINTMENT OF THE MEMBERS OF SUCH AUTHOR-
ITY; (3) THE AUTHORIZATION OF A CERTAIN AGREEMENT AMONG
DOUGHERTY COUNTY, GEORGIA AND THE OTHER POLITICAL
SUBDIVISIONS ENTERING INTO THE ATTACHED AGREEMENT
AMONG PARTICIPANTS PROVIDING FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF
SUCH AUTHORITY; AND (4) FOR OTHER RELATED PURPOSES;

WHEREAS, Dougherty County, Georgia (the "County"), a political subdi-
vision created and existing under the laws of the State of Georgia, has, after
diligent study and review, determined that there is a serious need for the
formation of a solid waste management authority to study, plan, manage and
provide financing for the County's solid waste management needs; and

WHEREAS, the General Assembly of the State of Georgia has heretofore
enacted the Regional Solid Waste Management Authorities Act (the "Act")
pursuant to GA. Laws 1990, page 412 st sed., providing for the creation in and
for each county and municipal corporation in the State of Georgia a public
body corporate and politic to be known as the wgolid Waste Management

Authority” or, if any two or more counties Or municipal corporations or a
combination thereof may jointly form such an authority, the "Regional Solid
Waste Management Authority,” for such counties and municipal corporations;

and

WHEREAS, the County has determined that it is in the best interest of the
citizens of the County to join with the other political subdivisions entering
into the hereinafter defined Agreement (collectively, the "Participants”) in
forming such a Regional Solid Waste Management Authority to be known as
the "Southwest Georgia Regional Solid Waste Management Authority" (the
»Authority”) and to participate in naming the members of the Authority under
the terms of Section 12-8-53 of the Act; and

WHEREAS, the County, after diligent study and review, has also deter-
mined that it is in the best interest of the citizens of the County for the County
to enter into an agreement with the other Participants providing for the
activation of the Authority and the appointment of the Board of Directors of
the Authority under the terms of the Act, and the preliminary pOwers and
scope of operation of the Authority; and

WHEREAS, Art. 9, Sec. 3, Par. 1 of the Constitution of the State of Georgia
provides, in pertinent part, that any county, municipality, or other political
subdivision of the State of Georgia may contract for any period not exceeding
fifty (50) years with each other or with any public agency, public corpora-
tion, or public authority for joint services, for the provision of services, or for
the joint or separate use of facilities or equipment for such activities, services
or facilities which the county, municipality or public authority is authorized
by law to undertake or provide;



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by DOUGHERTY COUNTY, GEORGIA and
IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the authority of the same, as follows:

Section 1. Activation of Authority. The County, after diligent study and
review, hereby joins with the other Participants in finding and declaring that
there is a need for an authority to function in the area of solid waste manage-
ment. In conjunction with the other Participants, the County hereby activates
the Southwest Georgia Regional Solid Waste Management Authority (the
»Authority"), a public corporation created as an institution of purely public
charity, to perform an essential governmental function in the exercise of the
power conferred upon it by this Resolution and the Act.

Section 2. Appointment of Members. In accordance with the terms of
O.C.G.A. Section 12-8-54, the County hereby appoints
and

as members

of the Board of Directors of the Authority.

Section 3. Authorization of Agreement Among Participants. Under the
authority of Art. 9, Sec. 3, Par. 1 of the Constitution of the State of Georgia and
the Act, the execution, delivery and performance by the County of an Agree-
ment, dated as of May 1, 1992 (the "Agreement”), between and among the
County and each of the Participants and the Authority is hereby authorized.
The Agreement shall be in substantially the form attached hereto as Exhibit
"A" with such changes as are approved by the Chairman of the Board of
Commissioners of the County, and the execution of the Agreement by the
Chairman of the Board of Commissioners of the County, which is hereby
authorized, shail be conclusive evidence of such approval. The Agreement
shall provide for the activation of the Authority and the relationship between
and among the Participants, including the County, and establish on a prelimi-
nary basis the powers and duties of the Authority relating to research, study
and planning for projects for the management of solid waste on behalf of the
Participants. The Agreement shall only become effective upon its execution
by five counties pursuant to the authorization of such execution through duly
adopted resolutions.

Section 4. Other Actions. In order to carry out the formation and
activation of the Authority as aforesaid, the Chairman of the Board of
Commissioners of the County is further authorized to take any and all further
action and execute and deliver any and all other documents that may be neces-
sary or desirable in the execution, delivery, performance or approval of the
Ag:'leement and in order to carry out and effectuate fully the purposes thereof
and hereof.

day of ' 1992.
DOUGHERTY COUNTY, GEORGIA

ADOPTED, this

By

Chairman, Dougherty County Board
of Commissioners



(CORPORATE SEAL)

ATTEST:

Clerk, Dougherty County, Georgia
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EXHIBIT A
AGREEMENT_AMONG PARTICIPANTS

This Agreement made and entered into as of the dayof . __,
1992, by, between and among the City of Cairo, Georgia and the City of
Thomasville, Georgia, each a municipal corporation validly created and
existing under the laws of the State of Georgia, and Baker County, Georgia,
Calhoun County, Georgia, Colquitt County, Georgia, Decatur County, Georgia,
Dougherty County, Georgia, Early County, Georgia, Lee County, Georgia, Miller
County, Georgia, Mitchell County, Georgia, Seminole County, Georgia, Terrell
County, Georgia, and Worth County Georgia, each a political subdivision validly
created and existing under the laws of the State of Georgia;

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the City of Cairo, Georgia, and the City of Thomasville,
Georgia, each a municipal corporation validly created and existing under the
laws of the State of Georgia, and Baker County, Georgia, Calhoun County,
Georgia, Colquitt County, Georgia, Decatur County, Georgia, Dougherty County,
Georgia, Early County, Georgia, Lee County, Georgia, Miller County, Georgia,
Mitchell County, Georgia, Seminole County, Georgia, Terrell County, Georgia,
and Worth County, Georgia, each a political subdivision created and existing
under the laws of the State of Georgia (collectively, the "Participants”), after
diligent study and review, each have determined that there is a serious need
for the formatdon of a solid waste management authority to study, plan,
manage and provide financing for the Participants’ solid waste management
needs; and

WHEREAS, the General Assembly of the State of Georgia has heretofore
enacted the Regional Solid Waste Management Authority Act (the "Act")
pursuant to Ga. Laws 1990, page 412 et. seq., codified at Official Code of Georgia
Annotated Section 12-8-50, et. seq., providing for the creation in and for each
county and municipal corporation in the State of Georgia a public body
corporate and politic to be known as the Solid Waste Management Authority or
if any two or more counties of municipal corporations or a combination
thereof may jointly form an authority, the Regional Solid Waste Management
Authority, for such counties and municipal corporations; and

WHEREAS, each participant has determined that it is in the best interest
of the citizens of that Participant to joint with the other Participants in
forming such a Regional Solid Waste Management Authority to be known as
the "Southwest Georgia Regional Solid Waste Management Authority: (the
»Authority") and to participate in naming the members of the Authority under
the terms of Section 12-8-53 of the Act; and

WHEREAS, after diligent study and review, each Participant has also
determined that is is in the best interest of the citizens of that Participant for
each of the Participants to enter into an Agreement with the other
Participants providing for the activation of the Authority and the
appointment of the Board of Directors of the Authority under the terms of the
Act and to provide for the initial operation of the Authority and the
Authority's preliminary role in studying and planning for possible future



projects of the Authority and for the management of the Participant's solid
waste needs; and

WHEREAS, Art. 9, Section 3, Par. 1 of the Constitution of the State of
Georgia provides, in pertinent part, that any county, municipality or other
political subdivision of the State of Georgia may contract for any period not
exceeding fifty (50) years with each other or with any public agency, public
corporation, or public authority for joint services, for the provision of
services, or for the joint or separate use of facilities or equipment for such
activities, services or facilities which the county, municipality or public
authority is authorized by law to undertake or provide;

Section 1. Activation of Authority., The Participants have each
heretofore by resolution found and declared that there is need for an
authority to function in the area of solid waste management. Pursuant to the
authority granted in each of the Participants' resolutions (collectively, the
"Resolutions"), each Participant hereby joins in activating the regional solid
waste management authority to be known as the "Southwest Georgia Regional
Solid Waste Management Authority" (the "Authority”), a public corporation
created as an institution of purely public charity, to perform an essential
governmental function in the exercise of the power conferred upon it by the
Resolutions and the Act.

Section 2, Board of Directors. In accordance with the terms of Section
12-8-54 of the Act and under the authority of the Resolutions, the Participants
hereby appoint the following individuals to serve as members of the Board of
Directors of the Authority:

The above-named members of the Board of Directors shall meet
pursuant to the authority granted in this Agreement and shall appoint and
declare by resolution of the Authority an additional member of the Board of
Directors. The members of the Board of Directors of the Authority shall elect
one of their members as Chairman and another as Vice-Chairman and shall
also elect a Secretary and a Treasurer or a Secretary-Treasurer, either of
whom may but need not be a member of the Board of Directors. The directors
shall receive no compensation for their services but shall be reimbursed for
their actual expenses incurred in the performance of their duties. The
directors may make by-laws and regulations for the governing of the
Authority and the operation of any projects of the Authority and may delegate



t0 one or more of the officers, agents and employees of the Authority such

powers and duties as may be deemed necessary and proper. The Authority

functions, and the Authority may provide in such by-laws for the
establishment of an executive committee to operate in certain functions of the

the Authority.

Section 3. Powers of the Authority, The Authority shall have all of the
powers granted to regional solid waste management authorities under the Act,
including but not limited to the power of research, study and plan for the solid
waste management needs of the Participants and to gather data and research
all phases of the solid waste management needs of the Participants; provided,
however, the Authority shall hot have the power to borrow money, issue bonds
or enter into any financial obligations without the authorization of each of

Section 4. Severability. If any phrase, clause, sentence or paragraph of
this Agreement shaj] be held invalid or unconstitutional, it shall in no wise
affect the remaining provisions, which provisions shall remain in ful] force

and effect.

Section 5, Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in several
counterparts, each of which shall be an original, but all of which shall
constitute one and the same instrument.

Section 6. Geo;g'ja Law Controls. This Agreement is being entered into
with the intent that the laws of the State of Georgia shall govern its
construction and enforcement,

Dougherty County, Georgia

By:

County Commission Chairman

(Seal)

Attest:

Clerk



Request for Qualifications

Professional Services for Review,
Preliminary Planning and Consuitation Assistance
For Development of Southwest Georgia
Regional Solid Waste Disposal Facilities

Proposal Due NLT 4:00 p.m., July 15, 1992

Dear Prospective Consultants:

By Southwest Georgia Regional Development Center letter of June 22, 1992, 1
requested assistance. The initial task was to review options for a regional sys-
tem of solid waste disposal in Southwest Georgia.

At the first meeting of the newly created Southwest Georgia Regional Solid
Waste Management Authority, concerns were voiced that we needed to
consider the whole issue of solid waste. Whereas new regional landfills are
most probably a component of the needed system, the impact of other solid
waste handling/disposal technology should be evaluated.

In order that all prospective consultants are fully apprised of Authority's

desires, the following information is provided as an addendum to our letter of
22 June.

Proposal Submissions

Consultants desiring to offer their services for consideration should submit a
proposal for review. Proposal should contain yet not necessarily be limited to:

1. Description of Proposal

This section shall include a description of your approach to the project and
a time frame for each task.

2. Experience

Describe all past experiences as specifically relating to solid waste system
evaluation and/or design. Include also specific design work relative to
current Sub Title "D" requirements. Provide a listing of work that has
required acceptance by EPD or EPA.

Include the location of your principal office, the office responsible for this
project, and if a joint venture, the responsible parties for the project. This
submittal may take the form of a Standard Form (SF) 254.
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3. Qualificatons

Describe the quaiifications and experience of the staff members who will be
responsible for this work.

Cost and Payment

At this time the newly created Authority has no source of funding nor present
means to obtain such. Therefore as stated in RDC's lerter of June 22, 1992, the
Authority seeks the initial response at no charge.

The firm chosen by the Auf_hdrity.-will be given preferential consideration in -
awarding contracts for design and siting work once the planning process is
complete. No guarantee oOr promise to subsequent awards is implied however.

Selection Process
Based upon RFQ's received, selected firms will be invited to make presentations

to the Authority. Those presentations should be based on the following scope
of services. '

1. Review data provided by the RDC and develop planning information as to

the quantity, contents and distribution of the Southwest Georgia solid waste
stream.

2. Consider the impact of current Federal and State rules and regulations
relating to solid waste and project their impact on the Southwest Georgia solid
waste stream. Such would include yet not be limited to the reduction effect of

recycling programs, composting aiternatives, and thermal treatment alterna-
tives.

3. Review current technology for solid waste handling/disposal and recom-
mend a system approach for Southwest Georgia.

4. Recognizing the probability that landfilling of some portion of the solid
waste stream is required, evaluate based on siting criteria and projected trans-
portation costs, what optimum aumber of landfills in the region should be
considered and potential siting areas.

5. Develop an educational and decision matrix evaluating the options for
public or private ownership and operation and the combination thereto.

6. Provide conceptual input on the development of a regional waste trans-
portation system. Include possible decision factors as to whether transporta-

tdon shouid be a responsibility of the Authority or rest solely with the individ-
ual solid waste generator.

7. No governmental Sub Title "D" landfill currently exists in the Authority's
area and Federal Regulations become effective October, 1993. To be beneficial
the Authority needs to0 reach decision points in a timely manner. Accordingly
a consultant understanding this tasking would be expected to proceed in 2 dili-

gent and responsible manner and provide the Authority with initial
information briefings within sixty (60) days of a notice to proceed.



MEMORANDUM
TO: Chairman Richard H. West Mayor Turner Bostwich Mayor Reeves Lane
Calhoun County Commission City of Adington City of Edison
Mayor Gerald C. Dean Mayor FredJ. Oliver
City of Leary CGity of Morgan
FROM: Rick BM Planning and Environmental Management Division
CC: Southwest Georgia Regional Development Center

DATE: May 3, 2002
SUBJECT: Adjustment of 10-year Solid Waste Management Plan (SWMP) Updates

A decade ago, solid waste management planning was a top priority for local officials across
the state. Georgia had less than five years of disposal capacity and many parts of the state were
struggling to provide adequate solid waste collection services. In 1990, the Solid Waste
Management Act was adopted, requiring all local governments to prepare a Comprehensive
Solid Waste Management Plan that demonstrated:

a minimum of 10 years of solid waste disposal capacity,
identified an environmentally sound solid waste collection system, and

* set forth a strategy that would help the state achieve it’s goal of a 25% per capita
reduction in the disposal of municipal solid waste.

While the urgency to prepare and implement solid waste management plans has diminished,
the need to have an up-to-date Solid Waste Management Plan (SWMP) is as strong as ever.
Georgia’s population continues to grow, and while over 550 local governments have
implemented recycling programs, the state has fallen short of meeting its 25% waste disposal
reduction goal. Many of the solid waste management services provided by the public sector have
been privatized over the past decade, changing the level and type of solid waste management
services available throughout the state. And while the amount of disposal capacity in the state
has risen sharply over the last decade, this capacity is found in fewer, larger regional facilities.

With all of these changes and the changes to come over the next decade, it is critical that we
continue to monitor and plan for the proper management of the solid waste generated within our
state. In order to help eliminate duplicative planning efforts and to better coordinate local
government planning responsibilities, DCA has consolidated local Solid Waste Management and
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Page 2
May 3, 2002

Comprehensive planning due dates. Thus, the SWMP due date for Calhoun County Commission
and the cities of Arlington, Edison, Leary, and Morgan has been changed to coincide with the
established deadline for your Comprehensive Plan.

The 6/30/03 due'date for completion of the Solid Waste Management Plan update by

Calhoun County Commission and the cities of Arlington, Edison, Leary, and Morganhas'been
changed to 6/30/04.

To remain in compliance with State law and remain eligible for solid waste loans,
grants, and permits, Calhoun County Commission and the cities of Arlington, Edison,
Leary, and Morgan must prepare an updated Solid Waste Management Plan, have it
approved by DCA, and be locally:adopted by 6/30/04.

Please remember that this schedule also includes the time necessary for the Southwest
Georgia RDC and DCA to review and approve the Solid Waste Management Plan. Assistance
and guidance documents on preparing the Solid Waste Management Plan will be available in
November from your RDC Office or by contacting Mary Harrington of my staff at (404) 679-

3144 or mharring@dca.state.ga.us.

We hope this one time change in your solid waste management plan update schedule does
not create any undue inconveniences and that it presents an opportunity to enhance the
coordination of your local planning efforts. We believe that the local governments that are
affected by these changes will benefit from this decision.

RB/meh



GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF
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Mike Beatty Sonny Perdue
COMMISSIONER GOVERNOR
MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Mike Stuart, Chairman Honorable Turner Bostwick Honorable Lane Reeves
Calhoun County Commission Mayor of Arlington Mayor of Edison
Honorable Gerald C. Dean Honorable Fred J. Oliver
Mayor of Leary Mayor of Morgan

FROM: Rick Brook@,j})irector, Planning and Environmental Management Division
DATE: August 18, 2004
SUBJECT: Solid Waste Management Plans

This memorandum is a reminder that Calhoun County has not completed a fully updated solid waste
management plan in accordance with the Georgia Solid Waste Management Act of 1990. The updated Solid
Waste Management Plan should have been completed, approved by DCA, and locally adopted by June 30, 2004.
As a result, Calhoun County and the cities of Arlington, Edison, Leary, and Morgan have lost their eligibility to
receive any solid waste grants, loans, and permits administered by the Department of Community Affairs
(DCA), the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and the Georgia Environmental Facilities Authority
(GEFA).

In order to regain eligibility Calthoun County, in cooperation with the cities of Arlington, Edison, Leary, and
Morgan, must complete the following step(s):

1) Prepare a Solid Waste Management Plan that meets the requirements of the 2004 Minimum Planning
Standards and Procedures for Solid Waste Management.

2) Submit the Plan to your Regional Development Center, to be forwarded to DCA for review for
compliance with the Minimum Planning Standards and Procedures.

3) Officially adopt the new Plan, once DCA determines the Plan is in compliance with the 2004 Minimum
Planning Standards and Procedures, and notify your Regional Development Center of this action. Please
remember that the planning standards state that the adoption of the Plan must occur a minimum of 60
days after the plan update is first submitted to the RDC for review.

As soon as these steps have been completed, Calhoun County and the cities of Arlington, Edison, Leary, and
Morgan will be eligible to receive solid waste loans, grants, and permits. If you have any questions, please
contact Mary Harrington at (404) 679-3144 or mharring @dca.state.ga.us, or your RDC.

RB/meh
cc: Dan Bollinger, Sr., Executive Director, Southwest RDC

60 Executive Park South, N.E. « Atlanta, Georgia 30329-2231 » (404) 679-4940
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GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF

COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

Mike Beatty Sonny Perdue
COMMISSIONER GOVERNOR

MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Mike Stuart
Calhoun County Commission
FROM: Mike Gleaton, Director
Planning and Environmental Management Division
RE: Solid Waste Plan Recertification Schedule
DATE: October 6, 2006

As you are aware from the other memo in this envelope the due dates for many local
government’s Comprehensive Plans are being changed and extended by DCA. In 2003, we
aligned both the Solid Waste Management Planning due dates with the Comprehensive Plan due
dates for each city/county in order to maximize your local government’s planning efforts by
ensuring the population, economic, and land-use projections were consistently reflected in both
your solid waste management plan and comprehensive plan. While we continue to recognize the
importance of maintaining consistency among all of your local government’s plans, the
importance of timely, careful and accurate solid waste planning in Georgia has never been more
critical than it is today.

A recent Georgia Supreme Court ruling has empowered local governments throughout the State
to use their Solid Waste Management Plans as a tool to manage the siting, and potentially the
expansion of, solid waste handling facilities within their respective jurisdictions. While the
number of landfills in Georgia is shrinking, the landfills that are being sited and built continue to
grow in size making it all the more critical that local governments examine and plan for how
these facilities “fit” into their communities and this recent Supreme Court decision empowers
Georgia’s counties and cities to do just that. Additionally, markets in Georgia for commonly
recycled materials (paper, plastic, aluminum, etc.) have never been stronger yet, the amount of
recyclables being disposed in landfills instead of being diverted to these markets is on the rise.

Given these conditions, the due date for your community’s Solid Waste Management Plan
Update will not change and may be different from the due date of your local government’s
comprehensive plan. Approximately one-half of Georgia’s 700 counties and cities have already
updated their solid waste plans between 2003 and now, and the remaining one-half are scheduled
to have their solid waste plans completed between now and 2008. After this statewide cycle for
Solid Waste Management Plans is complete in 2008, DCA intends on realigning the due dates
for both your solid waste and comprehensive plans back to a single date for both plans.

60 Executive Park South, N.E.  Atlanta, Georgia 30329-2231 « (404) 679-4940
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Solid Waste Recertification October 6, 2006
Page 2

Given you have recently completed a fullSolid Waste Management Plan Update, your
community’s next full plan update will be due on®6/30/2015; at the same time your

Comprehensive Plan is due. Please note if conditions significantly change in your community
you should amend either or both of these plans to reflect these changes.

If you have any questions regarding this memo please contact Randy Hartmann, Director of the
Office of Environmental Management at (404) 679-4816 or at e-mail address

rhartman@dca.state.ga.us.
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Mike Beatty Sonny Perdue
COMMISSIONER GOVERNOR

MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Jerome Brackins
City of Arlington
FROM: Mike Gleaton, Director
Planning and Environmental Management Division
RE: Solid Waste Plan Recertification Schedule
DATE: October 6, 2006

As you are aware from the other memo in this envelope the due dates for many local
government’s Comprehensive Plans are being changed and extended by DCA. In 2003, we
aligned both the Solid Waste Management Planning due dates with the Comprehensive Plan due
dates for each city/county in order to maximize your local government’s planning efforts by
ensuring the population, economic, and land-use projections were consistently reflected in both
your solid waste management plan and comprehensive plan. While we continue to recognize the
importance of maintaining consistency among all of your local government’s plans, the
importance of timely, careful and accurate solid waste planning in Georgia has never been more
critical than it is today.

A recent Georgia Supreme Court ruling has empowered local governments throughout the State
to use their Solid Waste Management Plans as a tool to manage the siting, and potentially the
expansion of, solid waste handling facilities within their respective jurisdictions. While the
number of landfills in Georgia is shrinking, the landfills that are being sited and built continue to
grow in size making it all the more critical that local governments examine and plan for how
these facilities “fit” into their communities and this recent Supreme Court decision empowers
Georgia’s counties and cities to do just that. Additionally, markets in Georgia for commonly
recycled materials (paper, plastic, aluminum, etc.) have never been stronger yet, the amount of
recyclables being disposed in landfills instead of being diverted to these markets is on the rise.

Given these conditions, the due date for your community’s Solid Waste Management Plan
Update will not change and may be different from the due date of your local government’s
comprehensive plan. Approximately one-half of Georgia’s 700 counties and cities have already
updated their solid waste plans between 2003 and now, and the remaining one-half are scheduled
to have their solid waste plans completed between now and 2008. Afier this statewide cycle for
Solid Waste Management Plans is complete in 2008, DCA intends on realigning the due dates
for both your solid waste and comprehensive plans back to a single date for both plans.
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EQUAL HOUSING
OPPORTUNITY www.dca.state.ga.us @Recycled Paper
An Equal Opportunity Employer



Solid Waste Recertification October 6, 2006
Page 2

Given you have recently completed a full Solid Waste Management Plan Update, your
community’s next full plan update will be due on 6/30/2015, at the same time your

Comprehensive Plan is due. Please note if conditions significantly change in your community
you should amend either or both of these plans to reflect these changes.

If you have any questions regarding this memo please contact Randy Hartmann, Director of the
Office of Environmental Management at (404) 679-4816 or at e-mail address
rhartman@dca.state.ga us.
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Mike Beatty Sonny Perdue
COMMISSIONER GOVERNOR
MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Reeves Lane
City of Edison
FROM: Mike Gleaton, Director
Planning and Environmental Management Division
RE: Solid Waste Plan Recertification Schedule
DATE: October 6, 2006

As you are aware from the other memo in this envelope the due dates for many local
government’s Comprehensive Plans are being changed and extended by DCA. In 2003, we
aligned both the Solid Waste Management Planning due dates with the Comprehensive Plan due
dates for each city/county in order to maximize your local government’s planning efforts by
ensuring the population, economic, and land-use projections were consistently reflected in both
your solid waste management plan and comprehensive plan. While we continue to recognize the
importance of maintaining consistency among all of your local government’s plans, the
importance of timely, careful and accurate solid waste planning in Georgia has never been more
critical than it is today.

A recent Georgia Supreme Court ruling has empowered local governments throughout the State
to use their Solid Waste Management Plans as a tool to manage the siting, and potentially the
expansion of, solid waste handling facilities within their respective jurisdictions. While the
number of landfills in Georgia is shrinking, the landfills that are being sited and built continue to
grow in size making it all the more critical that local governments examine and plan for how
these facilities “fit” into their communities and this recent Supreme Court decision empowers
Georgia’s counties and cities to do just that. Additionally, markets in Georgia for commonly
recycled materials (paper, plastic, aluminum, etc.) have never been stronger yet, the amount of
recyclables being disposed in landfills instead of being diverted to these markets is on the rise.

Given these conditions, the due date for your community’s Solid Waste Management Plan
Update will not change and may be different from the due date of your local government’s
comprehensive plan. Approximately one-half of Georgia’s 700 counties and cities have already
updated their solid waste plans between 2003 and now, and the remaining one-half are scheduled
to have their solid waste plans completed between now and 2008. After this statewide cycle for
Solid Waste Management Plans is complete in 2008, DCA intends on realigning the due dates
for both your solid waste and comprehensive plans back to a single date for both plans.
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Given you have recently completed a full Solid Waste Management Plan Update, your
community’s next full plan update will be due on 6/30/2015, at the same time your

Comprehensive Plan is due. Please note if conditions significantly change in your community
you should amend either or both of these plans to reflect these changes.

If you have any questions regarding this memo please contact Randy Hartmann, Director of the
Office of Environmental Management at (404) 679-4816 or at e-mail address

rhartman@dca.state.ga.us.
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Mike Beatty Sonny Perdue
COMMISSIONER GOVERNOR
MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Gerald C. Dean
City of Leary
FROM: Mike Gleaton, Director
Planning and Environmental Management Division
RE: Solid Waste Plan Recertification Schedule
DATE: October 6, 2006

As you are aware from the other memo in this envelope the due dates for many local
government’s Comprehensive Plans are being changed and extended by DCA. In 2003, we
aligned both the Solid Waste Management Planning due dates with the Comprehensive Plan due
dates for each city/county in order to maximize your local government’s planning efforts by
ensuring the population, economic, and land-use projections were consistently reflected in both
your solid waste management plan and comprehensive plan. While we continue to recognize the
importance of maintaining consistency among all of your local government’s plans, the
importance of timely, careful and accurate solid waste planning in Georgia has never been more
critical than it is today.

Arecent Georgia Supreme Court ruling has empowered local governments throughout the State
to use their Solid Waste Management Plans as a tool to manage the siting, and potentially the
expansion of, solid waste handling facilities within their respective jurisdictions. While the
number of landfills in Georgia is shrinking, the landfills that are being sited and built continue to
grow in size making it all the more critical that local governments examine and plan for how
these facilities “fit” into their communities and this recent Supreme Court decision empowers
Georgia’s counties and cities to do just that. Additionally, markets in Georgia for commonly
recycled materials (paper, plastic, aluminum, etc.) have never been stronger yet, the amount of
recyclables being disposed in landfills instead of being diverted to these markets is on the rise.

Given these conditions, the due date for your community’s Solid Waste Management Plan
Update will not change and may be different from the due date of your local government’s
comprehensive plan. Approximately one-half of Georgia’s 700 counties and cities have already
updated their solid waste plans between 2003 and now, and the remaining one-half are scheduled
to have their solid waste plans completed between now and 2008. After this statewide cycle for
Solid Waste Management Plans is complete in 2008, DCA intends on realigning the due dates
for both your solid waste and comprehensive plans back to a single date for both plans.
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EQUAL HOUSING
OPPORTUNITY www.dca.state.ga.us @ Recycled Paper
An Equal Opportunity Emplover
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Given you have recently completed a full Solid Waste Management Plan Update, your
community’s next full plan update will be due on 6/30/2015, at the same time your

Comprehensive Plan is due. Please note if conditions significantly change in your community
you should amend either or both of these plans to reflect these changes.

If you have any questions regarding this memo please contact Randy Hartmann, Director of the
Office of Environmental Management at (404) 679-4816 or at e-mail address

rhartman(@dca.state.ga.us.
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Mike Beatty Sonny Perdue
COMMISSIONER . GOVERNOR
MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Fred J. Oliver
City of Morgan
FROM: Mike Gleaton, Director
Planning and Environmental Management Division
RE: Solid Waste Plan Recertification Schedule
DATE: October 6, 2006

As you are aware from the other memo in this envelope the due dates for many local
government’s Comprehensive Plans are being changed and extended by DCA. In 2003, we
aligned both the Solid Waste Management Planning due dates with the Comprehensive Plan due
dates for each city/county in order to maximize your local government’s planning efforts by
ensuring the population, economic, and land-use projections were consistently reflected in both
your solid waste management plan and comprehensive plan. While we continue to recognize the
importance of maintaining consistency among all of your local government’s plans, the
importance of timely, careful and accurate solid waste planning in Georgia has never been more
critical than it is today.

A recent Georgia Supreme Court ruling has empowered local governments throughout the State
to use their Solid Waste Management Plans as a tool to manage the siting, and potentially the
expansion of, solid waste handling facilities within their respective jurisdictions. While the
number of landfills in Georgia is shrinking, the landfills that are being sited and built continue to
grow in size making it all the more critical that local governments examine and plan for how
these facilities “fit” into their communities and this recent Supreme Court decision empowers
Georgia’s counties and cities to do just that. Additionally, markets in Georgia for commonly
recycled materials (paper, plastic, aluminum, etc.) have never been stronger yet, the amount of
recyclables being disposed in landfills instead of being diverted to these markets is on the rise.

Given these conditions, the due date for your community’s Solid Waste Management Plan
Update will not change and may be different from the due date of your local government’s
comprehensive plan. Approximately one-half of Georgia’s 700 counties and cities have already
updated their solid waste plans between 2003 and now, and the remaining one-half are scheduled
to have their solid waste plans completed between now and 2008. After this statewide cycle for
Solid Waste Management Plans is complete in 2008, DCA intends on realigning the due dates
for both your solid waste and comprehensive plans back to a single date for both plans.
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Given you have recently completed a full Solid Waste Management Plan Update, your
community’s next full plan update will be due on 6/30/2015, at the same time your

Comprehensive Plan is due. Please note if conditions significantly change in your community
you should amend either or both of these plans to reflect these changes.

If you have any questions regarding this memo please contact Randy Hartmann, Director of the
Office of Environmental Management at (404) 679-4816 or at e-mail address
rhartman@dca.state.ga.us.




DataBase Template

\ General Information
Base Year: —— Date of Plan: T
ear an:%mﬂ)ﬂun
RDC: —tca) oo, SW Plan Jurisdiction: —C
Name U Name
Local Govt Name: 1990 Pop: Est 1996 Pop: ./
Name Number N
Base Year Waste Disposed: Pounds per Person per Day: _—-_—~__ Recycling Credit:
Pounds ons
Projected Waste Disposed: .é__ Proj (1996) PPD: —_— Proj Tons w/25% Reduction:
Tons Pounds Tons
Residential Waste: %: Commerical: %: Industrial: %:
Tons Tons Tons
Individual Government as % of Plan: ...’
Population %
Current Collection & Disposal Methods
Collection Provider: public: i private: R
Local Govt Name Hauling Company
Collection Method: residential: _____—— ______ commercial: ___ga A ______
Curb, Box, Conv Center, Back Door Box, Roll-Off
Initial Destination: __t-''  Life:__ 9 Final Destination: _Q 2| hov Life: _7
Transfer or Fill Years Fill Site/Incinerator Name  Years (incl V-Ex)
Type of Fills: MSW: Inert Waste: C&D: Vertical Ex: Life:
YorN YorN YorN YorN Years
Waste Shipped: = — Associated Costs: —_— Tipping Fees: — i

Proposed Collection & Disposal Methods

e

Collection Provider: public: private:
Local Govt Name (for 1996) Planned Hauling Company (for 1996)
Collection Method: residential: - commercial: f
Curb, Box, Conv Center, Back Door (1996) x, Roll-Off (for 1996)
Initial Destination: years 1-3: e years4-6: —___ years 7-10: v
Transfer or Fill Transfer or Fill Transfer or Fill
Final Destination: — - Life:
Fill Site/Incinerator Name Years Projeced
Application for Vertical Extension: __Y_ Approved: Life:
YorN YorN
Present Sub D Fill: — — Completion: Life: Est Cost:
Name of Existing Sub D Year/Month Years Dollars
Regionwide Sub D: s o;é. Y Completion: T Life: — Est Cost: —
: tion: ife: Y
Const New Sub D g Ty Completion vy Life — Est Cost T
Tipping Fees: Estimated Closure Costs: 5 year: 30 year:

Dollars Per Ton Dollars ' Dollars




DataBase Template

Reduction Efforts
Current Collection Meth: curbside: drop-off : . MREF: reuse prog: c/centr; e
(Recycling Only) YorN YorN Ya N YoaN YorN
Current Materials Reduced

tires: ———— aluminum: newspaper: .. cardboard: other paper:

Tons Tons
glass: plastic: white goods: yard trimmings: — other: —

ff : MRF: : tr:
grzl;omsid Ol(jo;)llecuon Meth: curbs1de drop-o = — reuse prog % c/cen g
ijected Materials Targeted for Reduction

tires: T aluminum: newspaper: cardboard: other paper:

ons
glass: plastic: white goods: _.é_ yard trimmings: _(?_B_ other:

Tons Tons Tons Tons Tons
Proposed Reduction Markets: local: public: T private: —

Composting Projects: municipal: —r home: Yo

Education/Public Involvement
Other: %:W Staffin

Current Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B: g Podorvel

Proposed Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B: Other: Staffing:

YorN YorN Paid or Vol

X7
Funding Sources: public: Amount:
YorN

private:
YorN Dollars Allocated

Financing Element

Current Disposal Costs: ———. Current Total Costs: 86,700 __
Dollars Dollars Dollars
Collection per Capita: ———— Disposal per Capita: — .. Total Costs per Capita: —bes
Dollars Dollars Dollars

Proj Collection Costs: __CL Proj Disposal Costs: ——t.ozil.. Proj Total Costs: —2uB 7__
ars (1996) Dollars (1996) Dollars (1996)
Current Costs: Ed:

Reduction: Projected Costs: Ed: —Z-%__ Reduction: —2/3__
Dollars Dollars (1996) Dollars (1996)
Current Methods of Funding

General Fund: e SPLOST: o Ent Fund/User Fees:_. i

ars Dollars

Current Collection Costs:

Per Capita Fees: - Govt Grants: __Z
Dollars Fed § /State §

Proposed Methods of Funding

General Fund: e SPLOST: e Ent Fund/User Fees: bﬁﬁm

Per Capita Fees: Govt Grants: __Z
Fed$ /Siate §

Projected Capitol/Equipment/Structural Costs (excluding Landfills); L5500

Dollars




DataBase Template

General Information

Ve D
RDC: SW Plan Jurisdiction:

Name * Name

Local Govt Name: A 1990 Pop: Est1996 Pop: e -2 __

(Name

Base Year Waste Disposed:

Pounds per Person per Day: Recycling Credit: e

Tons ons

Proj (1996) PPD: 2| Proj Tons w/25% Reduction: &8
Pounds

Tons

Projected Waste Disposed:

Tons

Residential Waste: — %: Commerical: %: e Industrial:

ons Tons

%: e

Individual Government as % of Plan: o
Population %

Current Collection & Disposal Methods
Collection Provider: public: J S private:
Govt Name

Hauling Company
Collection Method: residential: ____ <"~ ______ commercial;
Curb, Box, Conv Center, Back Door Box, Roll-Off

Initial Destination: ___~ ' Life: Final Destination: Life:
Transfer or Fill Years Fill Site/Incinerator Name  Years (incl V-Ex)

Inert Waste: C&D: Vertical Ex: Life:
YorN YorN YorN Yo N Years

Associated Costs: — Tipping Fees: — T

Type of Fills: MSW:

Waste Shipped:

Imported or Exported

Proposed Collection & Disposal Methods

Collection Provider: public: ko private: .
Local Gévt Name (for 1996) Planned Hauling Company (for 1996)

Collection Method: residential: — COMmMercial: -
Curb, Box, Conv Center, Back Door (1996) Box, Roll-Off (for 1996)

Initial Destination: years 1-3: e per—a years 4-6: e years 7-10: —
Final Destination: —C e ln___ ] Life: o

Application for Vertical Extension: ToR Approved: o Life:

Present Sub D Fill: N TESTe AT Completion: vy Life: - Est Cost: -

Regionwide Sub D: "'n.ﬁ;;:rms;ﬁ"‘ Completion: i Life: ——— Est Cost: e

Const New Sub D: PPy L Completion: vy Life: — Est Cost: o

“Wi"gk“’m Estimated Closure Costs: 5 year: i 30 year: i




DataBase Template

Reduction Efforts
eth: curbside: - ff Y MREF: reuse - ——
Current%ggc)acuonM S drop-o! s 2T use prog — c/centr: —
Cunent Materials Reduced
tires: e aluminum: newspaper: cardboard: other paper: e
Tons Tons
glass: - plastic: white goods: e yard trimmings: — other: o
m&umonm cuxbsxdc T drop-off : f— MRF:?:‘_N reuseprog:m c/centr: =%
Pro_lected Matenals Targeted for Reduction
tires: — aluminum: NEWSPAPET: meere cardboard: b other paper: —
glass: — plastic: e white goods: — yard trimmings: — other: =
Proposed Reduction Markets: local: public: T private: oR
Composting Projects: municipal: S 7 — home: —v
Education/Public Involvement
Current Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B: = Other: = Staffing: vyt
Proposed Reduction Education Progmm\s}: GeorgiaC & B: o Other: =R Staffing e o
Funding Sources: public: private: Amount: el
YorN Yo N Dollars Allocated
Financing Element

Current Collection Costs:

Current Disposal Costs: e Current Total Costs: _&
Dollars Dollars Dollars
Collection per Capita: —e— Disposal per Capita: R T Total Costs per Capita:

Dollars
Proj Collection Costs:.T);.ﬁ-.;‘W Proj Disposal Costs: = Proj Total Costs: -Do%(_lm
Current Costs: Ed: Reduction: Projected Costs: Ed: Rcdu R
Dollars ars Dollars (1996 " Dot (1996)
Current Methods of Funding
. a—— . . 6 ;
General Fund = SPLOST e Ent Fund/User Fees: T
. . _ . 4
Per Capita Fees: T Govt Grants e
Proposed Methods of Funding
General Fund: —— SPLOST: e Ent Fund/User Fees: T
Per Capita Fees: Govt Grants: 2
Fed$/Suate $

Projected Capitol/Equipment/Structural Costs (excluding Landfills): 78 D:;;?m




DataBase Template

General Information 9
e Dase o e e

RDC: Sov 5 SW Plan Jurisdiction:

Name ] Name

Base Year:

Local Govt Name: 1990 Pop: i Est 1996 Pop: e

Name

Base Year Waste Disposed: Pounds per Person per Day:

Tons Tons

.~ Proj (1996) PPD: Proj Tons w/25% Reduction: 8 7% _

ons Pounds Tons

Residential Waste: = %: Commerical: %: L Industrial: %2l

ons Tons Tons

Individual Government as % of Plan:

Projected Waste Disposed:

Population %

Current Collection & Disposal Methods
ion Provider: public: ivate: —
Collection er: public PO ToT— priv .

Collection Method: residential: ___CV* > commercial:
Curb, Box, Conv Center, Back Door Box, Roll-Off

Initial Destination: _____~ ' Life: Final Destination: Life: ___
Transfer or Fill Years Fill Site/Incinerator Name  Years (inc] V-Ex)

Type of Fills: MSW: _Y __ Inert Waste: C&D: Vertical Ex: Life:
YaN YoaN YoN YorN Years

~

Waste Shipped: T T T Associated Costs:_w Tipping Fees: T 7 e

Proposed Collection & Disposal Methods

i ider: lic: ivate:
Collection Provider: public Local Govt Name (for 1996) private Planned Hauling Company (for 1996)
Collection Method: msxdenn&l‘:'b. Box, Conv Center, Back Door (19%%?"““31 Box, Roll-Off (for 1996)
Initial Destination: years1-3: L' years 4-6; ——_____ years 7-10;

Transfer or Fill Transfer or Fill Transfer ar Fill

Final Destination: T — Life: ey

Application for Vertical Extension: Approved: ToR Life:
or
ill: — letion: ife: "

Present Sub D Fill e T Completion oy Life — Est Cost —
Regionwide Sub D: o TR Completion: vy Life: = Est Cost: e
Const New Sub D: — YT Completion: i Life: e Est Cost: —
Tipping Fees: — et Estimated Closure Costs: 5 year: 30 year:




DataBase Template

Reduction Efforts
Meth: curbside: == s T ?
Current %ongecnon e S 7o drop-off : = MRF — reuse prog: TR c/centr: T
&m'ent Materials Reduced
tires: aluminum: newspaper: cardboard: other paper; e _____
Tons Tons
glass: = plastic: white goods: yard trimmings: - other: —
Proposed Collecnon Meth: curbstde == drop-oﬁ' o MRF. reuse prog: e c/centr; e
YoaN oaN Yo N YorN
PrOJected Matenals Targeted for Reductxon
tires: e aluminum: newspaper: cardboard: other paper; e ____

Tons Tons Tons Tons

white goods: _2_ yard trimmings: other:

glass:
Proposed Reduction Markets. local:

plastic:

Tons

public: private:

Yo N Yo N

Composting Projects: municipal: _YNNL home:

Education/Public Involvement
Current Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B: Other: Staffing:
YaN Paid or Vol

Other: Y_ Stafﬁng

Amount:
YorN Dollars Allocated

Proposed Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B:

Funding Sources: public: private:
Yo N

Financing Element
Current Collection Costs: — Current Disposal Costs: Current Total Costs:
Collection per Capita: _L Disposal per Capita: e Total Costs per Capita:
Proj Collection Costs: _ﬂ__ Proj Disposal Costs: L:£8_____ Proj Total Costs:

Dollars (1996) Dollars (1996)
Current Costs: Ed: = Reduction: Projected Costs: Ed:

s
Current Methods of Funding
General Fund: = SPLOST: Ent Fund/User Fees: e

llars Dollars Dollars

ita Fees: Go P4
Per Capita Fees o vt Grants TS

Proposed Methods of Funding

General Fund: —s= SPLOST: — Ent Fund/User Fees: .

Per Capita Fees: Govt Grants: 2

Dollars

ﬂﬁEU”Q
Reduction; -2~

Dollars (1996) Dollars (1996)

Fed $/Sute$
Projected Capitol/Equipment/Structural Costs (excluding Landfills): ) Doﬁb




DataBase ‘lemplate

Base Ye ne 0 tion Date of Plan
Year : Yﬁ%ﬁ’?ﬁfm
RDC: SW Plan Jurisdiction: &)*
Name : Name
. 7 . . 'O
Local Govt Name: L 1990 Pop: Est 1996 Pop: 690

Base Year Waste Disposed: _Tas_ﬁ Pounds per Person per Day: _—.—___ Recycling Credit:

Tons

Proj (1996) PPD: Proj Tons w/25% Reduction: <5

‘Tons Pounds Tons

%: o Commerical: %: e Industrial: %o: 2.

Tons Tons Tons

Individual Govemment as % of Plan:

Projected Waste Disposed:
Residential Waste:

Population %

Current Collection & Disposal Methods
Collection Provider: public: / ivate;
P Local Govi Name pr Hauling Company
Collection Method: residential: —— o commercial:
Curb, Box, Conv Centes, Back Door Box, Roll-Off
Initial Destination: __ € Life: _ 9 Final Destination: Life:
Transfer or Fill Years Fill Site/Incinerator Name ~ Years (incl V-Ex)
C&D: Vertical Ex: Life:
YoN YorN YorN Years

Type of Fills: MSW: _L_Y = Inert Waste:
or
Waste Shipped:

= T Associated Costs: i Tipping Fees: —TeTo T

Proposed Collection & Disposal Methods

lecti ider: public: 1 Vate: ———
Collection Provider: public: el —— (for 1996) P et Fasing Company o 5587

llection Method: residential: ——— commercial:
Co Curb, Box, Conv Center, Back Door (1996) a Box, Roll-Off (for 1996)

Initial Destination: years 1-3: —r years 4-6: —rm—— years 7-?0: ——
Final Destination: Fill Sitefincinerator Name Late: Yean Projeced

Application for Vertical Extension: Approved: T Life:

Present Sub D Fill: Ty Completion: T Life: = Est Cost: —~i—

Regionwide Sub D: . Nm*; gy Completion: v Life: — Est Cost: o

Const New Sub D: g T Completion: i Life: — Est Cost:_D_“.n.lT

Tipping Fees: et Estimated Closure Costs: 5 year: 30 year:

Dollars Dollars




DataBase Template

Reduction Efforts
ion Meth: curbside: —__ ff MREF: i ? e
Current %)ﬂlkcnon e YuNdrop—o — — reuse prog e c/centr: o
Current Materials Reduced
tires: — aluminum: newspaper: — cardboard: — other paper: —_—
glass: o plastic: o white goods: = yard trimmings: fe other: =
Proposed ogo;)llecuon Meth: cmbsxde:.m drop-off :m MRF:m reuse prog:.m clcentr:m
Projected Materials Targeted for Reduction
tires: — aluminum: T NEWSPAPET? e cardboard: — other paper: —_
glass: plastic: white goods: i A yard trimmings: other:
Tons Tons
Proposed Reduction Markets: local: public: o ._ private: —
Composting Projects: municipal: Yn home: ——
Education/Public Involvement
Current Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B: — Other: — Staffing: T
Proposed Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B: T Other: =R Staffing: e
Funding Sources: public:—_ private: Amount: o5
YorN YorN Dollars Allocated
Financing Element
Current Collection Costs: Current Disposal Costs: Current Total Costs: Z—
lars Doliars Dollars
0} Py . o Seme ame 2_
Collection per Capita: _DollmL Disposal per Capita: —5—=— Total Costs per Capita: ——
Proj Collection Costs: 1955 Proj Disposal Costs: Dol (996 Proj Total Costs: )
Current Costs: Ed: Reduction: Projected Costs: Ed: 2.5 __ Reduction; ..
Dollars Dollars Dollars (1996) Dollars (1996)
Current Methods of Funding
General Fund: e SPLOST: o Ent Fund/User Fees: ol L5
i : - Govt Grants:
Per Capita Fees Dollars s Fed$/Sute §
Proposed Methods of Funding
General Fund: s SPLOST: — o Ent Fund/User Fees: —
Per Capita Fees: Govt Grants: e~
Fed$/Suie $

Projected Capitol/Equipment/Structural Costs (excluding Landfills):

Dollars




DataBase Template

General Information
Date of Plan;

e .
RDC: . - SW Plan Jurisdiction:

Name Name

: AN : Pop:
Local Govt Name o 1990 Pop e Est 1996 Pop

Base Year Waste Disposed: .%;BL Pounds per Person per Day: =2 Recycling Credit: —

Base Year:

Proj (1996) PPD: Proj Tons w/25% Reduction: L.~ 2 _
Tons Pounds Tons

%: - _  Commerical: %: Industrial: T %: =

Tons Tons ons

Individual Government as % of Plan:

Projected Waste Disposed:

Residential Waste:

Population %

Current Collection & Disposal Methods

Collection Provider: public: ﬁ“')r‘v ivate:

P LocalGovt Name e Hauling Company
Collection Method: residential: ___ £ commercial:

Curb, Box, Conv Center, Back Door Box, Rol)-Off
Initial Destination: _____'_______ Life: Final Destination; Life; ___
Transfer or Fill Years Fill Site/Incinerator Name  Years (incl V-Ex)
Type of Fills: MSW: Inert Waste: C&D: Vertical Ex: Life:
YorN YorN Yo N YorN Years

Waste Shipped: “Eroed Associated Costs: —_— Tipping Fees: N 7Ty 77 T

Proposed Collection & Disposal Methods

private: -
Local Govt Name (for 1996) Planned Hauling Company (for 1996)

Collection Method: residential: ——— COMMercial;
Curb, Box, Conv Center, Back Door (1996) Box, Roll-Off (for 1996)

Collection Provider: public:

Initial Destination: years 1-3: —_— years 4-6: e years 7-10: s
Final Destination: _C '%l = — Life: ?jmm

Application for Vertical Extension: TR Approved: T Life:

Present Sub D Fill: i STy Completion: o Life: = Est Cost: —z=

Regionwide Sub D: %%50— Completion: Yw:m Life: — Est Cost: ——

Const New Sub D: TR Completion: i Life: — Est Cost: -

Tipping Fees: Estimated Closure Costs: 5 year:

Dollars Per Ton Dollars 30 year:

Dollars




DataBase Template

Reduction Efforts

Current Coll Meth: curbside: _drop-oﬂ' ! emee. MRF: Yow |+ p
(Rncydmg%glymon YorN YaN Felse prog: YaN Glcen Yo N

Cun'ent Materials Reduced

tires: alunnnum:.ﬁ_newspapm — cardboard: — otherpaper:.v
glass:.._.__. plastic: white goods: yard trimmings: other: e

Tons

PmposedCollecnonMeﬂm curbsxde _Ldmp-off g MRF: o rouse prog: — cloentr___

YouaN YorN YouN YaN
Projected Materials Targeted for Reduction
tires: = aluminum: = REWspaper: m cardboard: — other paper: —_—
glass: plastic: white goods: yard trimmings: _% other: =
Proposed Reduction Ma:kas. local: public: Yan— private: o
Composting Projects: municipal: T home: Yon
Education/Public Involvement
Current Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B: = Other: s Staffing: vyt
Proposed Reduction Education Programs: Georgia C & B: = Other: =R Staffing: g
Funding Sources: public: Y private: Amount: _ZL
Yor Yo N Dollars Allocated
Financing Element
Current Collection Costs: %% Current Disposal Costs: Current Total Costs: '_DjTL
ars
Collection per Capita: — Disposal per Capita: Total Costs per Capita:
Dollars Dollars
Z .72 ‘D . 2072 3/,

Proj Collection Costs: 'DTu'm_(x;”F Proj Disposal Costs: % Proj Total Costs: m
Current Costs: Ed: Reduction: Projected Costs: Ed: ZZ__ Reduction:

Dollars (1996) Dolllrs (1996)

Curlent Methods of Funding
General Fund: — SPLOST: s Ent Fund/User Fees: T
i . —_— M /
Per Capita Fees e Govt Grants — s
Proposed Methods of Funding
General Fund: g SPLOST: — Ent Fund/User Fees: ——
ita Fees: ! e
Per Capita Fees Govt Grants TS

Projected Capitol/Equipment/Structural Costs (excluding Landfills): ¢ e






