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1. Call to Order 

Deputy Director for Environmental Health, Gary Gill called the meeting to order at 8:40 a.m. 

 

 

2. Welcome & Introductions 

Deputy Director for Environmental Health, Gary Gill welcomed everyone and led the round of 

introductions.   

 

Mr. Gill summarized the agenda items to be covered at the meeting.  There is a presentation from 

AES Hawaii, Inc.  The topics selected as a result of the pre-ranking exercise will be discussed, 

and any other topics that participants want to discuss that relate to how to best address the 

abandoned tire problem.  After a round of discussion, attendees will be asked to participate in a 

second ranking exercise at the end of the meeting.  The department would then take the top 

topics and synthesize more specific programmatic or legislative suggestions for discussion at the 

next meeting.  

 

 

3. Summary of January 9, 2013 Meeting 

Deputy Director for Environmental Health, Gary Gill gave a brief summary of the first meeting.  

The tire task force is getting close to identifying options it can either recommend to the 

Legislature or other things the department can do without the need for legislation.  This is the 

second meeting.  There were some presentations in the last meeting a few months ago.  We 

anticipate a couple more meetings before the start of the next legislative session.  Abandoned 

tires have been a problem for some time.  The Legislature took action and passed a fee on tires 

and thousands of tons of tires were cleaned up.  The authority for the fee sunset and yet the 

problem continues.  Community groups continue to find and pull dumped tires and have 

difficulty finding funds and resources to deal with the problem.  Thus the legislature required the 

department to get together to determine what is/are the appropriate response(s) to this issue.   

 

In response to a question from Sen. Shimabukuro, the City representatives were at a training and 

could not attend.  

 

In response to a question from Mr. LeVasseur, the pre-ranking exercise does not preempt any 

new ideas coming up for discussion at the meeting.  The City’s burning of tires at HPOWER will 

be discussed following the presentation.   

 

Mr. Gill brought up Mr. Valera who then introduced Mr. DeCaprio.  

 

 

4. Presentation by Michael DeCaprio of AES Hawaii, Inc. on the business and 

technical aspects of AES Hawaii’s recent acceptance of tire derived fuel  
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Mr. DeCaprio gave a presentation on the recent agreement to accept waste tire chips as tire-

derived fuel (TDF).  AES is a worldwide power generation and distribution company that spans 

25 countries and has an interest in sustainability, from purchasing rain forests to offset CO2 

emissions before carbon emissions was regulated.  The Hawaii plant went commercial in Sept. 

1992 and now supplies 180MW of power to Hawaiian Electric Company’s grid.  It uses two 

fluidized bed boilers and encompasses 20 percent of Oahu’s generation at low cost.  The primary 

fuel is bituminous coal from the Pacific region, but also burns secondary fuels including 

specification used oil, spent activated carbon, TDF, and recently were permitted to burn biomass.   

 

On TDF, AES started burning in the late nineties, which peaked at 9000 tons for 2008-2009.  

TDF arrives in pieces less than one inch with wired removed, is mixed in with coal and fed to the 

boilers.  Burning TDF ceased in 2009 for various reasons, but resumed discussions with Unitek 

in 2012 to restart because of the perceived community benefit.  AES has invested $300,000 in 

new equipment to mix TDF with coal.  This equipment has arrived and the foundations are being 

installed.  Current contract with Unitek is to accept a minimum of 3000 tons per year (tpy) with a 

right to stop at 6,000 tpy.  AES could possibly burn more than 6000 tpy.  AES has another 

contract with another supplier for as-available TDF in the form of shreds from tire retreads.  

They are already accepting and storing TDF pending the completion of the installments.   

 

AES wants to burn TDF because it offsets the use of coal which is more expensive.  It helps 

solve a local waste problem and avoids the need to ship out.  It helps the company to meet future 

RPS standards.  It also helps keep energy production costs low.  TDF is 50 percent higher 

heating value than coal, so each ton of TDF burned saves 1.5 tons of coal.   

 

TDF does pose challenges.  The fine particles are concern for the feeders and increases 

maintenance. Both the air permit and solid waste permit set limits on how much TDF can be 

burned.  Permits require them to monitor heavy metals and contamination levels in the ash.  Plant 

also has NOx and SOx controls.  Iron and zinc levels have increased due to TDF but not come 

close to regulatory thresholds.   

 

Industry rule of thumb is 100 tires per ton.  6,000 tons are equivalent to about 600,000 tires.  

Using an estimated generation rate of about 1 waste tire per person per year, AES has capability 

to accept all used tires in the state.   

 

Unless otherwise noted, questions were answered by Michael DeCaprio. 

 

Discussion Highlights: 

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Tierney on other heavy metals in tires that may increase 

emissions, AES regularly samples about 28 metals in the ash, and can get the actual 

results.  The only noticeable increase was for zinc and iron.  Please note that 8,000-9,000 

tons of tires burned compared with 660,000 tons of coal burned annually about one or 

less than one percent going into the boiler.  

 

 In response to several questions by Sen. Shimabukuro on whether this solution will lead 

facilities like Unitek to reduce their prices, and whether the cost to process for AES is 
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less than the cost to ship to Asia, only Unitek can give a definitive answer. AES still has 

to buy TDF from them.  AES can also take tires from others, not exclusively Unitek, 

however it does not have equipment and not likely the space to shred tires to TDF and 

remove the wires.  So far Unitek is the only one on Oahu who processes tires this way.  

 

 In response to a follow up question by Mr. Medeiros on if it is cost-efficient for AES to 

purchase its own equipment, AES’ initial look showed that an initial investment of about 

$1 million was required.  In addition, tire processing is also manpower-intensive, and the 

plant has limited storage space required for both the waste tires and TDF.  

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Rolf on what AES sells to HECO per kWh, it roughly 

varies between 10-11 cents per kWh.  The current agreement (PPA) is based on an energy 

charge which handles both variable and fixed costs based on availability, up to 180MW.   

 

 Mr. Rolf commented that both electric cars and hydrogen cars are entering the market.  

The latter uses electrolysis to create hydrogen.   

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Veray on the smoke discharged from combustion, NOx 

is removed and changes to oxygen (O) and nitrogen (N) through injection of ammonia 

and limestone (CaCO3) which captures the sulfur (S).  Permit limit is 48ppm per three-

hour average for S.  AES continues to control amount of S in its fuel sources.  Both 

boilers have baghouses to remove about 98-99 percent of particulate matter from the flue 

gas.  AES’ emissions levels don’t change even with the introduction of other fuels 

because these combustion controls are in place.  Any increase in emissions is met with an 

increase in controls.  Smoke is measured by opacity which currently runs at 2-3 percent, 

which is very clear.  

 

 Mr. Veray said he wanted to write DOH about sulfur odors observed whenever the wind 

blows a certain direction at certain times of the day/year, and how something like this can 

be controlled.  He also asked AES to watch wind direction when burning.  Mr. Gill said 

he looks forward to receiving the letter.  

 

 In response to a question by Ms. Greenwood, AES also burns activated carbon from the 

Board of Water Supply, and old automotive oil processed to a certain spec.  In 2011 they 

did a test burn on biomass (e.g., wood chips) which was a success.  They hope to burn 

biomass soon, and are costing things out with a local biomass supplier.   

 

 In response to a question by Ms. Greenwood on wind conditions, AES has staff that study 

wind modeling and predictions as part of the air covered source permitting process, to 

check that it stays within federal and state ambient air quality standards.  

 

 Mr. Tierney commented that it may be more beneficial to burn more tires instead of coal 

because tires have way less S content.  

 

 In response to several questions by Mr. Rolf, HECO has to keep a reserve at least as large 

as the largest generating unit on the grid, or at least 180MW minimum.  At night when 



Department of Health Abandoned Tire Task Force Page 5 of 12 

May 30, 2013   Meeting Summary 

 

loads are low they “push down” loads from the other power providers in order of 

economic dispatch.  So for normal operating hours AES provides no spinning reserve, 

which is the difference between your full load and the current load.  At night, AES is 

pushed down to as low as 90MW, so HECO keeps them online due to their ability to 

produce power at the lowest cost.  To ramp up a generator, AES can ramp up at 2.5-3MW 

per minute.  

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Valera, AES has up to 1,000 tons of TDF in storage 

pending completion of the installations, and have been accepting since the end of March.   

 

 In response to a question by Sen. Shimabukuro on whether the state can operate a tire 

business, Mr. Gill said no because the state as regulator will exceed its authority to enter 

as a competitor with the private sector.  

 

 Councilmember Victorino agreed, government cannot do what the private sector does.  

 

 In response to questions by Mr. Ohira, not much is known about how increased 

manufacturer reliance on synthetic polymers will affect the outcome of emissions.  

However AES can control its NOx and SOx emissions and particulate matter.  It is 

unlikely that 6,000-9,000 tons of tires or 1-2 percent of the plant’s fuel intake will make a 

difference.  Solid waste permit even allows up to five percent alternate fuel.  The plant is 

able to burn synthetics.  

 

 In response to a question by Mr. LeVasseur on burning Kevlar, the “fuzz” in TDF might 

not be Kevlar so will need to check.  Nevertheless the fuzz continues to clog up the drag 

chains and equipment and increases maintenance costs.   

 

 In response to a question by Ms. Fraley, AES predicts it will burn 8,000 tons of tires in 

2013 based on talks with the supplier.  If companies ship tires elsewhere the AES 

supplier won’t capture those quantities. 

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Rolf, the Hawaii plant does not sequester CO2 thought 

the other plants do and sell it as a product.  AES is considering and talking with other 

entrepreneurs but so far no definite plans to expand to CO2.  

 

 Mr. Chang commented on tire shredding that a permitted facility on the Big Island 

invested $1 million to produce rubber mulch for playgrounds.  The problem was they did 

not remove the metal completely.  At Unitek, they first remove the sidewalls, then scrape 

down the remainder to where they can remove the steel belts.   

 

 In response to a question by a participant, Mr. Chang stated that Unitek sends the metal is 

landfilled.  He introduced Ms. Ichinotsubo who permits the waste tire facilities.  

 

 Mr. Chang also mentioned that his branch permits facilities that bale, containerize and 

ship tires. 
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 In response to a question by Ms. Salmonsen, United Environmental Services sends them 

tire retreads (pure rubber) at about 5 tons a week. 

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Gill on the stability of the business relationship with its 

suppliers, AES stopped a few years ago for business reasons, but have since reworked a 

five-year contract with Unitek, with automatic one-year extensions for the life of its PPA 

which ends in 2022.   

 

 

5. Group Discussion to identify ways to control or prevent tire dumping 

 

a. Options requiring legislation that could include: 

i. Creating a state surcharge, deposit or fee on imported and/or 

replacement tires, possibly including internet sales of tires; 

ii. Requiring tire importers to run a take-back program; 

iii. Stricter regulation of tire haulers, whether through a voucher 

system or manifesting; 

iv. Mandating rubber asphalt remanufacture in-state;  

v. Requiring facilities such as vehicle recyclers to provide 

convenience for businesses, community groups engaged in 

neighborhood clean-up efforts and residents; and/or 

vi. Other solutions that require a change in existing laws 

 

b. Options that do not require legislation that could include: 

i. Establishing a contract/reimbursement system between the 

department and tire retailers, permitted processors or non-profit 

organizations that removes tires from illegal dumping hot spots in 

communities and/or accepts tires from individuals;  

ii. Local tire retailers and wholesalers to create and manage a tire 

“core charge” which is a financial incentive to consumers to 

promote collection of used motor vehicle tires; and/or 

iii. Other solutions that do not require passing new laws, such as 

administrative rulemaking initiatives to establish field citations 

and expanding the regulation of small salvage facilities. 

 

Mr. Gill then introduced and covered basic ground rules for the group discussion.  Not everyone 

participated in the pre-ranking exercise which was to see where the interest was.  The department 

will gather comments from today’s meeting and draft some programmatic and legislative 

suggestions for the next meeting. 

 

Mr. Valera presented a summary on the current options discussed thus far.  Examples of the 

categories listed in V.a. and V.b. of the agenda are further described in the handout called 

“Current Options – A Summary”. 

 

Unless otherwise noted, questions were answered by Mr. Valera. 
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Discussion Highlights: 

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Gill, the scenarios after page 3 of the handout do not 

involve creation of state funds.  The scenarios on page 4 are other proposed mandates that 

do not involve collecting money to do them. 

 

 In response to a question by Mr. LeVasseur, there was one write-in response to the pre-

ranking exercise was to allow tires to be burned at HPOWER.  The City already has an 

option under Chapter 342I, HRS to apply for a variance to allow incineration of tires at 

HPOWER.  Mr. Gill added that HPOWER applied to modify their solid waste permit to 

burn tires accepted at their transfer stations and convenience centers on a test basis.  So 

no change to the tire law is necessary. 

 

 In response to a question by Senator Chun Oakland, Mr. Gill responded that if the group 

wants to push for the burning of tires at HPOWER, then it can remain an option for 

discussion, whether as an option that requires legislation, or an option that does not 

require legislation.  It was listed as an option requiring legislation by the one who 

completed the pre-rank exercise. 

 

 Mr. Chang commented that the City and Covanta have different opinions on what to do 

with tires at HPOWER.  Covanta’s initial research showed that burning whole tires was 

problematic, so they preferred advanced processing, which may increase costs to the 

plant. 

 

 Ms. Greenwood also commented that community is impacted by these tires, and asked 

whether there is a law that penalizes violators and does not let them get away with it.  

There are so many processes being discussed, but nothing is being done.  The police tell 

them to take it back to their property.  When everyone’s gone, the violator brings the tires 

right back.  And then the community groups are burdened with removal.  The Legislature 

should tell violators they will go to jail if they continue. 

 

 Mr. Gill acknowledged the frustration from the community, and that laws exist but the 

authorities have to catch them in the act.  The concepts being discussed now are more of 

proposed solutions to the ongoing dumping problem that the department is considering 

(e.g., reward them for turning in tires and not dumping; making it more convenient to 

turn in to tire store compared to dumping). 

 

 Mr. Valera then continued by summarizing the scenarios from the handout that do not 

require legislation. 

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Gill, the retailer-run core charge is a deposit without a 

mandate.  There may be a time limit on when a customer could seek a refund, but the 

retailers would decide such terms and how high the deposit would be.  This idea received 

a lot of interest in the pre-ranking exercise. 
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 Mr. Williams commented that it is easier for retailers to explain to customers that the fee 

is law.  So even the core charge should be mandated not set by the retailers.  He also 

supports re-establishing the $1 tire surcharge.  Customers will ask if they will be charged 

the core charge.  If not mandated then the core charge will result in loss of business.  If 

mandated, retailers can tell customers that it is law.  What’s needed is collateral that 

explains the law, the reasons why (e.g., environmental concerns and what has/is being 

done to address it). 

 

 Mr. Le Vasseur commented that county refuse workers on Oahu are most efficient 

collectors.  There should be is a way to further incentivize them (e.g., pay by weight) to 

collect tires. 

 

 Ms. Perry commented that she mentioned to the Mayor’s rep that bulky item pickup 

should include tire pickup, as an added option for convenience.  They already pickup   

HI-5 so why not tires. 

 

 Mr. Gill summarized that these are proposed changes to City policy and that of the other 

counties as well.  

 

Mr. Gill then continued to facilitate group discussion of each category, including any questions 

they may have on each category.  

 

Unless otherwise noted, questions were answered by Mr. Gill. 

 Mr. Tierney commented that the goal for discussion of these options is 100 percent 

elimination of tire dumping in Hawaii, and how each option does or does not help reach 

this goal.  The question on what to do with the waste tires (e.g., burn, ship, etc.) is more a 

secondary concern. 

 

 Mr. Tierney commented that the $1 surcharge was tried before but by itself did not work 

in that it removed tire dumps but not entirely. 

 

 Mr. Gill agreed with the premise that every single tire in Hawaii should be appropriately 

handled not dumped.  The solution may instead be a combination of options. 

 

 Ms. Fraley commented that the surcharge is a funding source for some of these other 

strategies.  

 

 Mr. Rolf commented that (1) there is not enough enforcement to stop these dumpers, and 

(2) the tire fund has $700,000 so the issue is not money but getting it in play.  He asked 

the group if they recalled the extent of the tire problem discussed at the last meeting.  If 

the surcharge raises $1 million a year, what’s the size of the problem? 

 

 In response to questions by Mr. Rolf and Sen. Shimabukuro, Mr. Valera commented that 

there were at least 70 tons or 7000 tires in about 4-5 sites of interest.  But on reporting, of 

1.1 million tires generated annually, there is about 200,000 per year unaccounted for, 
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perhaps because residents choose to keep their old tires when purchasing new ones.  

There may be other dump sites out there. 

 

 Mr. Rolf commented that if there are 20,000 tires now dumped, and if it costs a $1 each 

to pick up, the existing fund could be used by community groups instead. 

 

 Several commented that community groups do not want to go and remove the tires.  

 

 Councilmember Victorino responded that this is not exactly what is happening in Maui 

County. 

 

 Mr. Heinrich speaking as a community cleanup volunteer suggested that the group 

between now and the next meeting communicate to Mr. Valera the operational concerns 

or distinct elements that happen in the life cycle of waste tires.  Some of issues were 

already addressed.  Other elements are not.  For example, they are able to get trucks and 

volunteers, but don’t have a way to dispose of them.  How do I get it picked up?  How do 

I get it to the county or elsewhere?   

 

 Ms. Gay appreciated the evaluation question in part VI of the agenda:  

 

a. Does it prevent or control dumping? 

 

She asked the group to look at solutions that are more preventive instead of remedial.  

The current option to support and sustain non-profit groups to go out and clean does not 

address the long-term sustainable behavior change that we really need.  Non-profits 

appreciate the help they can give volunteers, but at some point they get tired cleaning up 

other people’s messes.  Train violators to be responsible citizens. 

 

 Ms. Perry commented about a construction project in Nanakuli.  There is a black lining 

behind which people were dumping tires.  She also gave Mr. Valera pictures taken May 

29
th

 of a tire dump along Paakea Road.  She also warned about the need to watch out for 

third-party transporters that take money from the retailers but are not actual companies. 

 

 Mr. Tierney commented that the incentive needs to be strong enough so that a tire will 

never get dumped.  Put a monetary value on the tire, like a deposit.  The HI-5 program is 

a good example.  $1 per tire is not enough.  It should be $5 deposit plus $1 fee on every 

tire (new, used, imported) to cover the state’s cost to oversee the program and maintain a 

database, and the retailer’s cost of handling used tires.  And customers who get new 

(replacement) tires for their vehicle do not need to pay the $5 deposit again.  This way we 

don’t have to change the bulky pickup system, which is already overwhelmed.  In Hawaii 

Kai there are bulky items still waiting to be picked up.  Also, a documentation system 

should be created that makes it convenient for retailers, importers and the state.  The $1 

fee helps towards such a system. 

 

 Mr. Rodrigues commented that convening sub-groups may be necessary in order to work 

out more detailed recommendations based on the categories discussed so far.  On the 
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rubber asphalt mandate, the DOT does not support because the industry is not ready for 

it.  HPOWER seems the most viable solution and should be supported, whether through 

regulation or deregulation.   

 

 Ms. Mansho commented that in her travels and experience with recycling automobiles 

she finds that there are municipalities where vehicle recyclers take tires with the cars, 

deduct the weight of the tires and pay for the metal.  Then they pay the tire facilities to 

accept.  At Campbell there were dumps of tires outside the vehicle recycler’s facility, 

because people don’t want to pay for tire disposal.  They dump elsewhere along the 

Waianae coast, too.  She prefers that vehicle recyclers take the whole car. 

 

 In response to a question by Ms. Mansho mentioned that vehicle recyclers can be 

required through modifying their DOH solid waste permits.  Mr. Gill concurred that this 

is a non-legislative option can be pursued further. 

 

 Ms. Greenwood commented that volunteers are being charged already.  But the hauler is 

the one to be watched.  They dump tires in the water as well as on land. 

 

 Mr. Rolf commented that the size of the tire problem is more 20,000, one hundredth of 

one percent of what the problem was before. 

 

 Ms Fraley commented the Kauai County has a contract with its metals recycler who also 

accepts tires. 

 

 Mr. LeVasseur commented that there are large, oversize tires that can fill the room that 

are also dumped (100-200 lb. tires).  There needs to be a weight scale factored into any 

reimbursement system.  He also liked the sub-committee idea to streamline discussion 

and get one or two focuses.  He also agreed with the HI-5 system where dumpers are 

turned into collectors because of the value put on the waste. 

 

 Mr. Saito proposed a $3 deposit for passenger tires, $5 for commercial truck tires, paid 

out by voucher, issued by end recycler be it AES, Unitek or HPOWER (whoever redeems 

the tires). 

 

 Ms. Gay commented that there are heavy equipment tires that volunteers cannot lift up, 

and to consider them also. 

 

 Sen. Shimabukuro shared her preferences: (1) the $1 surcharge on replacement tires, (2) 

the lead-battery deposit system, mandated; (3) the disposal fee for tires sold online; and 

(4) requiring vehicle recyclers to take tires.  She also liked the non-legislative options 

also.  

 

 Mr. Williams commented that the $1 surcharge wasn’t hard to implement before.  The 

million-tire dumping issue may surface again.  Charging the extra $1 can give retailers an 

opportunity to be responsible citizens.  On the core charge, there should not be one for 

those who turn in their old tires.  If they want to keep their old tire, then a $5 charge 
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should apply.  If so, then the concern here is that retailers need to document the tire (e.g., 

tire size, DOT number) otherwise the customer may try to claim refund using another 

tire.  The HI-5 idea for tires is not doable.  His company drills their tires because of 

pilferage at night.  And people drop off tires in middle of night also.  So if a HI-5 fee is 

imposed, they cannot drill, and tires have to be secured inside, and have to be tracked, 

which is very difficult.  Storage also poses its own issues.  His other preference is the 

strict regulation of tire haulers.  He wants to know where they’re going as they still feel 

responsible.  One said Africa.  Whoever is in the tire pickup business should have some 

strict accountability.  Some say they can pickup for less than Unitek.  Don’t know if they 

are trustworthy.  But the bigger issue is the recycling side.  If a new car comes in don’t 

know how many cars go out of service.  If we do the $1 we sell a tire we make sure to 

account for a tire.  Other used tire guys might be digging through the retailer’s stacks and 

selling them.  

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Saito, Mr. Williams believed that a $1 surcharge is the 

limit of what the retailers can support.   

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Chang, Mr. Williams stated that it is less than one 

percent of the time that the customer would choose to keep their old tire.  There are some 

but it’s a very low percentage. If you push a $5 charge then they’ll even be less likely to 

keep the old ones.  The bigger issue is the vehicle recycling, the used tire guys.  If you do 

the $1 surcharge what should be done if one turns in tires w/o any DOT numbers?  There 

are exceptions to the rule that pose difficulties for customers.  But most customers won’t 

have an issue with the $1.  

 

 Sen. Shimabukuro agreed with Ms. Gay about the need to pay attention to those oversize 

tires (e.g., semis, loaders), which should be more than $1, could be $5.  Passenger tires 

remain at $1. 

 

 

6. Ranking Exercise where attendees will rank the above options in priority order 

 

The following evaluation questions are suggested: 

 

b. Does it prevent or control dumping? 

c. Is it in the public interest or does it benefit mostly a particular business? 

d. Will it promote sustainable end-use markets locally for tires? 

e. How easy is it to implement? 

 

The priority options will inform the Department of Health’s recommendations to 

the legislature that will include proposed legislation and priority action items for the 

department. 

 

Mr. Gill asked all to complete and turn in the ranking sheets to Mr. Valera by the end of the 

meeting.  He summarized that all keep in mind the goal to see that every tire is appropriately 
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managed through its end-of-life, and that the responses chosen are in proportion to the size of the 

problem.  

 

 Mr. Valera asked everyone to write-in on the ranking sheet the option to expand the 

existing bulky item system to include tires. 

 

 Mr. Valera also stated that the burning of tires at HPOWER is also an option to consider 

for purposes of the exercise. 

 

 Several had questions on how to complete the ranking sheet.  Each was asked to check no 

more than three. 

 

 In response to a question by one who wanted to select all of them, Mr. Gill responded 

that not everyone can be a priority, but if any option is easy, it can be done. 

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Williams, Mr. Chang stated that they are burning the 

rubber while the metals end up in the residue.  Whether Covanta will shred is being 

evaluated.  HPOWER currently accepts tires from Oahu transfer stations and convenience 

centers. 

 

 

7. Adjournment 

Mr. Gill suggested that the department could sponsor a smaller meeting to discuss and help 

refine a presentation for the next meeting.  The next whole meeting is sometime in August to 

review recommendations based on feedback.  Please talk to Mr. Valera if you are interested in a 

smaller meeting between now and the next full meeting. 

 

 In response to a question by Mr. Rolf, the tire fund is slowly dwindling but is not being 

taken away.  

 

 Mr. DeCaprio commented on the option to create incentives to turn in tires to end users.  

AES can use tires for energy; it offsets the importation of coal and oil, and can offer 

benefits to the state.  

 

The meeting adjourned at 10:45 a.m. 


