
RELOCATABL E W ALLS

REDUCE L ANDFIL L PROBLEMS

Environmental awareness is a
major national concern for both in-
dividual consumers and companies.
Most businesses want to deal with
firms that are pro-active in relation-
ship to the environment. Among
the many environmental concerns,
including hazardous waste, water
conservation and pollution, one of
the most correctable is reduction of
the solid waste stream.

A c c o r d i n g  t o  W i l l i a m  D .
Ruckelshaus, Chairman and CEO
of Browning-Ferris Industries,
“Since 1978, 70 percent of all land-
fills have closed. There are around
6,000 operating today, and well over
half of those are expected to close by
1995. By that time, we will have
only 60 percent of the capacity we
had in 1985.” The fact is we are
filling up our landfills, and we are
not opening new landfills to take
their place. Concern about quality
of life, hazardous waste and unde-
sirable new landfill sites has gener-
ated a grass roots, not - in - my - back-
yard response. Everyone under-
stands the need for regional land-
fills, but they are unwanted locally.
Therefore, the pressing need is for
up-front waste prevention pro-
grams, Today, the public wants to
control the waste stream through
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source reduction, recycling and re-
use.

In addition to environmental con-
cerns, it makes good economic sense
for companies to eliminate solid
waste. Demolition and construc-
tion debris has been targeted as one
area in which significant reductions
can be realized. Many city, county,
state and federal regulations are
being enacted to reduce demolition
and construction debris. One such
strategy is to simply increase the
cost for demolition and construc-

tion waste. For example, in 1992 in
St. Louis such waste has a disposal
rate of $11.35 per yard as compared
to $6.53 per yard for loose waste,
such as household trash and gar-
bage. That is a $4.82 per cubic yard
premium, or a 73.8 percent increase
over common trash (see table).

Reduction of the solid waste
stream will become a greater prior-
ity as we pass through the 90s. For
example, the California Integrated
Solid Waste Management Act of
1 9 8 9  r e q u i r e s  c i t i e s  a n d
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Disposal Rates Effective February 1992

Solid Waste St. Louis, MO Area
Classification Laidlaw Landfill Rates

Loose Waste

Compacted Waste

Demo and
Construction Waste

Heavy Demo and
Construction Waste

$6.53 per cubic yard

$6.80 per cubic yard

$11.35 per cubic yard

$12.02 per cubic yard

(Household Trash)

(Compacted Trash)

(Gypsum Board,
Wood, Plaster, etc.)

(Concrete, Gravel,
Roofing, etc.)

The above rates do not include container, truck or transportation costs —
only landfill disposal charges. Rates in other cities vary and, generally, are
higher in more populated areas.
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unincorporated county areas to di-
vert 25 percent of all solid waste
from landfills by 1995 and 50 per-
cent by the year 2000. Many states
are establishing specific regulations
for companies that dispose of con-
struction and demolition materials.
Chesterfield County, VA enacted
an ordinance amendment in 1989
specifically to curtail dumping of
construction waste and has devel-

oped a computer program that re-
quires builders and developers to
register and be approved to obtain
debris permits as part of the build-
ing permits. Currently, demolition
contractors in Maryland are spend-
ing $450 to $500 to haul and dump
a truckload of construction debris.
The problem and expense will con-
tinue to become a greater concern,
and waste reduction is the most
attractive and available solution for
dealing with the landfill problem.
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All of this means that relocatable
walls and partitions have yet an-
other powerful sales advantage over
typical drywall construction. The
advantage is twofold:

1. It is generally accepted within
the interior construction industry
that relocatable walls are at least 80
percent reusable. That results in an
80 percent reduction of solid waste
going to landfills when compared
to removing, dumping and rebuild-
ing drywall construction during
renovation.

2 .  Ins ta l la t ion  and reuse o f
relocatable wall and partition sys-
tems will mitigate exposure to ever
increasing landfill costs in the fu-
ture when evaluating the building
life cycle cost of drywall construc-
tion vs. relocatable walls.
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