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Department’s Position: The Department of Health supports this bill with suggestions.

Fiscal Implications: Cost savings for the counties of between $100,000 to $200,000 for one plan
revision process.

Purpose and Justification: This bill proposes to amend the frequency in which counties are required to
amend their Integrated Solid Waste Management (ISWM) plans from five to ten years.

The counties currently revise their ISWM plans on a frequency of between five and ten years for
several reasons. First, the revision process is costly in both its development and implementation.
Consultants are usually hired to conduct the planning process and to draft the plan document. These
contracts have cost the counties between $1 06,000 and $200,000, and in some cases exceeded this
amount. Second, the revised plans also usually contain significant Capital Improvement Projects (CIP)
which in and of themselves require years of debate and planning before actual implementation. Third,
because of the political nature of many elements of ISWM plans, the plan revision process is often a

lengthy one. Several of the counties have taken the better part of two years to conduct their most recent

plan revisions.
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It is for these reasons we believe that extending the required revision period to ten years is
reasonable with the added requirement of an interim status report on plan implementation made to the
DOH at the 5-year point. We also suggest removing “...and as necessary.” from the proposed language.
The open wording is ambiguous in that it does not define who makes the determination of “necessity”
and the basis on which the determination is to be made.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this bill.



