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your company’s applica-
tion for a preliminary
franchise until all terms of
a Host Agreement or simi-
lar contract are agreed
upon. Accordingly, please
be advised that it is our
intent not to act on your
company’s application at
this time,” the letter
states.

The proposed changes
come a surprise to many
who have been following
the actions of the
Envirecnmental Review
Committee. Many thought
the State would enact a
per ton tax on waste dis-
posal in the state as well
as changes made to the
franchise and permitting
rules.

“However, everyone I
have spoken with s
shocked at the extent of
the changes,” Crumpton
said. “The State did not
have a capacity problem,
nor - an ' environmental:
problem with the new
Subtitle D Landfills. They
will now have a serious
capacity problem in the
future yesars along with a
significant cost issue for
the citizens on the State if
the legislation is passed as
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is currently written.”

The changes also come
as a surprise to Waste
Management. The compa-
ny thought that some gray
areas in the current rules
would be improved upon.

“In these rules they real-
ly didn't address any of
the gray areas and unfor-
tunately the created new
gray areas where they
gave the division of solid
waste authority to only
permit landfill after
you've gone through all of
this local stuff, which is
usually about $2 million
worth of work,” Peverall
said. .

These new gray areas
mentioned by Peverall
could cause future landfill
projects throughout the
state to be tied up in the
courts until they're
worked out.

“If they do pass this and
we get the site suitability
package completed solid
waste is going through the
permit review process,”
Peverall said. “The way
they are drafted now we
feel they are very litiga-
tion prone. They took a

five-year process and
made it a ten-year
process.”

Scotland County and
Waste Management would

be one of the first counties
to go through the permit-
ting process under the
new rules.

Anson County was one
of the first counties that
permitted a landfill after
Subtitle D rules were
passed that created the
modern landfill regula-
tions waste companies fol-
low today. It took Anson
County 10 years to fight
through the court system
and have their landfill
permitted.

A future like that would-
n't look good for Scotland
County, Peverall said.

“So here the county is
waiting for their $4 mil-
lion a year, we are paying
interest on $2 to $3 mil-
lion that we've invested
and (the project) is tied up
in court,” Peverall said.

Waste Management
wouldn’t have a problem
with the new changes,
Peverall said, if they were
based on science.

“These rules create
about $200,000 more per
acre to build the landfill,”
Peverall said. “If they
were truly more protective

of the environment we

wouldn't have any prob-
lem with it.”

Double liners, Peverall
said, are mostly used in

other parts of the country,
mostly in the North,
where rock is close to the
surface.

Under the current rules
it would cost Waste
Management around

+ $250,000 an acre to build

an landfill in Scotland
County. The additional
costs would add $80 mil-
lion to the construction
costs of a 400-acre landfill
here.

Proposed regional land-
fill or not the changes will
still have an ‘effect on
Scotland County resi-
dents,Crumpton said.

“If and when these
changes apply to
Republic’s Landfill in
Montgomery County, our
contract with them will
allow them to ask for a
significant price increase
to cover these additional
expenses. A change in
State of Federal law provi-
sion is in the contract. Our
only option to keep our
costs down will be to seek
a disposal location in
South Carolina once our
contract ends with
Republic - six years from
now,” Crumpton said.



