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 Metropolitan Solid Waste Management Advisory Committee 

January 11, 2013,   -   11:15 a.m. to 1:15 p.m. 
King Street Center 8th Floor Conference Room 

 
Meeting Minutes 

 
Members   Others 

Paul Mallary Algona  Diane Carlson, King County Executive’s Office 

Diana Quinn Algona  Jeff Gaisford, SWD Recycling & Environmental Services Mgr. 

Joan Nelson Auburn  Kathy Hashagen, SWD Staff 

Bill Peloza Auburn  Kevin Kiernan, SWD Assistant Director 

Alison Bennett Bellevue  Laila McClinton, SWD Staff 

Susan Fife-Ferris Bellevue  Pat McLaughlin, SWD Director 

Sabrina Combs Bothell  Beth Mountsier, King County Council Staff 

Barre Seibert Clyde Hill  Mike Reed, King County Council Staff 

Glenn Akramoff Covington  Diane Yates, Intergovernmental Liaison 

Laura Techico Des Moines   

Chris Searcy Enumclaw  Guests 

Rob Van Orsow Federal Way  Deanna Dawson, Sound Cities Association 

David Fujimoto Issaquah  Signe Gilson, CleanScapes 

Micah Bonkowski Issaquah  Kathy Mantz, Waste Management 

Gina Hungerford Kent  Laura Moser, Waste Management 

Kelly Ferron Kirkland   

John MacGillivray Kirkland   

Bob Lee Lake Forest Park   

Diana Pistoll Maple Valley   

Carol Simpson Normandy Park   

Jon Spangler Redmond   

Linda Knight Renton   

Tom Gut SeaTac   

Rika Cecil Shoreline   

Chris Eggen Shoreline   

Scott MacColl Shoreline   

Mike Roy Snoqualmie   

Frank Iriarte Tukwila   

Zach Schmitz Woodinville   

 

Minutes& Agenda Review 

Action item: The December MSWMAC minutes were approved as written.  

 

Some members requested that a more expanded version of the minutes be provided in the 

future.  

 

Updates 

SWD 

 During the EIS scoping period, two properties and a no-action alternative were being 

considered. In December the City of Auburn brought forward a site for consideration. 

Though the site had previously been evaluated, Auburn had updated information that 

makes the property worth considering. Staff is working to assess the site and more 

information will be available soon. 
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 Tonnage was higher in the final six weeks of 2012 than in the same period in 2011. The 

division is optimistic about the continued recovery. Actual tonnage in 2012 was 8/10 of 

a percent less than the forecast. 

 The comp plan was ready to transmit at the beginning of 2012 but was placed on hold 

until the ILAs were updated. The comp plan is being revised to reflect the new 

commitments made in that document including MSWMAC’s role in advising the 

division on financial policies, long-term disposal option planning coordination, city 

mitigation and more. In addition changes in facts like tonnage and city borders will also 

be reflected in the plan. A revised version is expected to be ready for MSWMAC in 

February and to be transmitted to the Executive by the end of that month.  

SWAC 

 SWAC did not meet in December. 

 

ILAs 

The ILAs and briefing materials were distributed to cities December 28. A non-binding 

statement of interest form was also included. The County requests that the cities return those 

forms by January 31 to assist in financial planning. 

 

Division staff have visited several cities to provide briefings on the ILAs. Contact Diane if 

your city would like to schedule a briefing. Please also let her know if you are scheduling 

action on the ILA.  

 

The current ILA established a Solid Waste Interlocal Forum (SWIF) for discussion of policy 

and for development of the comp plan. SWIF membership is the same as the Regional Policy 

Committee, minus Seattle. Historically, SWIF is briefed a few times each year for about 30 

minutes on various topics. 

 

Provisions regarding the SWIF continue in the new ILA because it cannot be assumed that all 

cities will adopt the agreement. However, in Article 9, the new ILA more clearly defines the 

role of MSWMAC. It establishes MSWMAC as a contractual obligation and opens 

membership to all cities in the solid waste system. MSWMAC generally meets monthly and 

devotes about 2 hours to solid waste topics.  

 

Divisional Priorities 

MSWMAC received a presentation about the process being used by the division to determine 

business priorities. A copy of the presentation is available here. Members were asked for their 

input about priorities to consider. Comments included: 

 Focus on removing more organics from the waste stream. 

 Identify options in addition to Cedar Grove for processing organics.  

 Build disposal capacity at Cedar Hills (Area 8).  

 Support the Medicine Take Back program 

 Improve multi-family recycling. 

 Unify recycling across King County. Ensure materials recyclable at home are also 

recyclable at work. 

 Consider bans of some materials. Examples include mattresses, tires, and Styrofoam. 

http://your.kingcounty.gov/extranet/dnrp/swd/MSWMAC_&_SWAC/MSWMAC%201_11_13%20Amended%20and%20Restated%20Solid%20Waste%20Interlocal%20Agreement.pdf
http://your.kingcounty.gov/extranet/dnrp/swd/MSWMAC_&_SWAC/MSWMAC%2012%2014%2012%20Briefing%20Packet%2012%2014%2012.pdf
http://your.kingcounty.gov/extranet/dnrp/swd/MSWMAC_&_SWAC/MSWMAC%201_11_13%20SWD%20Priority%20Planning%202013.pdf
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 Develop future financial models that are complimentary with reducing waste. Look 

closely at increased diversion and its impact on funding. 

 Prioritize produce responsibility/product stewardship. Look at how the cities and the 

County can support that work. 

 Increase education of recycling options including locations of recycling facilities. 

Members were invited to share additional ideas with Diane.  

 

State Legislation Update 

There are two product stewardship bills that will be introduced this year. Both are backed by 

the product manufacturers. 

 

Paint Stewardship: The bill authorizes paint manufacturers to finance and manage a statewide 

program to manage unwanted latex and oil-based paint from residents and businesses. The 

program would be funded through an assessment on paint. A product stewardship program is 

expected to increase the number of collection points state wide from 50 to over 200 permanent 

sites increasing the amount of paint collected from 191,000 to 584,000 gallons per year. 

Similar legislation has been enacted in Oregon, California, Connecticut, and Rhode Island. 

 

Small Rechargeable Battery Recycling: Call2Recycle is a voluntary program created by major 

battery manufacturers. Since it was created, many new manufacturers have entered the market 

who do not want to participate even though the program recycled their batteries. The bill is 

needed to ensure all manufacturers participate in a product stewardship program.  

 

Implementation of enacted product stewardship legislation for Mercury-Containing Lights has 

been delayed. The sole respondent to an RFP to implement the plan withdrew its response 

citing concerns about a lawsuit filed by the National Electrical Manufacturers Association. The 

lawsuit challenge the legality of the Ecology rules that went into effect Dec 17, 2012. Updates 

and additional information are available at www.walights.org. 

 

The Seattle-King County Board of Health subcommittee expects public hearings on Secure 

Medicine Return to occur in March or April. Pharmaceutical organizations filed suit against 

Alameda County that recently passed similar legislation. The DEA has issued draft rules 

allowing pharmacies to collect controlled substances.  

 

Plastic Bags: Programs and Policies 

Plastic bag reduction/recycling is receiving significant media attention. Though plastic bags 

comprise only 0.3 percent of the waste stream they present problems from littering, appearing 

with other plastics as marine pollution and causing production problems and expense at 

materials recovery facilities (MRF). There are four options to handling plastic bags that are not 

all mutually exclusive: 

 retail store plastic bag ban with a charge on paper bags – A concern is that it may/will 

result in the use of more paper bags which also has environmental costs. 

 retail store bag fee on both types of bags – would not remove as many plastic bags from 

the waste stream as the first option. 

 plastic bag disposal ban – would require education enforcement – bans on recyclable 

materials have been used fairly successfully in Seattle. 

http://www.walights.org/
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 education – previous campaigns have had limited success. 

The division surveyed more than thirty organizations and cities (not including Seattle) about 

plastic bags in the summer of 2012. A summary of the results of that survey is available here. 

 

The plastic bag industry has shown limited interest in product stewardship programs. Statewide 

legislation has not been successful elsewhere in the United States. A model ordinance could be 

prepared for use in smaller jurisdictions.  

 

MSWMAC was asked to think about this issue in conjunction with their work plan. 

 

Public Comment  

There was no public comment. 

http://your.kingcounty.gov/extranet/dnrp/swd/MSWMAC_&_SWAC/MSWMAC%201_11_%2013%20KC%20Plastic%20Bags%20Summary.pdf

