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‘the City agamst the hauler resrdents contract with.-
,to show up, sprllmg the trash -and costs

.. much less staff time and bureaucracy to handle these matters.

“Reject a Single Garbage Hauler” Flyer

. Pald for by Zero New Taxes

The hauler’s costs are fixed at pre- determmed rates for up to five years Each year the

-Council will take thesé known costs, calculate the requlred millage rate and incorporate it into

the annual budget approval process Wlth the i mcrease in taxable value and continued growth

‘in the City, the millage rate can actually be e}rpected to decrease as these fixed costs are
, spread overa larger taxable base u';,;t e SR -

,'--,Thls erI elrmmate competltlon and create a monopoly

-There are over 10 sol1d waste management haulers provrdmg Smgle h'ruler services under
. contract to mumcrpalltres in SE Michigan. - As the C1ty of Rochester Hills gets into the final
' 'year of 1ts ﬁrst contract for 2 Smgle hauler program the Crty will want to undertake another

elect this vendor.” At that time it is expected that at teast
hatlers will be blddmg for that’ contract.

I2he

.ThIS W|ll create another bureaucracy at great taxpayer
" expense. ' - :

As a matter of fact, we already spend excessive staff time dealing with complaints made to
Most of these complaints involve faiture
It has been our experience that few residents get
their complamts resolved trmely by callmg the hauler duectly So they tum to the Crty to
help them with their private problem \ : : '

" The Oakland County' Sheriff's department and the cities Ordinance InSpectors also spend a

large amount of time each- year getting all the current haulers licensed and inspecting trucks
for safety requirements. A single hauler would substantially reduce the amount of time spent
on this process allowmg the Deputy and Ordinance lnspector to perform other duties.

None of the communities 1_n Oakland County or SE Michigan have blg bureaucracy’s
handling their single hauler contracts. If anything, the communities using this approach have
Experience with similar
communities like Troy and Birmingham indicate that one half time posmon is needed to
manage the contractor and community,

The City would upgrade a current budgeted position. Half of this position would have the

respon51brlrty of Solid Waste Program management, other responsrb111t1es would include,
supervision and ordinance compliance.

www.rochesterhills.org

‘._With a mlllage our trash plckup cost will automatmally_
“increase due to assessment Increases.

‘ Th_rs level of .+ '
competmon has been shown 10 produce qual1ty servrces at very affordable prrces -



A single hauler will not ensure lower rates; it can/will raise ‘
fees. = : S ' L
This is not true. The cost quotes are in. The current rates charged by haulers are known. The

cost quotes, which will be contractually binding for up to five years, are more than 30% lower
than current costs and provide more services and are guaranteed pricing for five years.

‘We don’t need the city to pay our trash bills for us and

. charge us for doing so, , o ) |

. More than 60% of Oakland County communities, and nearly all the ones that are Rochester-
Hilis’ size or larger, use the single hauler system because it saves the average resident lots of

money and provides much more service at lower cost aleng with many other benefits.

We are not interested n.paying your trash bill; we are interested in offering you a ¢ost
savings and enhancing the quality 6f life in our coniinunity by: ' C
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- AmproVing quality control for city/residents o
7 Reduce wear and tear on roads
'-‘ éu‘)“‘d@%‘ ‘s’ / Lo - .
. %IBP_[?VB public safety for children
5+ Reduced ordinance enforcemeyit
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- consultant /hy didn’t Coungil .c onsult the residents at no
: cost? Oraskusiinthe recent survey? . /. _

- % Residents wére constilted. An Adfice Solid Waste Corfimittee comprised of eight (8) city |

ir s‘id;xfgs was formed in.2001. This committes developed a number of options and worked :

* withi'the consulfant.to £ome up with the recommendation for a single hauler system, '

k b T, T S :
5 jo‘tj%ty of the $50,000 spent on consulting fees were dedicated to developing detailed -
cations and contract laniguage that protect the City and guarantee very competitive

pricingtothe C'ft“:y»"_'s:;;f‘;c‘s’idggnts for 001nprclﬁge:}_sj\'f‘§:.-x’v‘astq.‘inanagétr"ient,services including
curbside recycling, yarfi:-‘lyaks"';t”e:‘-*cplle‘é_q;ion's"?, pickup of bulky wasté, regular trash 'service,
) onse 10 resident Complaints, special attentioh to handicapped residents, and more.
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This issue has’ een ¢onisidered many times in past years

o -

‘and We Thé Péople soundly rejected it. Why does this idea

‘keep coming back?~Who will benefit?
This issue'has been before City Council on three different occasions, 1993, 1998,
and 2003. It keeps coming back because of concems expressed by residents about

concerns addressed by the contractor. One of the benefits of a single hauler system
reported by other communities is the quick response to compiaints.

The majority of residents will benefit from better services at lower cost. This
approach is used by nearly every major community in SE Michigan — to the point that
it is almost standard practice. It is not something new that the City will be
experimenting with — it is tried and true solution for providing curbside trash, recycling .
and yard waste pickup at rates that are 30% to 50% of what most Rochester Hiils
residents pay for comparable services, - '



Trash fees will be based on the value of our homes. Isn’t
this dlscrlmlnatory'?
As identified in the presentation, the miliage funding method is not the most

equitable. However, it does provide a number of other benefits that make it the
preferred optron such as:

— Least expensive to implement
— Least expensive to administer
- Tax deductible

- Provides lower cost to residents

— Provides lower cost to those who qualify for the homestead property tax
' credit

Other communltles have erther voted this idea down or are
having problems wrth a smgle hauler Why did some
communltles vote ‘on this” and we are bemg denied our
right’ to vote" : ‘

te ‘ .
No 6ne has ‘been denied the right to vote Is is/ the f|rst tlme this rnformatlon has
been Presented to Clty Councﬂ v
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Public Act 295 adopted |q 1917 ZMCL J23 261" | MSA 5.2681) does glve communities
the;abmty to Ievy up to three - nills’ for solid waste management serwces Our project

_}?The}Clty should concern itself wrth cost over runs on the
o enormous CfltY Hall Expansron for whlch they sold bonds
wrthout voter approval as requrred by CIty charter.

The Clty Hail F’J’OjeCt is wnthrn budget and is belng momtored closely by the Project
Ma nager and the" Bunldmg Authority.

City Charter al]ow the sa]e of bonds for pUbllC projects wﬂhout a vote of the people.
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