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Mr. Richard Hammel, Chairperson 
Genesee County Board of Commissioners 
1 101 Beach Street, Room 31 2 
Flint, Michigan 48502 

Dear Mr. Hammel: 

The Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) received the locally approved update to 
the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan (Plan) on September 24, 2001. 
Except for the items indicated below, the Plan is approvable. As outlined in the 
December 13, 2001 letter. to Mr. Thomas Goergen, Assistant Director, Genesee County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission, from Ms. Lynn Dumroese, DEQ, Waste 
Management Division (WMD), and as confirmed in your letter dated February 11, 2002, 
the DEQ makes the following modifications to the Plan: 

The Plan contains many siting criteria that are not objective and measurable and, 
1 therefore, not approvable. In order to make the criteria objective and measurable, 
L significant modifications are necessary throughout the entire siting mechanism. These 

modifications go beyond the intent of the modification letter; therefore, the entire siting 
mechanism, found on pages 57 through 68, is deleted from the Plan. Genesee 
County (County) has more than ten years capacity identified in the Plan; therefore, a 
siting mechanism does not need to be included in the Plan. The County may choose to 
revise the siting mechanism in order to make it approvable; however, that would need to 
be accomplished through a properly promulgated Plan amendment. 

The Plan contains facility descriptions for the Averill Recycling, Inc. Transfer and 
Processing Facility, the CBC Recycling Processing Facility, and the city of Flint Transfer 
Station that include the following language, "The transfer facility at the time of this plan 
update is currently in the proposal stage." The County has agreed with the modification 
mentioned above; therefore, clarification is needed to define the intent of the County 
and municipalities regarding the determination of consistency for these facilities. Your 
February 11, 2002 letter indicates the County intended for these facilities to be 
considered consistent with the Plan and did not intend these facilities to be sited 
according to the siting mechanism. Therefore, this letter clarifies that the Averill 
Recycling, Inc. Transfer and Processing Facility, the CBC Recycling Processing Facility, 
and the city of Flint Transfer Station are consistent with the Plan. Further, the location 
information and the total area of the facility property as identified on the facility 
descriptions will be used to define the location and size of each site. 
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Mr. Richard Hammel 
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April 18, 2002 

r' With this modification and clarification, the County's updated Plan is hereby approved, 
and the County now assumes responsibility for the enforcement and implementation of 
this Plan. Please ensure that a copy of this letter is included with copies of the 
approved Plan distributed by the County. 

By approving the Plan with modifications, the DEQ has determined that it complies with 
the provisions of Part 11 5, Solid Waste Management, of the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, and the Part 11 5 administrative 
rules concerning the required content of solid waste management plans. Specifically, the 
DEQ has determined that the Plan identifies the enforceable mechanisms that authorize 
the state, a county, a municipality, or a person to take legal action to guarantee 
compliance with the Plan, as required by Part 115. The Plan is enforceable, however, 
only to the extent the County properly implements these enforceable mechanisms under 
applicable enabling legislation. The Plan itself does not serve as such underlying 
enabling authority, and DEQ approval of the Plan neither restricts nor expands County 
authority to implement these enforceable mechanisms. 

The Plan may also contain other provisions that are neither required nor expressly 
authorized for inclusion in a solid waste management plan. The DEQ approval of the 
Plan does not extend to any such provisions. Under Part 115, the DEQ has no statutory 
authority to determine whether such provisions have any force or effect. 

I 
L 

The DEQ applauds your efforts and commitment in addressing the solid waste 
management issues in Genesee County. If you have any questions, please contact 
Ms. Rhonda Oyer Zimmerman, Chief, Solid Waste Management Unit, WMD, at 
51 7-373-4750. 

Sincerely, / 

Russell J. Harding 
Director 
51 7-373-791 7 
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\ 

cc: Senator John D. Cherry, Jr. 
Senator Bob Emerson 
Representative Rose Bogardus 
Representative Patricia A. Lockwood 
Representative Jack D. Minore 
Representative Vera B. Rison 
Representative Paula Zelenko 
Mr. Arthur R. Nash Jr., Deputy Director, DEQ 
Mr. Thomas M. Hickson, Legislative Liaison, DEQ 
Mr. Jim Sygo, DEQ 

bcc: Ms. Joan Peck, DEQ 
Mr. Seth Phillips, DEQ - Shiawassee 
Ms. Rhonda Oyer Zimmerman, DEQ 
Ms.. Lynn Dumroese, DEQ 
Genesee County File 



ROOM 223 - 1104 BEACH STREET FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502,1470 

TELEPHONE (81 0) 257-301 0 FAX (810) 257-31 85 

CHAPIN W. COOK, AlCP 
DIRECTOR-COORDI NATOR 

THOMAS G. GOERGEN 
ASSISTANTDIRECTOR 

September 20,2001 

Solid Waste Management Unit 
Solid Waste Program Section 
Waste Management Division 
Department of Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 30241 
Lansing, MI 48909 

Re: Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan 

Dear Sir or Madam: - - - 

Genesee County is requesting Michigan Department of Environmental Quality review 
and approval of the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan, 2000-2005. 

Enclosed, please find one (1) copy of the Plan for your review. If you have any questions 
regarding the plan or require additional information, please contact myself or Ms. Sheila 
Long of my staff. 

Thank you. 

Thomas Goergen 
Assistant Director 

K./wastemgmt/deqinfo/approval request 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUN lTY ORGANIZATION 
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2000 PLAN UPDATE COVER PAGE 

The Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as arnended (NREPA), 
Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules, requires that each Courlty 
have a Solid Waste Management Plan Update (Plan) approved by the Michigan Department of 
Environmental Quality (DEQ) Section 11539a requires the DEQ to prepare and make available 
a standardized format for the preparation of these Plan updates. This document is that format. 
The Plan should be prepared using this format without alternation. Please refer to the 
document entitled "Guide to Preparing the Solid Waste Management Plan Update" for 
assistance in completing this Plan format. 

DATE SUBMITTED TO THE DEQ: 
If this Plan includes more than a single County, list all counties participating in this Plan.. 

The following lists all the rnunicipaiities from outside the County who have requested and have 
beer1 accepted to be included in the Plan, or municipalities within the County that have been 

-- approved to be included in the Plan of another County according to Section 11536 of Part 115 
- of the NREPA. Resolutions from all involved County boards of commissioners approving the 

inclusion are included in Appendix E 

Municipality Original Planning County New Planning County 

DESIGNATED PLANNING AGENCY PREPARING THIS PLAN UPDATE: 

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission ---- 

CONTACT PERSON Thomas Goergen, Assistant Director 
ADDRESS: 1 101 Beach Street, Room23  

Flint, Michigan 48502 -- 

Pl-1ONE: (810)257-3010 - .  FAX: (81 0) 257-31 85 

Applicable E-Mail: gcmpc@co.genesee.mi.us 

CENTRAL -- REPQaTORY --A LOCATION(S): 
Same as Above 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Following summarizes the solid waste management systenl selected to 
manage solid waste within the county 

OVERVIEW OF THE COUNTY 

Towns hip or 
Municipality Name 
CITIES 
BURTON 
CLlO 
DAVISON 
FENTON 
FLINT 
FLUSHING 
GRAND BLANC 
LINDEN 
MONTROSE 
MOUNT MORRIS 
SWART CREEK 
TOWNSHIPS 
ARGENTINE 
ATLAS 
**CLAYTON 
DAVISON 
FENTON 
FLINT 
FLUSHING 
**FOREST 
**GAINES 
GENESEE 
GRAND BLANC 
MONTROSE 
MOUNT MORRIS 
MUNDY 
RICHFIEL-D 
Tt1ETFORD 
VIENNA 
VILLAGES: 
GOODRICH 
OTISVILLE 

Population Land Use 
q 995 Urban 

TOTAL 436,835 

Economic Base 
Rural Corn* lnd* 

*Ind = Industry, Corn = Commercial 
**Villages of Gaines, Lennon, and Otter Lake are included in township population totals 



Conclusion 

Genesee County's waste stream is presently managed by the private sector; the private sector 
has met the needs of the County's waste stream. Currently, the county has two (2) solid waste 
disposal facilities that are in operation. 

After evaluation of the County's waste stream, the solid waste management committee chose to 
focus on the most effective methodology to reduce the amount of waste going into the disposal 
facilities. The Corrlrrlittee concluded that the most effective methodology is a combination of 
waste reduction techniques (recycling, resource conservation, educational programs etc.) that 
best fit the needs of Genesee County 

Selected Alternatives 

The focus of the selected alternative is a combination of methods that the County will use to 
reduce the amount of materials from the solid waste stream 

o Waste reduction - The County will focus on an alternative that will reduce the 
amount of solid waste being generated in the County. 

e Recycling - The County will aggressively attempt to achieve the highest recycling 
-- rate feasible, through the separation, collection and processing of materials that - 

would otherwise become solid waste. 
0 Education - The County will expand its efforts to educate communities on the 

importance of waste reduction through public workshops and seminars. 
E!, 



INTRODUCTION 

Goals andObjectives 

To comply with Part 11 5 and its requirements, each Plan must be directed toward goals and 
objectives based on the purposes stated in Part 115, Sections 11538 (l)(a), 11541 (4) and the 
State Solid Waste Policy adopted pursuant to this Section, and Administrative Rules 71 l(b)(l) 
and (ii). At a minimum, the goals must reflect two (2) major purposes of Solid Waste 
Management Plans. 

(1) To utilize to the maximum extent possible the resources available in Michigan's 
solid waste stream through source reduction, source separation, and other 
means of resource recovery; and; 

(2) To prevent adverse effects on the public health and the environment resulting 
from improper solid waste collection, transportation, processing or disposal, so 
as to protect the qualityof land and ground, and surface waters. 

-- This Solid Waste Management Plan works toward the following goals through actions designed 
- to meet the objectives described under the respective goals, which they support: 

Goal 1. 

r Promote the recovery and disposal of solid waste in a manner, which will protect the public 
- health, the environment, and our natural resources 

Obiective 1 a: 
Eliminate groundwater or surface water pollution resulting from improper disposal of 
solid wastes. 

Objective 1 b: 
xdopt collection, recycling, and disposal methods that will not adversely impact the 
public health andlor' the environment. 

Goal 2: -- 

Utilize to the maximum extent possible the recoverable materials and energy from the solid 
waste stream. 

Obiective 2a: 
Reduce the volunle of solid waste to be landfilled by recycling and/or incineration for 
energy production when feasible. 

Objective 2b: - 
Encourage development arid implementation of recycling programs by government, 
business, industry, and the public. 
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Objective 2c: 
Educate and encourage the use  of source separation to facilitate recycling as a means  
of reducing the  waste stream in the county. 

Goal 3: 

Develop a solid was te  management system that is technically feasible, economically 
competitive, politically acceptable, environmentally safe and implementable. 

Obiective 2 
Develop and enforce methods of solid waste management that a r e  consistent with s ta te  
and local laws and requirements. 

Objective 3b: 
Developmerlt a program to serve the total solid waste management needs  of 
government, business, industry, and the public. 

Objective 3c: - 
Coordinate the development of programs by individual municipalities to provide the  most 
effective system for solid waste management. 

Goal 4: ---- 

Develop the administrative, technical and operational framework necessary to provide a 
,- - comprehensive solid waste management plan to serve  the public and private sectors. (1 

Objective 4a:  - 
Develop a method and procedure for irriplernenting the initiative of the solid waste 
management plan. 

Obiective 4b: 
Provide trained personnel and assign responsibilities to implement the approved solid 
waste management plan. 

Goal 5: -- 

Provide a method to facilitate the update of the solid waste management plan to incorporate 
future conditions.. 

Obiective 5a: 
Evaluate multi-county aspec ts  for solid waste management.. 

Obiective 5b: 
Maintain a da tabase  of existing solid waste conditions. 

Objective 5c: 
Continued annual planning by the designated planning agency and implementation 
committee, with assurances of timely updates and ongoing review of solid waste 
management plan. 



Goal 6: 

Utilize to the maximum extent possible the recoverable materials and energy from the soiid 
waste stream and reduce land disposal to only "unusable residues" by the year 2005.. 

Objective& 
Achieve or exceed where practicable the goals from the State of Michigari Solid Waste 
Policy. 

Obiective 6b: 
Ericourage appropriate local, state, and federal legislation to provide incentives for waste 
reduction, source separation, and recycling. 



DATA BASE 

This section of the Solid Waste Management Plan will develop a base of information regarding 
Genesee County's waste stream and waste management system Ttie database will be 
subdivided into five (5) segments. 

Waste Generation in Genesee County; 
The Solid Waste Disposal Areas; 
The Solid Waste Collection Services; 

o Evaluation of Deficiencies and Problems; 
o Derriographics and Land Development. 

Waste Generation by Local Unit in Genesee County 

The following data represents the amount of waste currently being disposed of in the 
County and projected waste generation. The data for industrial waste is derived from a 
survey of industry in Genesee County requesting the amount of solid waste generation 
from their facility. Ttie results were compared to data received from landfill operators. 
The data for residential waste is derived by usirig a factor of 5,50 Ibs. of waste generated 
per person a day. This factor is derived from using the City of Flint's population and the 
formula in the 1990 Solid Waste Management Plan. Ttie City of Flint's population was 
chosen because they are the only local municipality in the County that manages their 
own waste stream. For Example: 

Montrose Towr~ship 5.50 Ibs. x 6386* / 2000 Ibs. = 17.56 Tonstday 
17.56 X 365 = 6409Tons/year 

* population 

The reported data in Table I is a presentation of present and projected waste generation 
in residential and industrial use in Genesee County. Table 2 & 3 is a presentation of 
present and projected waste needirig disposal in Genesee County. The industrial waste 
generation is currently at a peak due to the restructuring of General Motors. The 
number of tons generated per year is maintained over the next ten ( I  0) years. 

The County's residential waste generation has tripled, since 1990 to 1,201 tons per day. 
However, there has not been a significant increase in population. This may be due to 
the rapid increase of consumer products on the market (food, clothing, electronic iterns, 
etc.). The commercial sector makes up a small portion of the County's waste stream. In 
fact, the commercial sector only accounts for five to seven percent of the County's total 
waste generation per year. 

At the present time, laridfill operators are managing the waste stream efficiently. 
Althougti, improvements must be made to the County's reporting system for waste 
generated and recycled in the County. With the development of a more effective 
reporting system, the County does not expect to have major problems associated with 
the waste stream 



Table I 

Cities: 
Burton 
Clio 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Grand Blanc 
Linden 
Montrose 
Mt Morris 
Swartz Creek 

Townships: 
Argentine 
Atlas 
*Clayton 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
*Forest 
*Gaines 
Genesee 
Grand Blanc 
Montrose 
Mt Morris 
Mundy 
Richfield 
Thetford 
Vienna 

Villages: 
Goodrich 
Otisville 

Total Quantity of Solid Waste Generated 
Genesee County 

Tons Per Tons Per Tons Per 
Year 1995 Year 2000 Year 2005 

INDUSTRIAL 
GM,-Flint Metal Center 2700 2700 2700 
GM,-Delphi Automotive E 22680 22680 22680 
GM-Delphi Automotive W 20,148 20148 20148 
GM-NAO Flint Operations 70800 70800 70800 

Commercial 39,315 39,653 39,'752 
Municipal Sludge 11,000 11,000 11,000 

Totals 605,113 607,790 61 0,422 
*Villages of Gaines, Lennon and Otter Lake are included in township totals 

Tons Per 
Year 201 0 



Table 2 

Cities: 
Burton 
Clio 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Grand Blanc 
Linden 
Montrose 
Mt Morris 
Swartz Creek 

Towns hips: 
Argentine TownsMp 
Atlas Township 
"Clayton 
Davisorl 
Fenton 
Flint Township 
Flustling Township 
"Forest Township 
"Gaines Township 
Genesee Township 
Grand Blanc Township 
Montrose 
Mt. Morris Township 
Mundy Township 
Richfield Township 
Thetford T'ownship 
Vienna Township 

Village: 
Goodrich 
Otisville 

Industrial: 
GM-Flint Metal Center 
Delphi Automotive E 
Delphi Automotive W 
GM-NAO Flint Operations 
Commercial 
Municipal Sludge 

Total Quantity of Solid Waste Needing Disposal 
Genesee County 

Year 2000 

2000 
Population 

Tons Per 

Day 

Tons Per Recycling 
Year Per Year 

Amount 
in Landfill 

Totals 
Total Amount in Landfill 458,816 
Yillages of Gaines, Lennon and Otter Lake are included in township totals 



Table 3 

Cities: 
Burton 
Clio 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Grand Blanc 
Linden 
Montrose 
Mt Morris 
Swartz Creek 

Total Quantity of Solid Waste Needing Disposal 
Genesee County 

Year 2005 

2005 
Population 

Townships: 
Argentine 
Atlas 
*Clayton 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flustling 
*Forest 
*Gaines 
Genesee 
Grand Blanc 
Montrose 
Mt Morris 
Mundy 
Richfield 
Thetford 
Vienna 

Villages: 
Goodrich 
Otisville 

Tons Per 
Day 

Tons Per Recycling 
Year Per Year 

Industrial: 
GM-Flint Metal Center 7 2700 2693 
Delphi Automotive E 62 22680 18512 
Delphi Automotive W 55 20148 19233 
GM-NAO Flint Operations 194 70800 66625 
Commercial 39,315 39,653 39,752 39,851 
Municipal Sludge 11,000 11,000 11,000 167,678 

Totals 127,539 
Total Amount in Landfill 632,521 
*Villages of Gaines, Lennon and Otter Lake are included in township totals 

Amount 
in Landfill 



SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITIES 

There are two (2) landfills in operatior] in Genesee County, Brent Run and Citizens 
Disposal. All landfills accepting Genesee County's waste in and out of the County are 
privately owned. The typical landfill operational problems of blowing paper, odors, noise, 
leachate, daily cover and road contaminatiorl have been experienced. The landfill 
operators have been very cooperative and have taken steps to eliminate these 
problems. 

'The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission surveyed Brent Run, Citizens 
Disposal and Veriice Park in Shiawassee County, requesting informatior] as to the 
capacity, type, and estimated life of their facility. 

Presently the landfills are capable of managing not only Genesee County's waste, but 
also waste from other counties for over the next ten ( I  0) years. 

Citizens Disposal 
2361 West Grand Blanc Road 
Grand Blanc, MI 48439 

'This landfill is located in section twenty three (23) of Mundy Township At the time of th-e 
1990 Solid Waste Management Plan this landfill was just in the planning stage. Since 
that time the landfill is in full operation. Currently Citizens Disposal is a private landfill 
with currently an estimated life of thirty (30) years. Compared to Brent Run and Venice 
Park, Citizens Disposal has the largest estimated life. 

Citizens Disposal accepts waste from seven (7)  different counties and Canada. Their 
largest amount of waste received is from Canada with a total of 159,024 tons of waste, 
second is Genesee County with a total of 129,977 tons of waste. The smallest amount 
of waste comes from Bay County with a total of 74 tons. 

Brent Run, Inc. 
824'7 Vienna Road 
Montrose, MI 48457 

This landfill is located in section twenty three (23) of Montrose Township Brent Run is 
a privately owned landfill that has an estimated lifetime of more than twenty (20) years. 
Brent Run is the second largest landfill in operation, with Genesee County being the 
largest amount of waste received at 156,609 tons. 

Waste Managemenwenice Park Recycling & Disposal Facility 
9536 Lennon Road 
Lennon, MI 48449 

This landfill is located in section twenty seven (27) of Venice Township It is a privately 
owned and operated facility that received its operating license in January, 1981 Since 
the 1990 Solid Waste Management Plan, the number of acres permitted for  use has 
increased from 33 4 acres to 36.04 acres Venice Park differs from the previously 
mentioned two landfills, because they have a recycling component and accepts type Ill 
waste. 



Richfield Landfill 
5360 North State Road 
Davison, MI 48423 

This existing landfill is located in section two (2) of Richfield Township. It is a privately 
owned facility, which is presently closed and does not have an operating license. 
Owners of the landfill are presently engaged in litigation with the Michigan Department of 
Environmental Quality. Richfield Landfill will be included in the plan if its ownerprevails 
in the litigation, or if the requirenients for the issuance of a construction permit at the site 
are met and approved by the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality. 



FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS -- 
Facility 

Facility Name: Brent Run , 1 nc , -.-------.-----. -------------- --.-. 
County: GGe see t,ocation: Town: T9N Range: RSEm-~ection(s): 23 

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [B Yes 13 No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinexator as11 or 
Transfer S t a t i o n  - _ I - _ _ _ . _  _..__ -----.-- 

a PubEc [B Private Owner: Repub 1 i c Servi ces of Mi'thlgan, Inc + 

--I------- ---__.-. ------..- 
Operating Status (check) 
DL! open 

closed 
licensed 
unlicellsed 
coutruction permit 

0 open, but c iosus  
pending 

Waste Types Received (check all tiiat apply) 
Ed reside~~rial 
CiT] co~iln~ercial 
5 industrial 
I3 collstruction & demoiition . - 

contaniinated soils - 

Ell special wastes * 
n other: 

* Explanation of special wastes, il~cludilig a specific list andlor conditions: 

Non-hazardous, N,o!-regulated s o l i d  waste ( s o i  I ,  paint f i 1 ters ,  e tc .  ) ---- ----.--...------ .--..--- 

Site Size: 
Total area of facility property: 2 4 3 . 1 7  
Total area sited for use: 106 .47  --- 
Total area pexmitted: --- 

Operating: -- 38 .91  
Not excavated: 6 7 . 5 6  ----- 

Current capacity: 12, ClOo,_OOO 
Estimated lifetime: a t  
Estimated days open per year: 280- 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: s&ooo 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

O tolls or myds3 
years 
days 

tons o l u  yds3 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: N/A ~negawatts 
Waste-to-energy incinerators: rn megawatts 



A d &  FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS ----- 
Facility Type: Type I I San i  t a r y  Landi . i  -- 'l 1 

Facility Name: C i t i z e n s  D i s p o s a l ,  Inc .  

County: G e n e s e e  Ltxarion: S'own:'T'GN Range: --- R 6 E  Secrion(s): 23 

Map identifying iocation inciuded in Attacii~~leilt Sectio~l: 3 Yes u No 

If faciliry is an incinerator or a Transfer Station, lisr die fi~ul disposal sire a id  location for frlcineraror ash or 
Transfer S r a r i o w  a??. / A  

n ~ u b l i c  private Owner: C j  t i z e n s  D i s p o s a l  , Inc .  

Operadng Starus (check) Waste Types Received (clieck ail dlar apply) 
I3 o p n  El reside~~rial 

closed Ed commercial 
licensed [ii;] i~~dusrrial 
uniicensed El corlsrrucriorl ISI. demnliriori d i 

i 

construction pennir a coliralili~iared soils 
n o p e n ,  bur closure El special wastes * 

pending fl orlier: 

* Explaaarion of special wasLes. including a specific list and/or coIldiriolls: 
Non-haza rdous  s o l  i d  waste r e q u i r i n g  prior rev iew  and a p p r o v a l  i nc ludirig a n a l y t  -- 
r e v i e w .  --.--- 

Site Size: 
Total area of facility properry: 
Total area sited fbs use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operadng : 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 

(if appiicable) 
Annual energy production: 

LandfiII gas recovery projecrs: 
Waste,-to-energy incinerarors: 

3 0  1 --. acres 
258 - acres 

acres 
51.66 acres --- 
-0- -- a cres 

30 .-. years 
310 days 

1 ,066T7 --- 11 ntols or Byds3 



FACILiTY DESCRIPTIONS --.-------- 

'Type II and Type 111 Facility Type: ---------- .-----.-.---. -.--..--- 

FacilitJt bhne: Waste Management/Ven.i ce Park Rec'ycl ing 8( Di sposal Faci 1.i t y  -----.----- ----- ---- 
county : S s Q  s S e~.x)cation: ~own:~??)  Range: - E ~ e c t i o n ( s ) :  

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: 11Z] Yes [,I No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, Iist fl~e fiial disposal site and location fbr Inciner~tor ash or 
Transfer Statiouaastpc. 

~ P U ~ I ~ C  @ P~ivate Owner: Waste Manageinent 

Operating S t q s  (check) 
Dl open 

closed - 

E l  licensed 
I3 u~dice~lsed 
El constructioll permit 

i 
nopea, but closure 

pending 

- - 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply) 
a residential 
El conlmelcial- 

.- I3 industrial 
-Ed comtruction & denlolitio~~ 
El contaminated soiis 
El special wastes * 
n other: -. 

* Explanation of special wastes, i~lcluding a specific list and/or conditions: 
Asbestos; Medi ca'l waste; .-.--.--- Venice Park RDF ,is --------...-.-. also 1 icensed t o  sol idi,f.Y-non-hazardo~ 

liquids on s i t e  
__I-- --.-.---- 

Site Size: -- 
Total area of facility property: - -  - .. 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 
Operating: 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated iifetinle: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated year1 y disposal volurae: 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Land511 gas recovery projects: 
Waste-to-energy hcine~ators: 

325 -- acres 
80 .---.- acres 

acres 
Li!LD4 acres 
-0- - acres 

666,667 -- mtons or myds3 
n 
L - years 

28 1 days 
u 3 3  ~ t o n s o r . U y d s 3  

1 .2  ,---.- megawatts 
.- megawatts 



F.4CILI'I'Y DESCRIPTIONS 

'TYPE I1 - Sol i d  Waste  Facility TY-Pe L -.--------------....--.~--~---~-,----.--.---,- 

Facility Name: Genesee L a n d f i l l  ( R , i c h f i e l d  L a n d f i ' l l  ) ------------ -.--.--- ----- 
County:.Ggn~see Location: T O W ~ : - ~ . -  Range: 8E."Section(s) : 02 

Map identifyiug location included in Attaclunent Section: Yes rJ No 

If facility is an Incillerator or a Transfer Station, list the fillaI disposal site and location for Incinerator ad1 or  
Transftr S t a t i o u ~ s :  --.- --.*-..--. -.---- __I____._.__---- 

U Pn'vate Owuei: ..- George  A. Gal lhagher  - I I I ,  Rona -.-- 1 d 1.. F e r g u s o n  T n u s t  
A 

Operating Status (check) 
D open 

closed 
0 licensed 
la uIlIice~lsed 
5 construction permit 

open, but closure 
pending 

Waste Types Received (cbeck all apply) 
El residential 
La comn~ercial 
El ir~dusrrial 
El collstructio~l &- den~olirior~ 
n col~tall~inated soils 
I3 special wastes * 
a other: 

* Explanation of special wastes, inciuding a specific list andlor. conditio~ls: ',, 
- . _ - - - . . _ _ , .  -.-- --.....-.--- --------.---- ..-,--.- * ------ . ----_C--.- 

Site Size: 
Total area of faci1it.y property: 
Total aIea sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating : 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 840-900 
Estimated lifetime: -.- 

Estimated days open per year : -- - 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: --- 

(if applicable) 
Amual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 
Waste-to-energy incinerators: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acr.es 

n tolls or m)rds3 
years 
days 
n tons O I L ]  yds3 

,-- ~negawatts 
,-- megawatts 



FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS OF TRANSFER STATIONS LOCATED 
IN GENESEE COUNTY 

Genesee Averill Recycling Inc Transfer & Recycling - 
Genesee City of Flint ~ransfer Station Transfer Station 
Genesee CBC Recycling Process Processing 
Genesee Resource Recovery of Flint Transfer & Recycling 
Genesee Valley Rubbish Transfer & Processing 



FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

Facility Type: Transfer - and Recycl ing Process Station 

Facility Name: Averr'l 1 Recycl i ng Inc. 

County: Ge nesee Location: ~own:-TE~atlge: - . E ~ e c t i o n ( s )  : 9 

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: Yes No On Rowe Sf t e  Plan . 
If facility is an Incinerator or. a Tra f'er Stati n list the fillil disp d te and ocation fo Inci eratos ash or 
TensferSradollBulrtrr  rentf fun an8 ~ l t i z e n s  \an8%'1? -- in denesee Eoun?y 

n ~ u b l i c  mpr iva te  Owner: ~ ~ ~ ~ i l l  Recvcljns Inc.  

Operating Status (check) 
D open 

closed 
CI licensed 

1 hTt unlicensed 
13 construction per~nit 
mopen, but closure 

pending 

Waste 
El 
CS] 
El 

Types Received (check all that apply) 
residential 
conirllercial 
iltdustrial 

El constructio~~ & demoIition 
113 contaminated soils 
0 - .- special wastes * -- - 
fl - other: 

* Explanation of special wastes, including a s ecific list and/or cqnditjons: 
No special waste, only Type 1f inside o f  bu,~ld? ng ,- ----- 4, 

Site Size: 
Total area of faciiity property: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating : 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 

(if' applicable) 
Annual energy productiorr: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 
Waste,-to-energy incinerators: 

16 .5 '' .-- acres 
9 -.-. acres 

16.5 acres - 
5 acres 

'-77- -. acres 

300 ,-- en tols' or [Iyds3 
3 0 --- years 

6 days 
85m Rtons or a y d s 3  

,&/A- megawatts 
N/ A .--.. megawatts 

The transfer fac i l i ty  a t  the time o f  this  plan update i s  currently in t h e  
proposa'l staye. 



FACILITY DESCNPTXS --- 
F a c i I i t y ~ ~ ~ ~ : - p r ~ c e ~ ~ i n g  F a c i i i Q  "---- ---.-.----------.--. 

Facility *ane: CBC RecydJ i ng P r o c e s s i n g  Faci  1 i t y  ------- -------- -- 
County: &G_esee Location: T O W ~ : - / ~  yange: -.-.-.. R7E Sectio~i(s): 19 

Map identifying location included in Attacfl~~lent Section: Yes Cj  No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Statioii, Iist tile final disposal site and locatioil fox Illcinerator' ash or 
Transfer Station.mam- .- --.----..--------- 

D ~ u b l i c  Private Owner: CBC Recycl i ng 

Operaring Status (check) Waste Types Received (clieck all that apply) 
open lEl r esiden tiaL- 

n closed E l  co~l~mercial . . 

• licensed /a industrial 
1, [s41 urdicensed /a col~srructio~~ & demolition 

co~lstrvc tion permit 0 contaminated soils 
nopen, but closr~re special wastes * 

perldilig fl other: 

* Explanation of speciaI wastes, i~~cluding a specific Iist andlor co~~ditiolls: 

Site Size: -. 
Total ales of facility property: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

4.5 ,--- a c L ~ S  
1 -.-- acres 
1 --- acres 
1 acres 
'-.3,-5 -- acres 

Current capacity: 3000 El tolls or L7 ds3 
Estimated lifetime: ,--. years 
Estimated days open per year: --. 285 days 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: ,----- 10 . [.toils or CIyds3 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery p~ojects: N/A lllegawatts 
Waste -to .energy incinerators: ---- N I A  lnepawatts 

The t r a n s f e r  f a c i l i t y  a t  t h e  time of t h i s  p l a n  upda te  i s  c u r r e n t l y  i n  the 
proposal  s t a g e .  

18 



FACILITY DESCRTPTB ----- 
(PROPOSED) TRANSFER STATION Facility Type L ------  ..----.------- ------ -.- 

Facility MIX: CITY OF FL. INT TRANSFER STATION --- - --.---- 
County: -- Genesee Location: T O W ~ : ~ % -  Range: R5E Section(~): 1 9 

Map identifying location included in  Attaclin~ent Section: a Yes No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfe~ Station, list the final disposa site and location for In inerator ash or 
Traader sfation .- Ven ice Park Lennon, -------.- Michigan [waste ~ana~ementy - 
D ~ u b l i c  Private Owner: C i t y  o f  F 1 i n t ---- -.--.--.--- - 
Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received (check all fllat apply) 

open El tesidential 
closed ' 0 comn~ercial 
Iice~lsed industrial 

1 unlicensed JY collstruction & den~olition 
El coi~stniction permit 0 contami~uted soils 
C]opexl, but closure 0 special wastes * 

pending [I13 other : 

* Explanation of special wastes, includi~~g a specific Iist a11lVor conditions: 

Site Size: -- 
Total area of faciIity pr0pert.y: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: -. 
Estimated lifetime: 2 0 
Estimated days open per year.: 312- 
Estimated yearly disposal volun~e: 150 "000 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

Utorx or [7yds3 
years 
days n tons or y ds3 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 
Waste-to-energy incinerators: 

,-- megawatts 
,-- megawatts 

The transfer faci l i ty  a t  the' time of this  plan update i s  currehtlj i n  the 
proposa 1 stage. 



FACILITY DESC-TIONS -------- 

paczty Type: Sol id  Waste Transfe r  S t a t i o n  and Recyc'ling --..-------. ------1_1- 

FaciIit~ Name: Resource Recovery o f  Fl i n t ,  I n c .  

County: _Genes ee Location: TOW: -TEN. ~ a n g e :  -RE~ect io~~(s ) :  3 2 

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: D Yes [I No 

If facility is an Incinerator. or. a Transfer tatio 1 le final disposal site and location for Incinerator. ash or 
Transfer Sfatio-qttpr. Brent .-.- RU n Hand $Ti EiP 

---.----.I.--- .-.-. C - -  

Operatir~g Status (check) - Waste Types Received (cl~e& all that apply) 
El open &I residential :r 

closed El cor~lr~iercial 
l?3 licensed El industrial 

unlicenied la corlstructio~i & denloIition 
. construction pe~lllit El contalninaced soils 

nopen, but closure C] special wastes * 
pending a other: 

%xpIanation of special wastes, incIudi~lg a specific list andlor conditio~rs: 

Site Size: --- 
Tutd area of facility property: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area pernlicted: 
Operating: 
Not excavated: 

Cuxrent capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: , 

Estimated yearly disposal volume: 

3.5 acres - 
3.5 ---. acres 

acres 
3.5 acres 

acres 

300 -.-. ntolls 01. Klyds3 per day 
years - 

350 days 
iusa_o U~OI~S  01 m,yds3 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: N/A megawatts 
Waste-to,-,energy incinerators: ,--.. N / A  mqawatts 



FACILITY DESCRIPTIOQ -- 

Facility T ~ ~ ~ : S O ' ~  i id Waste Transfer Faci I ,i t y  and Processing P Ian t -.----.---I__ _.-- . - .__-.-  --_I_ 

Faciiit~Narne: Val ley Rubbish (Valley-1) 
- . - I _ -  - - - . _ . -  --- 

~ount~:&esee Iacation: T O W ~ : - ~  Range: =Section(~): 29 

Map identifyirlg locatiox~ included in Attachment Section: Yes No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Trxnsf'er Station li le TIllaI disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or 
Transfer statiorlq. Venice Park ----- l a n d 5 f i Y f  --.-.--- 

a Public a Private Owner: Waste Management of Michigan, Inc. ---__I_-..&._-_ --"---- -- 
Operating Status (check) 
U open 

closed 
Ell licensed 
[7 unlicensed 

corlstruction permit n open, but closure 
peridi~ig 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply) 
residential 

• commercial 
D irldustrial 
• co~~scructioil Br demolition 
0 co~italilillated soils " - - 
El =-special wastes * n otl~er: 

* Explanation of special wastes, iilcluding a specific list and/or. condiciol~~: 

T'Uis fac.il,ity i s  not current'ly be'ing used. 
----I---.-.--- ..--.------- --- 

Site Size: 
Total area of facility property: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volunle: 

(if applicable) 
AnuuaI energy production: 

LandNl gas recovery projects: 
Waste-to-energy incinerators: 

1.5 acres 
.- acres 
1.5 acres 

~KT- 
,--- acres 
1.5 ---- acres 

--. [I tons or u y d s 3  
years 
days 

tolls or[x yds3 

,--.--.. mepawa tts 
-..-.-- megawatts 

"Building area i s  5625 f t  2 



SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL COLLECTION SERVICES 

All of the local units except the City of Flint contract with a private collectiorl hauler. The 
majority of the local ur~its are paying a monthly or yearly bill for the collection of solid waste and 
are passing this cost on to the customer in the form of a special assessment The number of 
dwelling units in the local unit determines this cost The City of Flint continues to collect its solid 
waste. This is paid from their local general operating revenue The following describes the 
present solid waste collection services and transportation infrastr~lcture that is utilized within the 
county to collect and transport solid waste. 

- -- 
Gaines Waste Management -- Recycling Included 
Goodrich Waste Management - Recycling Included 
0 t k i i i i C -  BFllAllied 

-. Recycling lncluded - 

-------. - --- .- - -- 
Burton --.-.---- Waste Management - Recycling lncluded ---. . - -- --- 
Clio Waste Management Recycling Included ----- -- -- 
Davison BFIIAllied Recycling Included 

--- Fenton Waste Management ------ Recycling Included 

.-.-- 
Flint City of Flint ---- -- Recycling Included - 
Flushing Waste Management -- Recycling Included - - - - 
Grand Blanc Waste Management -------- Recycling Included ---  ind den Waste Management - .----.--- Recycling Included -- -. - -- - ..- 
Montrose Waste Management No Recycling 

. 
----- ------------ ---- 

.- 
Mt. Morris Waste Management ---- Recycling lncluded 
Swartz Creek Waste Management Recycling Included 

-- - - -- -. - .- --..- 
Townships: -- -- 

Argentine Waste Management 
----------.-- Recycling Included - --. - -- 

Atlas Waste Management ---- Recycling Included 

-- - 
Clayton Waste ~anagement No Recycling -- ----- 
Davison 

-. BFIIAllied 
. - -- - . - Recycling Included 

---- Fenton ---- - BFIIAllied Recycling Included 
.- 

Flint Waste Management Recycling Included -- 
Flushing Waste management Recycling Included 
Forest 

-. Waste Management Recycling Included - -- 
Gaines Waste Management Recycling Included 
Genesee Waste Management Recycling Included ---.---- 
Grand Blanc BFIIAllied -- Recycling Included 
Montrose Waste Management No Recycling 

---.-.-- 
Mt Morris -- Waste Management 

.- - Volunteer Recycling ------ 
Mundy 

- 
BFIIAllied Recycling Included 

------- 
--- 

Richfield Waste Management Recycling Included 
Thetford Waste Management Recycling Included 
Vienna Waste ~anagemenr --- Recycling lncluded -- -- 

Villages 



EVALUATION O f  DEFICIENCIES AND PROBLEMS 

There are no major concerns in tile existing solid waste system, although the following is a 
description of problems or deficiencies that the Collnty will attempt to address: 

There should be recycling opportunities for the commercial, industrial and 
multifamily sectors. 

o There should be more of a real incentive for resource conservation efforts iri the 
County 

e All residents should have knowledge of all of the recycling and cornposting 
opportunities in their community. 
The enforcement to ensure that waste coming into the County's landfills is from 
counties that are included in Genesee County's Solid Waste Management Plan. 

0 A standardized reporting system submitted to the County that reports waste 
generation and amounts recycled from commercial, residential and industrial 
sectors. 



DEMOGRAPHICS AND LAND USE 

Population and population projections are an essential piece in the development of a 
countywide solid waste management plan. The planning for the collection and disposal 
of Genesee County's solid waste stream must ufilize population derisities as well as 
municipal boundaries to determine the best management plan. 

The data represented in Table three (3) gives present and projected populatiorl from 
1990 to 2010. Genesee County is expecting a two-three percent increase in population 
over the next ten (1 0) years. With this very small increase in projections the rate of solid 
waste generation should not vary significantly over the next ten (10) years tiowever, 
instead of a high increase in population, the county is experiencing a significant shift in 
population. This shift is from the City of Flint to the suburban area. 

The redistribution of Genesee County's population into suburbia is consistent with 
developmerlt patterns of adjacent counties and with development patterns experienced 
in Michigan. The trend should continue for the next ten (1 0) years. lrldividual population 
growth of a municipality can be influenced and stimulated for a variety of reasons. Major 
population shifts are caused by the construction of public utilities, construction of new 
housing, economy, and construction of Industrial faclfities, which would employ a large 
number of people. The pie chart: (Figure 1) gives an illustration as to the present land 
use in Genesee County. 

Figure 1 

L a n d  U s e  in G e n e s e e  C o u n t y  
(in acres)  

Commerc ia i  lndustiral 
2% 1 % 



TABLE 3 

GENESEE COUNTY 
POPULATION ESTIMATES 

2020 

-------- 
28,913 
2,694 
5,832 

2015 

28,855 
.. 2,688 

5,821 

-- -- 
LOCAL UNIT -- 

CITIES: -- 
BURTON -- 
,CLIO 
,DAVISON 

8,444 9,363 -- 9,550 - 9,598 - 9,646 .- 9,694 - 9.743 

i;, 

2005 

28,740 
2,678 
5,797 

GOODRICH - 
OTlSVlLLE 

TOTAL 
--- 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET ESTIMATES 

- 
-.-------.-- 

-- 
-- 

- 
2010 

..- 28,798 
- 2,683 

5,809 

1990 CENSUS 

27,617 
-- 2,629 

5,693 

*Villages of Gaines, Lennon, and Otter Lake included in township population totals 
Adopted by Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 10/7/97 

916 
724 
- 

430.459 
-- 

--.-. 
1995 

-------. 
28.540 
2,659 
5,757 

-. - 
2000 

-..- 
28,683 
2,672 
5.786 

1,127 
730 

436,835 
.- 

436.700 

1,133 
--.. 734 
-.- 

- 440.588 
-- 

437.700 
-- 
--- 

1,135 
735 

441,686 

---.-...---------------. 
- 

435,500 

1,137 
737 

.- 442,787 
-- 

431,100 

1,139 
738 

- 443,892 

- 
425,300 

----.----.----- 

1,142 
740 

- 445.001 

- 
--.-- 

419,000 



ALTERNATIVE SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS 

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Committee reviewed the alternatives 
approved in ttie 1990 Solid Waste Management Plan to reduce the amount of solid waste 
ending up in sanitary landfills The alternatives were analyzed from ecoriomical arid 
environmental aspects, and an implementation plan based around a continued dependency on 
landfilling. The predominant method of disposal in Genesee County at the current time is landfill 
at three rriajor sites, two located in the County and one located in an adjacent county The I990 
plan alternatives provided the best combination of technologies to suit our needs for the short 
term, the next five (5) years; and the long term, the next ten (10) years. It niust be remembered 
that of the estimated 1,527 tons per day generated within Genesee County, the commercial and 
industrial sector is responsible for 427 tons per day of the wastes generated. The cooperation 
of the private sector is essential if our management plan is to be enforceable. 

It will be the interit of this plan to remain flexible and develop a strategy for management. To 
attempt to foresee the future of such a dynamic industry and rnandate controls for a ten (10) 
year period would be counterproductive. Our goal is to review our new plan in five (5) years in 
order to adjust to current and projected needs within Genesee County. 

The resource recovery technologies and management techniques available are briefly 
. - -- 

described as follows: - - - 

Waste Reduction - Source reduction is a practice that results in less solid waste being 
disposed of in the waste stream. The industrial and commercial sector have made 
significant improvements toward reducing the quantity of wastes generated. The 
incentives to reduce solid -wastes have become more economic, as waste that is 
recycled not only reduces collection costs, it also provides income. As the county 
planning agency, we can do little to mandate source reduction of solid waste, but by 
educating the producer, gains have been achieved in limiting the quantity of waste 
generated. Methods of waste reduction include reduced package material, and 
incorporating from the design stage recycling and reuse technologies arid increased 
product life 

a. Reduction in Packaging: This option for source reduction involves the 
packaging of a product so that minimum quantities of materials are used 
for packaging. This approach is also targeted toward reduction of 
packaging of other types of materials (e.g., office supplies, package 
shippers). While this approach reduces the amount of raw material 
necessary to package a product, it also requires less space and energy to 
transport the product to the consumer. The packaging personnel are often 
more concerned with making a product salable rather than showing 
concern for solid wastes discarded. The automotive industry in Genesee 
County has taken great strides forward in requiring that all the component 
parts of an automotive assembly line be delivered to the assembly plant in 
returnable, reusable pallets and containers, rather than individual 
packaging. Significant savings of raw materials and the reduction in solid 
waste quantities will produce dollar savings for the producer and the 
consumer. 



b Increased Product Life: This approach to source reduction involves increasing 
the time span that a consumer product remains in use by society. 'The planned 
obsolescence experienced by all consumers, and the high maintenance costs, 
are forcing consumers to buy new products. An approach to reuse discarded 
iterris that are potentially useful to another consumer, is a prudent approach. 
This can be accomplished by recycling items through Goodwill, Salvation Army, 
St. Vincent de Paul, or sirnilar types of organizations. 

2. Product Reuse - This technology involves using a product on a repetitive basis The 
intent is to reuse without changing its original form. The reuse concept may be applied 
to using a ceramic washable coffee cup rather than disposable paper or Styrofoam cups. 
A thought process of consumers to reuse rattier than dispose will reduce wastes. Other 
reuse areas such as diapers, razors, cigarette lighters should be enforced. Changing 
consumer preference is an ongoing process that must begin with education. 

3 Composting .- Composting is a low technology application for reducing homeowners 
grass clippings and leaves frorn entering the waste stream. The decomposition of 
organic matter in the grass and leaves creates a soil conditioner that is beneficial to 
gardening. The technology can be applied to individuals or to community-wide ventures. 
The reduction of solid waste generates a salable product. For compostiny conducted on 
a community-wide basis, attention must be directed to market expansion for the humus. 
An application of composting would be at landfill sites where the landfill operator would 
be his own market, as the final slopes of a completed landfill would require humus for 
establishing a vegetative growth on the clay cap. Local leaf burning bans, and a 
concerted educational awareness program, are essential to an effective program. Since 
the statewide ban on landfilling of grass and leaves was enacted, communities in 
Genesee County are required to establish alternatives, such as composting for 
management of this element of solid waste stream. The implementation of a composting 
program can be individual or community-wide. To be effective, a continuing education 
program is essential. 

Composting alternatives must be investigated to help alleviate the problems of 
concentrating large amounts of compost material in one location. A system that can be 
used by residents, who, individually, do not produce large quantities of compostable 
materials, should be implemented and evaluated for effectiveness. 

4. Recycling - Recycling is the separation, collection, and processing of materials that 
would otherwise become solid waste, for conversion into raw materials or new products. 
Recycling is already practiced at commercial and industrial sites and in all but three (3) 
local units of government. 'The recycling levels are difficult to determine, however, it can 
safely be stated that as economics swing in favor of recycling through market 
development and avoidance of landfill charges, industrial and commercial recycling will 
increase. Genesee County will increase recycling of its domestic waste stream through 
improving education and public awareness. 

Education is crucial for a sustained high level of public participation. The development 
of markets for materials pulled from the waste stream will ensure the success of 
recycling in Genesee County. A major factor affecting recycling 's the market 
availability. For source separation or site separation to be successful there must be a 
market that accepts the recycled product. History indicates that voluntary efforts do not 
operate successfully at a larger scale. 



Currently there is no real incentive for residents to want to recycle These incerltives 
could include a number of options, for example, 50 cents per bag of recyclable materials, 
or discounts at grocery stores, and hardware stores for each bag of recyclable material 
This systern could work in the same manner as bottle returns 

An education program, which would include periodic mailing of literature or programs to 
schools, businesses, government agencies and residences of the importance of 
recycling. 

5 Incineration with Energy Recovew - Waste to energy involves the incineration of solid 
waste at high temperatures under controlled conditions. Problems associated with the 
development of waste to energy facilities include the following items: 

o air emissions; 
o ash disposal; 
• power sales. 

While the volume of solid waste is reduced by 90%, this technology is very expensive 
and may be implemented orlly in the long-range plan. Batteries, hazardous household 
wastes,-compostables and other recyclable materials should be taker) out of the waste 
stream prior to incineration. lncineration is presently viable for the removal of wood from 
the waste stream in Genesee County. 

1 6. LandfiQ - The landfilling of solid waste is the final componerlt of a comprehensive solid 
waste management system. Landfilling will remain a viable technology for disposal of 
solid wastes in Genesee County. 

Landfills must be properly constructed, licensed, and operated. The siting criteria, 
established in the 1983 report, is still credible.. Costs associated with laridfill 
development are continuing to increase due to legislative standards required for 
environmental protection. 

SUMMARY 

The most effective solid waste policy for Genesee County will be a blend of the six (6) 
mentioned technologies. The integrated system will accomplish the greatest recovery of useful 
elements of solid waste back into our society and will provide an environmentally sound waste 
management- for Genesee County. 

The selected alternatives for short term and long term will not coincide. The short-term plan 
would be to perform as much cornposting and recycling of municipal solid waste as is 
economically feasible with the landfilling of all the remaining waste stream. 



THE SELECTED SOLID WASTE SYSTEM 

Mangement System --  

The selected solid waste Management System (Selected System) is a comprehensive approach 
to managing the County's solid waste and recoverable materials. 'The Selected System 
addresses the generation, transfer and disposal of the County's solid waste It aims to reduce 
the amount of solid waste sent for final disposal by volume reduction techniques and by various 
resource conservation and resource recovery programs. It also addresses collection processes 
and transportation needs that provide the most cost effective, efficient service. Proposed 
disposal areas locations and capacity to accept solid waste are identified as well as program 
management, funding, and enforcement roles for local agencies Following is an overall 
description of the selected system: 

The County's selected system calls for a combination of techniques to reduce the 
amount of solid waste being generated in the county The selected system best 
fits the characteristics and the needs of Genesee County. It was decided by the 
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Cornmittee that the 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission - would manage the 
implementation of the selected system. The committee also decided that the 
private sector would continue to collect and dispose of solid waste generated in 
the County. 

I 
The selected system focuses on the importance to use the following techniques to manage the 
recovery of waste from the County's waste stream. 

Encourage consumers to reuse products for longer periods of time before 
disposal. 
Enhance and expand recycling programs through out Genesee County. 
Promote the importance to residents, commercial and industry the importance of 
waste reduction. 
Develop an effective waste to energy process 



SELECTED SYSTEM 

If a Licensed solid waste disposal area is currently operating within another County, disposal solid waste generated 
by the EXPORTING COUNTY is authorized by the IMPORTING COUNTY up to the AUTHORIZED QUANTITY according 
to the CONDI'TIONS AUTHORIZED in the Current Import Volume Authorization of Solid Waste table 

CURRENT IMPORT VOLUME AUTHORIZATION OF SOLID WASTE 

Allegan 
Antrim 
Bay 

Branch 
Calhoun 

Cass 
Charleviox 

Clinton 
Eaton 
Emmet 

Grand Traverse 
Gratiot 
lngham 
Jackson 
Kal kas ka 
Lapeer 

Lenawee 
Livingston 
Macomb 
Montcalm 
Oakland 
Saginaw 
Sanilac 

Shiawasee 
St Joseph 

Tuscola 
Washtenaw 

Wayne 

Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 

.=- Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 

-- Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 



SELECTED SYSTEM 

If a Licensed solid waste disposal area is currently operating within another County, disposal of solid waste generated 
by the EXPORTING COUNTY is authorized up to the AUTHORIZED QUANTITY according to the CONDITIONS AUTHORIZED 
in the current export volume authorization of solid waste table if authorized for import in the approved Solid Waste Manage- 
Plan of the receiving County 

Export Authorization 

CURRENT EXPORT VOLUME AUTHORIZATION OF SOLID WASTE 

' -  , < "  " , * I  - *: 4 " '  8 4 > t q  "* T i  4 l  < < a h (  : - + < ,  

,Exporting , , 'lmpor;t(ng ' : j~a i i l i t y  I . ~  ' ~ u t 6 o k e d  ~ua?ti$,, : hLthoriredjuanti$' - -  , 1 ,Authorirea. : 
- ,  ' ,,, 1 * (^,I I 

; , CoUnty- , ~ C ~ u n t y .  ... . .., . ~ & 6 e  ' - 1. ", Dai lyc '  'Anngal 7 b-Cbn&iions : ' 1 

Genesee 

Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 
Genesee 

Allegan 

Antrim 
Bay 

Branch 
Calhoun -. 

Cass - 
Charleviox 

Clinton 
Eaton 
Emmet 

Grand Traverse 
Gratiot 
lngham 
Jackson 
Kalkaska 
Lapeer 

1.enawee 
l.ivingstor1 
Macomb 
Montcalm 
Oakland 
Saginaw 
Saniiac 

Shiawasee 
St Joseph 

Tuscola 
Washtenaw 

Wayne 



FACIL~TS DESCRIPTIONS --- 
F a c i i i ~  T ~ ~ ~ :  Transfer and Recycl -- i n g  Process Stati  on ---- 
Facilityh'ame: Avarill Recycling Inc. 

-- 

~ o u r ~ ~ :  Genesee ~ocsuon:  ~ow11:-L7~~~ange: R[E-section(s): 9 

Map identifying location included in Atracllment Section: L] Yes a No O n  Rowe Si t e  P I  an 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Tra fer Statj 11 Ijst .the film disp te.and ocation fo frlci -rator ash or 
Trans.r ~ r e n t y u n  a n 8  - t ~ t l z e n s  -.-- Laii~??\Sj .tn denesee EounYy 

DpubEc DPrivate  Owner: Ayerill Recyc l ing  I n c .  - -----.-.-- .---- --- 
Operating Status (check) 
U open 
R closed 
El licensed 

1 El unlicellsed 
constructioripemit 

mopen, but closure 
pending 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply) 
El reside~lrial 
El co~~lrl~ercial 
I3 ir~dustrial rn coristruction & demolition 

connminated soils 
special wastes * n otlier: 

* Explanation of speciaI wastes, includi~~g a s ecific Jist and/or cqrlditjorls: I 

No special waste, only Type I! ios?de o f  b u ~  ld-ing \, 
- - - . . - - - . -  ._--- I---C- _ _ - - .  _I---- 

Site Size: 
TOM area of facility properv: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

Current capacitj: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal uolu~ne: 

(if app1,icable) 
Aunual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 
'VITaste4o-,eilergy i~lcii~erators: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

mtons or. nyds3  
years 
days 
atol ls  or nyds3  

i h e  transfer f a c i  1.i ty a t  t h e  time o f  this  p l a n  update i s  currentiy i n t h e  
proposa'l stage* 



FACILITY DESCRIPTW 

FaciLity*ame: CBC Recyt'ling Processing Facility ---------- -- - -- 
County: &exes ee Location: T O W ~ : ~  p n g e :  -Rc~ect ion(s) :  19 

Map identifying location inciuded in Attacl~n~erlt Sectio~l: Yes No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfex Station, list die final disposal sire and locatioti for Incinerator ash or 
Transfer Statiowumex -.--- __w_._______l._l___-----_- 

[]~ub~ic El Private Owner: CB C Recy c 1 i ng 

Operating Stat~is (check) 
open 

17 closed 
Iicellsed 

~ t E % l  udice~lsed 
construction permit 

nopen, but closure 
periding 

Waste Types Received (check all chat apply) 
El 

-- 
residential - 

El collln~ercial 
El industrial 
ka construcriol~ & demo1ition 
0 contaminated soils 
• special wastes-" 
0 oti~er: 

* Explanation of special wastes, imh~dir~g a specific Iist andlor conditions: 

Site Size: -- 
TotaI area of EaciIity property: 
Total area sited f o ~  use: 
Total aIea pern~itted: 

Operating : 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

[I tolls or m , y  ds3 
pears 
days 
ntons or n,yds3 

(if applicable) 
Amual energy production: 

landfill gas recovery projects: - N/A megawatts 
Waste-to-ene~gy incine1 ators: --- N/A n~egawatts 

The transfer fac i l i ty  a t  t he  time of t h i s  p l a n  upda te  is curren,tly in the 
proposal stage. 

3 3 



FACILITY DESCRIPTI'N2j 

(PROPOSED) Transfer Station FaciIity Type: --..------I--- - - .  ---- 
FaciIity Name: City of F l in t  Transfer Station 

- - - - 1 _ 1 - - - - -  --.---- 
County: --Genes ee Location: Town:-Ti_N_ h u g e :  =Section(~): 19 

Map identifying location included i11 Attachment Section: Yes No 

If facility is an Ir~cinerato or a l'ra fes S tion, Iist d fis I. dis os sire a ocation f o ~  cirlerator ash or 
Tlaasfer Stadoesasrpv ten1 ce ?ark fennon,  f i x  ckZ1 Pliaste"41anagemenR - 

Public D Private Owmr: City of F'l i n t  

Operating Status (check) Wasre Types Received (check all that apply) 
open @ r eside~~dal 

El closed colrill~ercial 
licensed El i~ldust~isll 

1. Ed ullIicel~sed Cii) corlstructiol~ & demolition 
. canstruction permit • contaminated soiIs n open, but closure special wastes * 

pending - n other: 

* Explanation of special wastes, includiug a specific list andlor conditio~ls: 
--.-----.-.--------I.- - - - . -  _^__ 

----I---_. --.--.-_..---- _ ----- 

Site Size: 
Total area of facility property: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
'Estimated yea~ly disposal voIun.ie: 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Idandfill gas recovery projects: 
Waste-to-enersy ir~ciuerators: 

16.5 acres 
7- --- afres 
,-- acres 
.--.. acres 
---- acres 

--.-, fl tons or. myds3 
.2Q- years 
x' days 

1 5 a O  n tolls O I ~  yds3 

,--- megawatts 
.--.-,- n~egawatts 

1. The t ransfer  f 'ac,i 'lity a t  ,the t ime of' t h i s  p l a n  update i s  clirrently i n  the  

proposal stage. 



FACILITY DESCNP,TIONS --- 
FaciIiv Tme: Sol i d  Waste Transfer  Staati on and Recyc'l i n g  --.---------..------.------- 

FaciIityName: desource Recovery o f  F l i n t ,  Inc. 

County: ,G&n$see Location: ~ o w n : - - E N  Range: - . , ~ ~ ~ e c d o u ( s ) :  32 

Map identiQing location included in Attacllrnent Sectio11: /I] Yes n No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer brio is le final disposal sire and location for Incinerator ash or 
T~~~~~~~ station- Brent Run f and??i .-----...-.I -.-----i.--- 

D ~ u b l i c  D P ~ i v a e  Chimer: Resource Recovery o f  F l i n t ,  I n c .  
--.--------.--.--- . - - - _ .  _ - - - - - -  

Operating Sta-3i.s (check) 
iX! opeu 

closed 
Dl licersed 

unliceGed 
~onstnrction permit 

flopen, but closure 
pending 

Waste Types Received (check all hat apply) - 
!?I fisidential 
/a corlln~e~ cia1 

industrial 
KJ constructio~~ & derlioIitioll 
0 corita~~lillated soils 
I3 special wastes * 
D other: 

* Explanation of special wastes, i~icluding a specific list andlor conditions: 

Site Size: --- 
Total area of facility property: - -  - - 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 
Operating : 
Not excavated: 

Curent capaci*: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days opeu per year: , 

Estimated yearly disposal volume: 

acres 
acI'eS 
acres 
acres 
BcI'eS 

years 
days 
f l to~ls  or ayds3  

per day  

(if applicable) 
Amual energy producuou: 

Landfill gas recovery p~~ojects: N/A 
,-- ~~legawatts 

Waste-to.,euergj incinerators: N/A ---. nlegawatts 



FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS -- 
Facility Type: Sol i d  Waste T r a n s f e r  Faci  l i t y  and P roces s  i n y  P l a n t  - - - . - . - .  _ _  --- ------. -- 
FaciIit~Name: Val l e y  Rubbish (Val ley-1)  - - - - - - - - -  - - . - -  _._- 

~ ~ u n t ~ : s g c e s e e  L,ocation: T o w n : a L  Range: R5ESectioil(s): 29 

Map identifying location included in Attaclu~~ent Section: [7 Yes No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Statio Ii le final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or 
Transfer S t a f i o m s :  Venlce Park ~ a n % f i y f  .----.--. --.-.--.-- 

mPubiic mPrivate Owuer: Waste Management of  Michigan, Inc. --- -----I__--- .--- 
Operating Status (check) 

open 
0 closed a licensed 
0 unlice~lsed 

, col~structiox~ permit - 
a open, but closure 

pending 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply) 
0 reside~itial 
• commercial 
D industrial 

co~istructiol~ & den~oli tioil 
El contaminated soils -- - 

special wastes * 
other: 

"xpIa~lado~l of special wastes, including a specific list andlol conditions: 
- - - -  ---. - - - - -  --.-- - - - - - - - - - -  --- ---.. i \, 

This f a c i l i t y  i s  not  c u r r e n t l y  be ing  used.  -.-..---- ----------I--.----- - -  .__ _ _ _ _  
Site Size: 
TotaI area of facility property: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

Cunent capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volunle: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

r) tons or uyds3  
years 
days 

toils o r U  yds3 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy productioxl: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: --- megawatts 
Waste-to-eue~gy incinerators: ---- n~egawatts 

*Building area i s  5625 f t  2 



FACILITY DESCRIPTIchs 

'Type I1 and 'Type I1 I Type:-, - - - - - - . - - - - - - . - -  

FaciliPNarne: Waste Management/Venice Park Recycling & Disposal Faci l i t ~  --- ------.-- - 
county :S_h_Gfa s s e amation:  own: ,Jz Range: - ~ . ~ e c t i o n ( s )  : 

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: a Yes [_7 No 

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, Iist tlte fi11aI disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or 
Transfer StationwantPa: _ _ - . _ - l _ . - l _ _ _ _  - 
n ~ u b l i c  a P r i v a t e  Owner: lnlaste Managernewt 

---.- -.--._I_-.- ---..I_- 

Operating Stags (check) 
13 open 

closed - - 
licensed 

- 

El unlicensed 
El construction pernlit 
flopen, but closure 

pending 

Waste Types Received (check all hat apply) 
E! residential 
D commel cia] 
El iadustrial 
I3 co~~structioli & denlolition 
El contaminated soils 
I2 special wastes * 
n orher: 

* Explanatiori of speciaI wastes, ir~cludi~~g a specific list and/or conditions: 
Asbestos; -.-.- Medical waste; VenicePark R D F  i s  also licensed to  ~o l id i f ,V~~non-haza rdo~  - 
liquids on s i t e  
I..---------- -- -. -----.__--I- -----.-.---.--.-- - - . - -  

Site Size: -- 
Total area of facility propertv: - -  . - 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

Cu~rent capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volun~e: 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 
Waste-&,-,energy iucinerators: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

mtons or. myds3 
years 
days 
[Ill t01l.s or n ds3 

megawatts 
lnegawatts 



FACILITY DZSCRIPTIONS -.----___.--- 

... T e I1  Sani tary Landfi l l  
Fac~~lty ~YP-:--.& - - . - - - - - - , .  -.----.-I--- -- 
& ~ s i t ~  Name: Brent R u n ,  I ~ c .  

---.----.- ...--..--- _...._.. _ -..---- ------ 
Coulty: -- Genes ee hcacion: ~own:-L!! Rar~g:: --- R5E section(~): 2 3 

Map idzntif~riug locanon iuciuded in ArtacIunent Section: a Yes !-J Ho 

i f  facility is an incicerator or a Transfer Station, list d ~ e  final disposal site a d  iocarion foi lncierator asb or 
Transfsr S ta t iozua+r t~~*  - . - . - . -  -..__....__ . -.-- 

pubiic e] Prim= ( ) u r n ~ ~ :  Republ i c  Services o f  Michigan, Inc. 
----- --- I - . - - -  

Operaring Sratus (checl:) Waste Types Received (cl~eci: all that apply) 
&' open El reside11tiaI 

closed u Cii] c o ~ ~ ~ n ~ e r c i a l  
1iceust.d El ir~dustrial 

E! unijcerlsed Ell constr~cdon & demoiidon 
0 c o ~ s t r u c n o ~ ~  pen~zit contaminated soiis 
fl open, but closur:: El special wastes * .- 

pending I- O other: 

* Explanation of special wastes, illcluriiug a specific list a~ldior condiriol~s: 
/'- --..------.--._.--._-----_-_.-__._-I__._ _.------- --- .- 
!\ ---.------------.-__.._.. . - - - . . . - -  ---..--I--__. ----.-- 

Site Size: 
Total area of facility property: 
Total area sired for use: 
Total area permirtzd: 

Opelaring : 
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 
.Estimated Ii fecime: 
Esti~llared days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volunie: 

(if applicable) 
A~ulual energy production: 

Lalldfill gas recovery projects: 
Wzstt,-to-ene~gy inciueracors: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

12, @&DO0 U tons or [Zyds3 
20.t -- years 

280 - days 
324 000 D tolls orrJ ~ ~ d ?  I 

megawatts 
niegawa tts 



FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

Faciliry T,w: Tvpe I I S a n i t a r y  - L a n d i i  1 1 

Facility Name: C i t i z e n s  D i s p o s a l ,  Inc.  
-. 7 

Counry:G=see Location: Town:J:a-  Range: - R 6 E  S:ction(s): 23 

Map idenufying location included in Atrachmenc Sec~ion: 3 Yes LI No 

If'faciiiry is an incinerator or a Transfer Sration, lisr tile filial disposal site and location for fncinera~or ash or 
Transfer S r a r i o u a w c '  N / A  

U h b l i c  mPrivare  Owner: c i t i z e n s  ~ j ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 ,  l n c .  

Operaring 
Dl 

Starus (ci~eck) - - Waste Types Received (clleck alllrliat apply) 
open I 3  residential 
closed la contmercial 
licensed • indusrrial 
unlicensed @ co~lstruction B derilolitiori 
construction permit El conranii~lared soils -- 

flopen, bur closure @ special wastes * 
pending • otiier: 

* Explanation of special wastes. incfudi~lg a specific list alldlor culldiriol~: 
Non-haza rdous  sol  i d  w a s t e  r e q u i r i n g  p r i o r  r e v i e w  a n d  a p p r o v a  1 i r l c l u d  ing  a n a h t i  

Site Size: -- 
Totaf area of faciIity property: 
Total area sited for use: 
Total are2 pemirsed: 

O p n u n g :  
Not excavated: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 
Waste-so-energy incinerators: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

[ I t o m  or a y d s 3  
years 
days 
n to l i s  or a y d s '  



Solid Waste Collection Services And Transportation -- 

The following describes the solid waste collection services and transportation 
infrastructure, which will be utilized within the County to collect and transport 
solid waste. 

Cities: -.-----.-- ----------- 
Burton ------- Waste Management --..--. Recycling lncluded 
Clio - ----- -- Waste Management Recycling Included -- ---- ---- 

- Davison BFI/Allied -.------------ Recycling lrlcluded 
Fenton ----------.- Waste Management --.-- Recycling Included 
Flint ---- City of Flint -----.- Recycling Included 
Flushing Waste Management .--- ~ecycling -included 
Grand Blanc Waste Management Recycling Included - ----. 
Linden Waste Management ~ec ic l ins  included- - --.- - - 

I-- Montrose Waste ~anagement No Recycling ---I ------ --. .- - - ---- 
Waste Management 

---.- -.------------ - -..---- Recycling Included ------ 
Swartz Creek Waste Management Recycling Included - . - -- - ------- -- . 

---- --- 
Argentine Waste ~anagement - -. - Recycling lncluded 

Waste Management 
--.------- 

Recycling Included 
Clayton Waste Management -- No ~ e c y c l i G  ----- 
Davison ---.----- BFIIAllied - Recycling Included --.. 

BFIIAllied Recycling Included ---- 
Flint Waste Management Recycling Included - .- -------- 
Flushing ---------- Waste management -- Recycling lncliaed .---.-- 
Forest Waste Management Recycling Included ----- 
Gaines ------ Waste Management -----. --- Recycling Included 
Genesee -- -- Waste Management Recycling Included -- 
Grand Blanc ----- Waste Management Recycling Included --- ------- -- 
Montrose ----. waste Management ----- No Recycling ----- 
Mt. Morris .- Waste Management --.--- Volunteer Recycling 
Mundy BFIIAllied --.-- 

- -  
~ecfcling lncluded -- 

~ichfiem- Waste Management - --. 
Recycling lncluded --- 

- ~het fo r r -  -- Waste Management Recycling Included 
Vienna Waste Management Recycling Included 

Villages ----- 
Gaines Waste ~ a n a g e m e z  --- ----- 
Goodrich - Waste Management Recycling Included 

---- 
Otisville BFIIAllied -- Recycling Included 

-.---.-- 



'The private sector will continue to collect the County's residential solid waste, 
with the exception of the City of Flint, whose Department of Public Works collects 
its residential waste. The private haulers currently provide collection services 
through contracts with the local municipalities. The industrial and commercial 
sector also contract with the private sector to handle its waste. Out of the thirty 
one (31) municipalities that contract out to a private hauler 83% of the contracts 
include recycling in their fee. The County hopes to encourage all of the local 
municipalities to work with the private sector to implement a recycling component 
into their contract. 

Overall, the existing collection services and the infrastructure is secure enough to 
accommodate the present and future waste stream in Genesee County. 

Resource Conservation Efforts 

The followirig describes the selected system's proposed conservation efforts to reduce 
the amount of solid waste generated throughout the County. The annual amount of solid 
waste currently or proposed to be diverted from lafidfills and incinerators is estimated for 
each effort to be used, if possible. Since consemation efforts are provided voluntarily 
and change with technologies and public awareness, it is not this Plan update's intention 
to limit the efforts to only what is listed. Instead citizens, businesses, and industries are 
encouraged to explore the options available to their lifestyles, practices, and processes, 

I which will reduce the amount of materials requiring disposal. 

Maximum utilization of recycling facilities in 
Genesee County arid surrounding counties 

----.--.-------.-- -- 
Cornposting and Recycling workshops for the Unknown 
residents of Genesee County. t --.---- -- - 

s e  the private sector a i c i p a i o  in waste P T - F - F ~  
reduction efforts 

( Research the feasibility of a county wide recycling I Unknown 1 38,000 1 50,000 1 
and cornposting program I---- .--- I I I J  

Additional efforts and the above information for those efforts are listed or1 an attached 
page.. 



Waste Reduction, Recycling, & Cornposting Programs 

Volume Reduction Techniques 

The following describes the techniques to be utilized and proposed throughout the 
County, which reduces the volume of solid waste requiring disposal. The annual amount 
of landfill air space not used as a result of each of these techniques is estimated, Since 
volume reduction is practiced voluntarily and because technologies change and 
equipment may need replacing, it is not this Plan update's intention to limit the 
techniques to only what is iisted. Persons within the county are encouraged to utilize the 
technique that provides the most efficient and practical volume reduction for their needs. 
Documentation explaining achievements of implemented programs or expected results 
of proposed prograrns is attached. 

Implement volume reduction techniques for 

GM: compacting and paper shredding 
---- 

the feasibility of 

compacting and paper shredding program in 

Genesee County 
-. 

Additional efforts and the above information for those efforts are listed on an attached 
page- 



Overview Of Resource Recovery Programs 
--A- 

The following describes the type and volume of material in the county's waste stream 
that may be available for recycling or composting programs. How conditions in the 
County affect or may affect a recycling or composting program and potential benefits 
derived from these programs is also discussed. Impediment to recycling or composting 
programs wtiich exist or which may exist in the future are listed, followed by a discussion 
regarding reducing or eliminating such impediments, 

1 Recycling programs within the County is feasible. Details of existing and planned 
programs are included on the following pages. 

fl Recycling programs for the County have been evaluated and it has been determined 
that it is not feasible to conduct any programs because of the following: 

8 Composting programs within the County is feasible. Details of existing and planned 
programs are included on the following pages. 

U Compostirlg programs for the County have been evaluated and it has been determined 
that -- it is not feasible to conduct any programs because of the following: 

- - - 

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Committee plans toimplement 
a resource recovery program that will increase the recycling and composting rate in the 
County This resource recovery program will best fit the needs and the characteristics of 
Genesee County. 'The program is composed of the following components: 

Form a partnership between the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commissiorl, local units of government and the private waste industry.. 

e Educational workshops for residents on how to properly recycle and 
compost. 
Educational programs on the importance of recycling and composting. 
Investigate methods to motivate residents to recycle and compost 

Programs for source separation of potentially hazardous materials are feasible and 
details are included on the following pages. 

Separation of potentially hazardous mater'ials from the County's waste stream has 
been evaluated and it has been determined that it is not feasible to conduct any 
separation programs because of the following:: 

The separation of potentially hazardous materials from the County's waste stream has 
been implemented into the recycling portiorl of the selected system 
Genesee County, the City of Flint, the local units of government and local environmental 
groups sponsors twice a year a household hazardous waste pick up event. Due to the 
cost of the event, it has been determine that presently it is only feasible to conduct this 
event twice a year, 



Recycling - and Composting --- 

The following is a brief analysis of the recycling and composting programs selected for 
the County in this Plan The analysis covers various factors within the County and the 
impacts of these factors on recycling and composting. Following the written analysis, 
Table one (1) lists the existing recycling that is currently active in the County and which 
will be continued as part of this Plan, Table two (2) and 'Table three (3) list the recycling 
and composting programs that are proposed in the future for the County. 

Re cycling 

Many local units of government in Genesee County have a recycling program in 
operation. Out of the thirty-one (31) local units of government in Genesee County, there 
are only three (3) local units that do not have a recycling program in operation. 
Presently, there is no system to track recycling activities or the rate of recycling in the 
County. The County's selected system is intended to increase the recycling rate and 
develop a system to track recycling activities both its successes and as well as its 
deficiencies. 

-.. 
The selected system intends to use a combination df ttie following techniques to 
increase the County's recycling rate: 

Investigate techniques to motivate the public to recycle; a 
Educational workshops on proper recycling techniques ; !, 

Aggressive marketing efforts to promote recycling; 
o Expand the participation of commercial and other industrial businesses in 

Genesee County. 

Education and public awareness is a key component in motivating the public to recycle 
The most effective technique will focus on changing attitudes into learned behavior. This 
technique would include an aggressive educational program concentrating on the 
importance of recycling and the proper way to recycle. This would include a combinatiorl 
of workshops, informative handbooks and an ongoing publicity program. Most people 
believe in the importance of preserving the environment and the conservation of natural 
resources, however, they will only make the effort to recycle if the program is easily 
accessible. This may include the provision of recycling bins, drop off centers and 
curbside pickup. 

Many residents would make the effort to recycle if they only knew the proper techniques 
Getting more of the public involved in recycling will not be an easy task This would 
have to include an on going process of the following. 

o Creating public awareness on the importance of recycling; 
Instructing the public on how they can participate in the recycling 
program; 
Instructions on how to source separate r.ecyclable materials; 
Maintaining the public interest by informing them of program results and 
benefits. 



e On going publicity of the program through flyers, television comrnercials, 
handbooks, etc. 

The selected systerrl also calls for an alliance between the Genesee County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission, the private waste industry and the local units of 
government. This alliance could sponsor recycling and cornposting seminars for the 
public. The seminars would inform the public of its goal to increase the recycling rate 
countywide The seminars will explain to the public their role in achieving a tligher 
resource recovery rate for the county. The alliance would also meet among themselves 
to discuss the progress of recyciirlg efforts and any impediments the programs may be 
facing. 

Composting 

Composting is a low technology application for reducing homeowners' grass clippings 
and leaves from entering landfills. in return, compost car1 be used as a soil conditioner 
for plants and gardens. Backyard composting is an economically feasible option for 
residents. A good education program would help residents learn the benefits and 
techniques of backyard composting. The program would include the following. 

.- - How to properly mix organic matter (leaves, grass, food etc ) to create 
compost. 

e The different types of composting methods: 
e 

9 The bin system: a method using one or more tin depending on 
the volume of yard and food waste a resident generates, to 
create compost. The bin can contain a mixture of the following: 
leaves, harvest remains, weeds, grass clippings and food waste 
(excluding fatty foods, bones and meat). 

9 Vermicomposting- a method of composting usirig worms to recycle 
food waste (excluding fatty foods, bones and meat) into a soil 
conditioner that can be used as a fertilizer for plarlts and gardens. 

9 The type of compost system that will best fit the need of the 
resident, industrial and commercial businesses. 

For residents who do not wish to participate in backyard composting, the education 
program will inform the resident of the proper way to dispose of their yard waste. For 
example, the proper type of container or bag to put the yard waste in to prevent odor. 
Also a schedule indicating the time and day of pick up for yard waste. 

In conclusion, the selected system calls for the continuation of the private sector 
managing the County's recyclable materials and compost. The intention of this resource 
recovery portion of the selected system is to expand the participation of private sector, 
public sector, non-profits and governmental agencies in its effort to increase the 
resource recovery rate for Genesee County 



Existing Recycling Programs 
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Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
No Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 

Recycling 
Recycling 
No Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recyciing 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 

Burton 
Clio 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Grand Blanc 
Linden 
Montrose 
Mt. Morris 
Swartz Creek 

Townships: 
Argentine 
Atlas 
Clayton 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Forest 
Gaines 
Genesee 
Grand Blanc 
Fenton 
Flint 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Public 
Private 
Private 
Private 

Private 
Private 

Private 
Private 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 



Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
No Recycling 
Volunteer 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 

Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 

Flush~ng 
Forest 
Gaines 
Genesee 
Grand Blanc 
Montrose 
Mt. Morrrs 
Mundy 
Richfield 
Thetford 
Vienna 

Villages: 
Gaines 
Goodrich 
Otisville 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Pr~vate 
Private 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Prlvate 
Private 

Private 
Private 
Private 

'ldentified by where the program will be offered. If throughout the planning area, then listed by biannlng area; if only In specific counties, then listed by county; if 
only In specific munrcrpalities, then listed by its name and respective county. 
'identified by I= Designated Plannlng Agency; 2= County Board of Comm~ssroners; 3= Department of Public Works; 4= Envrronmentai; 5= Private 
Ownerloperator; 6 = Other. 
31dentified by c= curbside; d= drop-off; o= onsite; and if other explaned. 
41dentified by d= daily; w= weekly; b= biweekly; m= monthly; and if seasonal servlce also Indicated by Sp = Spring; Su = Summer; Fa = Fall; Wi = Winter. 
51dentified by the materials collected by listing of the letter located by the materlal type. A= Plastics; B= Newspaper; C= Corrugated Containers; D= Other Paper; 
E= Glass; F= Metals; P= Pallets; J= ConstructionlDemolition; K= Tires; L1, L2 etc. 



TABLE 2 

Proposed Recycling 1 i 

Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 

Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 
Recycling 

Cities: 
Burton 
Clio 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Grand Blanc 
Linden 
Montrose 
Mt. Morris 
Swartz Creek 

Townships: 
Argentine 
Atlas 
Clayton 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Forest 
Gaines 
Genesee 
Grand Blanc 
Montrose 
Mt. Morris 
Mundy 
Richfield 
Thetford 
Vienna 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Public 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Pr~vate 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 



Villages: 
Recycling Gaines Private c b. a,b,c,d 
Recycling Goodrich Private c b a,b.c,d 
Recycling Otisville Private c b a,b,c,d 

Recycling Commercial Private o b a,b,c.d,e,f,p,k 5 5 
Recycling Industry Private o b a,b,c,d,e,f,pj,k 5 5 

Recycling Vienna Private c b a.b,c,d I 5 

'identified by where the Drogram will be offered. If throughout the planning area, then listed by plannlng area; if only In specific counties, then listed by county; if 
only In specific municipalities, then listed by its name and respective county. 
21dentified by I= Designated Plannlng Agency; 2= County Board of Commasroners; 3= Department of Public Works; 4= Env~ronmenta~ Group; 5= Private 
Owner/Operator; 6 = Other 
?dentified by c= curbslue; d= drop-off; o= onsite; and if other explained. 
41dentifie~ by d= aaily; w= weekly; b= blweekly; m= monthly; and if seasonal service also indicated by Sp = Spnng; Su = Summer; Fa = Fall; Wi =Winter. 
'identified by the materials collecteu by listing of the letter located by the materlai type. A= Plastics: B= Newspaper; C= Corrugated Containers; D= Other Paper; 
E= Glass; F= Metals; P= Pallets; J= ConstructionlDemolition; K= Tires; L1, 12 etc. 



TABLE 3 

Proposed Cornposting 

Cities: 
Burton 
Clio 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Grand Blanc 
Linden 
Montrose 
Mt. Morris 
Swartz Creek 

Townships: 
Argentine 
Atlas 
Clayton 
Davison 
Fenton 
Flint 
Flushing 
Forest 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Public 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 

Resident 
Resident 
Resident 
Public 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Resident 



Gaines 

Genesee 

Grand Blanc 

Montrose 

Mt. Morris 

Mundy 

Richfield 

Thetford 

Vienna 

Resident 

Private 

Private 
Resident 

Private 

Private 

Private 

private 

Private 

Villages: 
Gaines Pr~vate 
Goodr~ch Pr~vate 

Otisville Pr~vate 

Commercial Private 

Industry Private 

'identified by where the Drogram will be offered. If throughout the planning area, then listed by planning area; if only in specific counties, then listed by county; if 
only in specific mun~cipalities, then listed by its name and respective county. 
21dentified by I= Designated Planning Agency; 2= County Board of Comm~ssioners; 3= Department of Public Works; 4= Environmental Group; 5= Pnvate 
OwnerIOperator; 6 = Other 
31dentified by c= curbside; d= drop-off; o= onsite: and if other explained. 
41dentified by d= daily; w= weekly; b= biweekly; m= monthly; and if seasonal service also indicated by Sp = Spring; Su = Summer; Fa = Fall; Wi = Winter. 
51dentified by the materials collected by listing of the letter located by the mater~al type. A= Plastics; B= Newspaper; C= Corrugated Contaners: D= Other Paper; 
E= Glass; F= Metals; P= Pallets; J= ConstructionlDemolition; K= Tires: tl, L2 etc. 



TABLE 4 

Existing Comoostina 

There are currently no composting programs in the County. Only two local units of 
government have their own programs that they implement. 



Identification Of Resource Recoverv Manaaement Entities 

The following identifies those public and private parties, and the resource recovery or recycling 
programs for which they have management responsibilities,, 

The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission will serve as an umbrella agency for 
resource recovery programs. An entity that is willing to administer a resorrrce recovery program 
may contact the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission for assistance and 
direction. This may include, but is not limited to the following entities: 

Envirorimental Groups; 
School System; 
Local Units of Government; 
Industry; 
Commercial; 
Waste Industry; 
Community Groups; 
Universities. 

Solid Waste Management Components 

i Act 451 requires that the county solid waste management plans address how selected technical 
alternatives will be put into action through implementation. The solid waste management- 
committee will review and make comment or1 the selected technical alternative. The solid waste 
management planning committee will be responsible for the functioning of the implementation 
plan and seeking the necessary funding to implement the plan. The solid waste planning 
committee will solicit the input of all available resource groups in the area. This shall include, 
environmental groups, landfill operators, recycling groups, University of Michigan - Flint, 
Michigan State University Extension Office, County Health Department, Industry and the 
Department of Environmental Quality. 

Goals for Implementation 

The Solid Waste Committee has established a series of short-term goals and long-term goals 
for a solid waste management implementation program. The process for a particular program 
will be developed through a series of meetings involving all interested parties. The goals are 
intended to steer the committee in the right direction that the committee intends to pursue. The 
goals will require an annual report by the solid waste management committee. The following 
goals are outlined as minimum activities for this committee: 



I Maintain knowledge of the availability of funding sources to implernentl Annually I 
solid waste management programs 

l--%-st the efforts 
alternatives to land filling solid waste .---..- 

b - E o a r a m s  throuahout Genesee Countv 
-. A n n u a l "  

Promote home composting 
Promote waste ;auction and resource conservation efforts t 

monitoring the efforts of the private sector on Annually 
and other alternatives to landfilling 

from other counties -- --Ssp- 

Ensure that the designee is monitoring each part of the educational 2000 - 2005 

Construction Perniits ,- 

This plan provides that the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission shall have the 
responsibility to oversee the plan. An applicant should refer to the siting criteria section of the 

- - Solid Waste Management Plan, when constructing - - a new landfill, Material Recycling Facility or 
- transfer station. - 

Education 
i - 
i 

Currently there is a movement to limit the amount of solid waste generated in Genesee County. 
-- Limiting the amount of waste will be achieved.through various types of recycling programs (i.e,, 

recycling, compostiny, source reduction, and reuse). The amount of waste going into the 
landfills, will be achieved through a well thought out education plan. Public awareness of solid 
waste management practices will be an essential part of this plan. The Genesee County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission will carry out educational programs throughout Genesee 
County. The programs will target the school system, homeowners, renters, business owners, 
and industry on the importance of waste reduction. It must be recognized that the facilitation of 
these programs must be undertaken by the public or private agencies capable offinancing the 
program. In the public sector, this means that the local municipalities both singularly or in 
combination must develop and finance these alternative management programs. 

The Solid Waste Management lmplement&n Committee 

The Solid Waste Management Implementation Committee was formed in an effort to coordinate 
the implementation of the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan. The Solid Waste 
Management Planning Committee also functions as the primary committee for discussing arid 
arranging for the implementation of the plan. The committee is to function throughout a five 
year planning update. The committee represents persons from the private and public sector as 
well as citizens and environmental interest that reside in Genesee County. 

Implementation 

Elements of solid waste management and the agency or responsible agency is denoted in the 
following paragraphs and the ensuing chart the goals and the objectives. L=L r -  '.~ 



A. Ongoing Planning, Coordination and lmplernentation 

The process of planning, coordination and implementation for Genesee County is an 
ongoing annual process. The Genesee County Board of Commissioners has designated 
the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission the responsibility for 
the implementation of the plan. 

Coordination and cooperation among the thirty one (31) municipalities in Genesee 
County as well as among the private sector will be an element for implementation of a 
successful plan. 

B. Collection and Transportation of Solid Waste 

The implemerltation for this aspect of solid waste management has changed very little in 
the past five (5) years. For commercial and industrial operations, waste collectiorl arid 
transportation to disposal sites will continue by private haulers, thus far private haulers 
are doing an efficient job. The City of Flint will continue to collect and transport their 
solid waste to the point of disposal. The private haulers currently provide collection and 
disposal services to municipalities by contracts. The private sector will continue to 
provide these services economically and efficiently during the five (5) year Plan Update. 

-- - . - 
C. Construction, Operatiori & Maintenance of Solid Waste Facilities, Transfer ~acilities and 

Recycling Facilities 

Under the direction of Act 451 and the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan, 
Genesee County will continue to operate during the next five (5) years with solid waste 
disposal at privately operated sanitary landfills. The construction, operation and 
maintenance of solid waste facilities, including transfer stations and recycling facilities 
will also rest with the private sector. While composting, reuse, source reduction, 
recycling efforts and education efforts will rest with the designated planning agency. 

D. Financial Capabili1,ies 

The municipalities, commercial enterprises and industrial customers have the financial 
capability to negotiate contracts with private haulers for the collection, transportation and 
disposal of solid waste. 'The private sector will continue to provide solid waste services 
for Genesee County. 'The private waste industry will provide financial assistance for plan 
implementation, monitoring, educational programs and recycling programs through user 
fees. 

E. Enforcement 

Existing enforcement and licensing of the solid waste facilities including transfer stations 
and recycling centers will be The Department of Environmental Quality in concurrence 
with the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan. All facilities shall be 
constructed in conipiiance with act 451. This procedure should continue through the 
five-year update. In the event that the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission is notified of an alleged violation of the plan, it shall immediately report the 
same to the Department of Environmental Quality. The Genesee County Metropolitan 
Planning Commission and the Genesee County Solid Waste Implementation Committee 
will ensure that the utilization of the plan is in compliance with act 451 .. 



Educational and Inforrnafi~al Programs 

It is often necessary to provide educational and informational programs regarding the various 
components of a solid waste management system before and during its implementation These 
programs are offered to avoid any miscornrnunication, which may result in improper handling of 
solid waste and to provide assistance to the various entities, whichparticipate in such programs 
as waste reduction and waste recovery. Following is a listing of the programs offered or 
proposed within this County. 

r,t,n,f P EX, DPA 1 ---I- ; :--/----'--'6 
- 

W - ot - local munidipalities DPA 
------- 

ot = guide book EX, DPA 

I ,2,3,4 

I 1,2,3,4 I ot guide book, w,o I a? I EX, DPA, EG I 

e (expo) p,b,i,s 

1 ldentified by 1 = recycling; 2 = composting; 3 = household waste; 4 = resource conservation; 5 = V O I U ~ ~  
reduction; 6 = other which is explained. 

O-a collaboration 
of program 
providers, 

ldentified by w = workshop; r = radio; t = television; n = newspaper; o= organizational newsletters; f = 
flyers; e = exhibits and locations listed; and ot = other which is explained. 

3 ldentified by p = general public; b = business; I= industry; s= students with grade levels listed.. In addition 
if the program is limited to a geographic area, then that county, city, village, etc. is listed. 

4 identified by EX = MSU Extension; EG = Environmental Group (Identify Name); 00 = Private 
OwnerIOperator (ldentify Name); HD = Health Department (Identify Name); DPA = Designated Planning 
Agency; Cu = College1 University (identify Name); LS = Local School (identify Name); ISD = Intermediate 
School District (ldentify Name); 0 = Other which is explained. 

Additional efforts and the above information for those efforts are listed in Appendix E. 



Siting Criteria for New Solid Waste Disposal Facilities, New Transfer Stations & - 
Material Recycling Facilities 

This section will present Genesee County's criteria for determining the adequacy of a proposed 
solid waste disposal facility. All sites including Type II and Type Ill landfills, transfer stations, 
processing plants and waste to energy facilities are to be reviewed. The Solid Waste 
Management Planning Committee has stated that all sites be reviewed by the Designated 
County Agency for compliance prior to the issuance of a construction permit. The process for 
evaluating proposed sites for consistency with the Genesee County Plan is outlined. In 
developing these criteria, several major factors have been considered. 

1. The county prefers that the private sector continue to provide solid waste disposal 
services to all residents in a manner, which satisfies, adopted regulatory standards In 
this regard, the criteria are intended to be used by the private sector as a guide in 
identifying potentially suitable sites for needed disposal facilities. However, the county 
does interid to retairi the option of developing a landfill should conditions dictate the 
need for such an action. 

2. The criteria are intended to provide a reasonable, objective basis of evaluating potential 
-- - sites so that needed facilities ca~t be developed in a manner, which will minimize 

negative environmental impacts and community disruptions. 

3. The criteria are intended to avoid arbitrary or discriminatory actions, which would prevent 
i the establishment of needed facilities. Instead, the siting process has been designed to 

ensure that valid local concerns and special local resources are adequately considered 

4. The criteria do not eliminate the need for site-specific investigations and the preparation 
of detailed hydrogeological studies and engineering plans, which must be approved by 
the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality 

5. Contiguous property that is being developed adjacent to an existing licensed facility shall 
be given priority for potential developments. The development must be submitted for a 
compliance review 



I .  SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITIES 

A. Primary Landfill Siting Criteria 

1. Minimum lsolation Distances (required by Act 451) 
a. The active work area for new sanitary landfills or expansions to existing 

sanitary landfills shall not be located closer than 100 feet to adjacent 
property lines, road rights-of-way, or lakes or perennial streams, or closer 
than 300 feet to domiciles exiting at the time of issuance of a construction 
permit. (Rule 305 (12) (6)). 

b. A sanitary landfill shall not be constructed within 10,000 feet of a runway 
of an airport licensed by the Michigan Aeronautics Commission. (Act 
451, Sec. 30 (5)). 

c. The applicant shall indicate all developed properties within 1,000 feet of 
the boundary of the proposed construction permit application. 

2. Flood~lains and. Wetlands 
a. Although landfill siting in these areas is not strictly prohibited by Act 451, 

Genesee Courlty will not allow a-landfill to be located in a floodplain or =. 
wetland. These areas are obviously subject to severe wetness and 
flooding. They also serve important functions in terms of groundwater 
recharge, fish and wildlife habitat, and vegetative cover. T 

I" 
i. 

b. The plans shall locate the 100:year flood plain limit and the wetland 
areas. Plans to use this area for placement of solid wastes must be 
carefully planned with compensating areas defined All encroachment 
must be approved by MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY The developer shall supply sufficient hydrogeological data to 
determine site feasibility. Contour maps and aerial overviews indicating 
surface water conditions are necessary. The developer must comply with 
permit requirements for wetlands. The applicant shall indicate the 
distance to groundwater, soil type and clay permeability. A minimum of 
two-soil boririgs and soil analysis will be required for each proposed 
landfill site 

3. Site Accessibility 
A potential site will ideally have direct access to an all weather road of sufficient 
capacity and suitable conditions to accommodate heavy truck traffic to be 
generated with the construction of the facility. The applicant shall supply a map 
indicating the major access route. 

4. Isolation from Residential Development 
Potential landfill sites should be in areas, which allow the establishment of 
substantial buffer zones between the proposed landfill and adjacent properties 
and residential dwellings. Minimum isolation distances, as specified in Act 451, 
have been established in the primary siting criteria. The secondary criteria go 
further in requiring the applicant to indicate all developed properties within 1,000 
feet of the boundary of the proposed landfill site. F 



5. Land Use Patterns 
a. The development plan shall show existing land usage within one mile of 

the proposed active fill area.. 

b. Non-agricultural use of lands designated as prime agricultural lands urider 
Act 116 will not be allowed. 

6 Environmental, H E r i c ,  and Archaeoloaical A m s  
The site should not be located in an environmental area, nor in a designated 
historic or archaeological area. 

B. Secondary Siting Criteria 

The secondary criteria provided somewhat flexible standards for evaluating potential 
landfill sites The secondary criteria are designed to be used as a means of objectively 
evaluating a proposed site. The secondary siting criteria are described below: 

1.  Natural Site Characteristics 
Act 451 and its rules provide for the construction of sanitary landfills as natural 
clay sites if the site meets certain requirements regarding soil type, permeability, 
and isolation from groundwater contamination. It is not always possible to use Y 

natural sites arld Act 451 permits the construction of landfills using synthetic 
liners. In the consideration process, sites, which will probably require liners, will 
be assigned lower consideration than sites with the potential to be developed as 
natural clay sites. 

2. Proposed Landfill Capacity 
An ideal site will provide sufficient capacity to meet anticipated volumes for a 
twenty (20) year time frame. The rate of usage will determine the size of site 
required. To be an effective site the minimumacreage shall be eighty (80) acres. 
The total developable acreage for landfilling shall be determined with the 
application for siting. 

3. Descrktion, Owner & Easements 
The application shall include the legal description of the property to be 
considered and the ownership of the site including all holders of interest in the 
property and any recorded easements Easements shall be shown as to width 
and type of utility located with the easement. 

4. Adiacent Land Use 
It is the intention of the county to have new disposal areas sited in a manner, 
which will minimize adverse impacts on the surroundirlg area. Any proposed 
new site should be as compatible as possible with the land uses o f  adjacent 
parcels. The applicant shall show the existing zoning of the proposed site and 
shall show coordination with the local municipalities' master plan. The local 
municipality must confirm nonconforrning use or requirements of special use 
permits.. 

5 .. Local Ordinances 
An applicant for a permit to construct a solid waste facility must comply with all 
local ordinances and rules, provided they are not in conflict or inconsistent with 



Act 451 or the County Solid Waste Management Plan. Where local ordinances 
, or rules are found to be in conflict or inconsistent with Act 451 or this Plan, they 

shall not be considered enforceable. Therefore, an ideal site would conform to 
county and/or local zoning ordinances unless they are in conflict with this Plan. 
An ideal site would be located in a zoning district, which permits sanitary landfills, 
either as a regularly permitted use or as a special land use. in the absence of 
specific county or local zoning regulations, which address landfills, a proposed 
site, should be located in an area, which is zoned for agricultural or industrial 
uses. 

Regulation meeting these qualifications may be adopted and implemented by the 
appropriate governmental unit without additional authorization from, or formal 
amendment to, the Solid Waste Management Plan. Allowable areas of local 
regulation include: 

a Certain ancillary construction details, such as landscaping and screening 
Hours of operation 

a Noise, liter, odor and dust control 
e Facility security 

- 6. Schedule for Development -- 
A proposed plan for development shall be submitted. The plan shall be 
conscious of volumes to be received for each particular cell of the landfill. The 
plan shall also include a proposed plan for final use and restoration of the site. 

.. 7. Surface D r a i w  
('- -. 

The plan shall show all existing surface drainage patterns and shall indicate the 
proposed method to maintain surface drainage. The proposed plan shall indicate 
the methods to be used to keep the surface drainage out of the proposed landfill 
site. 

8. Enforcing Agent Review 
The proposed developer shall obtain a written advisory analysis from the 
Genesee County Health Department. 

9. Additional Data 
The developer shall be required to supply all other reasonable data that the 
review and approval agencies deem necessary to determine the feasibility of 
locating a solid waste management facility within the County. 
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6. Negotiations 

Although Act 451 does not specifically require negotiations between a disposal facility 
ownerloperator and the community, the act does not prohibit negotiations frorn taking 
place. The plan recommends the establishment of discussions between the county 
and/or host municipality arid the ownerloperator of a proposed disposal facility The 
objective of such discussions will be the development of a mutual agreement with a 
private ownerloperator to address areas of local concerrl, which are not specifically 
addressed in Act 451 or local regulations 

As a starting point, the county, the host municipality, and the private ownerloperator of a 
proposed disposal facility should jointly prepare a negotiation plan. The negotiation plan 
shall serve as an agenda for further discussion, and shall outline the points of 
negotiation to be considered. Recommended points of negotiation may include, but not 
be limited to, the following: 

Facility design, including greenbelts, landscaping, screening and fencing 
Hours of operation 
On-site access roads 
Control of noise, litter, dust, odors, and vectors 
Operating records arid reports - 

-- - 

Security 
Monitoring of wastes accepted arid prohibited, and waste separationldiversion for 
recycling 
Surcharges or royalties 

The ownersloperators of solid waste disposal facilities should recognize the importance 
of negotiating with the county and the municipality to ensure that local concerns are 
adequately addressed and that reasonable efforts are made to mitigate potential 
negative impacts. 

All points of negotiation will be reviewed by the staff of Genesee County Metropolitan 
Planning Commission, with final review determined by the Solid Waste Management 
Planning Committee. The applicant will receive within thirty (30) days of receipt of the 
application, written determination of consistency findings. The consistency findings will 
ir~clude the reasons and facts, which support that decision,. 

D. The Site Review Process 

This section describes the review process for evaluating proposed disposal facilities, 
identifies the bodies responsible for conducting the review, and specifies the information, 
which must be submitted by the applicant. 

1. Pre-ApplicationConference (Optional) 
The applicant for a proposed disposal facility may request a pre-application 
conference with a representative of the designated solid waste planning agency, 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission, to informally discuss the 
County Solid Waste Management Plan, the site review process, and other 
relevant matters.. Such a conference is recommended, but not required. 
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2. -- Michigan Departmer-f Environmental Quality (MDEQ) Advisory Analysis 
Prior to submitting a proposed site to the county for review, the applicant shall 
request that an advisory analysis for the site to be prepared by the MDEQ, as 
specified in Act 451. 'The district staff of the MDEQ Waste Management Division 
will specify the format of the request and required information. 

3. - Submission of Proposed Site for Form Review 
The aprslicant should reauest an advisorv analvsis from the MDEQ, if they will not 
provide' one the applicant must submit a-lettervidentifying their request. ~ o l l o w i n ~  
this request, any applicant wishing to proceed with the development of a disposal 
facility shall submit a written request for the county to conduct a formal review of 
the site to determine its consistency with the County Solid Waste Management 
Plan. The request shall be accompanied by an application package containing 
the following items: 

a. The MDEQ advisory analysis, if available. 

b. The names, addresses, and phone numbers of the applicant and any 
authorized representative. 

A map of the site with the following requirement: 

A scale of not less than one inch equals 100 feet. 
o Date, north point, and scale. 
e The dimensions of all lot and property lines for the subject property and 

- all adjacent parcels. 
The location of all existing structures on the subject property. 
The location of all existing access roads 
The location and right-of-way widths of all abutting roads and all 
easements crossing the property. 
Proposed boundaries of solid waste disposal areas. 

d. The location of all residential dwellings within a one (I) mile radius of the 
site. 

e. The locations of all public and private water supplies within a 2,000-foot 
radius of the site. 

f. The estimated capacity of the site for solid waste disposal.. 

The designated planning agency shall make the determination whether a 
proposed project is consistent with the updated plan. Should the applicant wish 
to contest the opinion of the designated planning agency, the developer shall 
arrange with the County to have a solid waste management planning committee 
formed to appeal the request. 

4. Responsibilities for Conducting Review 
The body responsible for reviewing the proposed disposal site for plan 
consistency shall be the County designated planning agency. Upon completion 
of its review, the agency shall submit its report and recommendations to the 



developer, the Genesee County Health Department and the local municipality. 
Upon acceptance of its findings in writing. If the agency finds that a proposed 
site is not consistent with the Plan, it shall also notify the applicant of the 
reason(s) for its findings. 

5. Schedule 
All reviews shall be conducted in a timely fashion. The agency shall riotify the 
developer of any deficiencies in the submission and shall have a thirty (30) day 
review period after written confirmation to the proposed developer that sufficient 
data is submitted. Should the review agency not notify the developer to the 
contrary, the plan will automatically be certified consistent with the county plan 
thirty (30) days after written confirmation that all required data has been 
submitted. 

II. TRANSFER STATIONS & MATERIAL RECYCLING FACILITIES 

This section will present Genesee County's criteria for determining the adequacy of a 
proposed transfer station. All sites including, material recycling facilities, processing 
plants and waste to energy facilities are to be reviewed. The Solid Waste Management 
Planning Committee has stated that ail sites be reviewed by tk designated County 
Agency for compliance prior to the issuance of a construction permit. The Process for 
evaluating proposed sites for consistency with the Genesee County Plan is outlined. 

(ts A. Primary Transfer Station Siting Criteria 

1. Minimum lsolatiori Distances (required by Act 451 of 1994) 
a The active work area for new transfer stations or expansions to existing 

transfer stations shall not be located closer than 100 feet to adjacent 
property lines, road rights-of-way, or lakes or perennial streams, or closer 
than 300 feet to domiciles exitirig at the time of issuance of a construction 
permit. (Rule 305 (12) (6)). 

b. A transfer station shall not be constructed within 10,000 feet of a runway 
of an airport licensed by the Michigan Aeronautics Commission (Act 
451, Sec. 30 (5)). 

c.. The applicant shall indicate all developed properties within 1,000 feet of 
the boundary of the proposed construction permit application. 

2. Floodplains and Wetlands 
a. Although a transfer station siting in these areas is not strictly prohibited by 

Act 451, Genesee County will not aHow a transfer station to be located in 
a floodplain or wetland. These areas are obviously subject to severe 
wetness and flooding. They also serve important functions in terms of 
groundwater recharge, fish and wildlife habitat, and vegetative cover. 

b,. The plans shall locate the one hundred (100) year flood plain limit and the 
wetland areas.. Plans to use this area for placement of solid wastes must 
be carefully planned with compensating areas defined.. All encroachment 
must be approved by MDEQ. The developer shall supply sufficient 
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hydrogeological data to determine site feasibility. Contour maps and 
aerial overviews indicating surface water conditions are necessary. The 
applicant shall indicate the distance to groundwater, soil type and clay 
permeability. A minimum of two (2 )  soil borings and soil analysis will be 
required for each proposed transfer station site. 

3.  Site Access iw 
A potential site will ideally have direct access to an all weather road of sufficient 
capacity and suitable conditions to accommodate heavy truck traffic to be 
generated with the construction of the facility. The applicant shall supply a map 
indicating major access route. 

4. ----- Isolation from Residential Development 
Potential sites should be in areas that allow the establishment of substantial 
buffer zones between the proposed use and adjacent properties and residential 
dwellings. Minimum isolation distances, as specified in Act 451, have been 
established in the primary siting criteria. The secondary criteria go further in 
requiring the applicant to indicate all developed properties within 1,000 feet of the 
boundary of the proposed landfill site. 

5. Land Use Patterns -- 
a. The development plan shall show existing land usage within one mile of 

- 

the proposed active fill area. 

b. Non-agricultural use of lands designated as prime agricultural lands under 
Act 116 will not be allowed. i 

6. -- Sensitive Environmental, Historic, and Archaeological A m s  
The site should not be located in a sensitive environmental area, nor in a 
designated historic or archaeological area. 

6. Secondary Siting Criteria 

The secondary criteria provided somewhat flexible standards for evaluating potential 
transfer station site. The secondary criteria are designed to be used as a means of 
objectively evaluating a proposed site. The secondary siting criteria are described 
below: 

1. rro~osed Transfer Station Capacity 
An ideal transfer station will provide sufficient capacity to meet anticipated daily 
volumes. The rate of usage will determine the size of the transfer station. The 
size of the transfer station shall be determined with the application for siting. 

2. Description, Owner & Easements 
The application shall include the legal description of the property to be 
considered the ownership of the site including all holders of interest in the 
property and any recorded easements. Easements shall be shown as to width 
and type of utility located with the easement.. 



3 --- Adjacent Land 
It is the intention of the count~ to have new transfer stations sited in a manner 
that will minimize adverse imkcts on the surrounding area. Ariy proposed new 
site should be as compatible as possible with the land uses of adjacent parcels. 
The applicant shall show the existing zoning of the proposed site and shall show 
coordination with the local municipalities' master plan. The local municipality 
must confirm Non conforming use or special use permit requirements. 

4 .. Local Ordinances 
An applicant for a permit to construct a solid waste facility must comply with all 
local'ordinances arid rules, provided they are not in confli;ct or inconsistent with 
Act 451 or the County Solid Waste Management Plan Where local ordinances 
or rules are found to be in conflict or inconsistent with Act 451 or this Plan, they 
shall not be corisidered enforceable. Therefore, an ideal site would conform to 
county and/or local zoning ordinances unless they are in conflict with this Plan. 
An ideal site would be located in a zoning district, which permits transfer stations, 
either as a regularly permitted use or as a special land use. In the absence of 
specific county or local zoning regulations, which address transfer stations, a 
proposed site should be located in an area, which is zoned for agricultural or 
industrial - uses. 

Regulation meeting these qualifications may be adopted and implemented by the 
appropriate governmental unit without additional authorization from, or formal 
amendment to, the Solid Waste Managernent Plan. Allowable areas of local 
regulation include: 

a. Certain ancillary construction details, such as landscaping and screening 
b. I-lours of operation 
c.. Noise, liter, odor and dust control 
d. Facility security 

5. --- Schedule for Development 
A proposed plan for development shall be submitted. The plan shall be 
conscious of volumes to be received to the transfer station. 

6. - Surface Drain= 
The plan shall show all existing surface drainage patterns and shall indicate the 
proposed method to maintain surface drainage. The proposed plan shall indicate 
the methods to be used to keep the surface drainage out of the proposed transfer 
station. 

7. Enforcing Agent Review 
The proposed developer shall obtain a written advisory analysis from the 
Genesee County Health Department. 

8. Additional Data 
The developer shall be required to supply all other reasonable data that the 
review and approval agencies deem necessary to determine the feasibility of 
locating a solid waste rnanagement facility within the County,. 



C. Negotiations 

Although Act 451 does not specifically require negotiations between a transfer station 
ownedoperator and the community, the act does not prohibit negotiations from taking 
place. The plan recommends the establishment of discussions between the county, host 
municipality and the owner/operator of a proposed transfer station. The objective of 
such discussions will be the development of a mutual agreement with a private 
ownerioperator to address areas of local concern, which are not specifically addressed 
in Act 451 or local regulations 

As a starting point, the county, the host municipalty, and the private ownerioperator of a 
proposed disposal facility should jointly prepare a negotiation plan. The negotiation plan 
shall serve as an agenda for further discussion, and shall outline the points of 
negotiation to be considered. Recommended points of negotiation may include, but not 
be limited to, the following: 

1. Facility design, including greenbelts, landscaping, screening, and fencing 
2. Hours of operation 
3. On-site access roads 
4. Control of noise, litter, dust, odors, and vectors 
5. Operating records and reports -- 
6. Security 

- 

7. Monitoring of wastes accepted and prohibited 
8. Surcharges or royalties 

The ownersioperators of transfer stations should recognize the importance of negotiating i 
with the county and the municipality to ensure that local concerns are adequately 
addressed and that reasonable efforts are made to mitigate potential negative impacts. 

All points of negotiation will be reviewed by the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission, with final review determined by the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Committee. 'The applicant will receive within 30 days of receipt of the application, written 
determination of consistency findings. The consistency findings will include the reasons 
and facts, which support that decision. 

D. The Site Review Process 

This section describes the review process for evaluating proposed transfer stations 
identifies the bodies responsible for conducting the review, and specifies the information 
which must be submitted by the applicant. 

1. Pre-Application Conference (Optional) 
The applicant for a proposed transfer station may request a pre-application 
conference with a representative of the designated solid waste planning agency, 
Genesee Metropolitan Planning Commission, to irlformally discuss the County 
Solid Waste Management Plan, the site review process, and other relevant 
matters. Such a conference is recornrnended, but not required. 



2. MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY(MDEQ) Advisory 
Analysis 
Prior to submitting a proposed site to the county for review, the applicant shall 
request than an advisory analysis for the site to be prepared by the MDEQ, as 
specified in Act 451 The district staff of the MDEQ Waste Management Division 
will specify the format of the request arid required information. 

3. -- Submission of Proposed Site for Form Review 
The applicant should request an advisory analysis from the MDEQ, if they will not 
provide one the applicant must submit a letter identifying their request. Following 
this request, any applicant wishing to proceed with the development of a transfer 
station shall submit a written request for the county to conduct a formal review of 
the site to determine its consistency with the County Solid Waste Management 
Plan. The request shall be accompanied by an application package containing 
the following items. 

a. The MDEQ advisory analysis 

b. The names, addresses, and phone numbers of the applicant and any 
authorized representative. . -- - 

c. A map of the site with the following requirement:: 
o A scale of not less than one inch equals 100 feet. 
o Date, north point, and scale.. 
0 The dimensions of all lot and property lines for the subject .. 

property and all adjacent parcels. 
0 The location of all existing structures on the subject property. 
e The location of all existing access roads 
e The location and right-of-way widths of all abutting roads. 
0 Proposed boundaries of the site. 

d. The location of all residential dwellings within a one-mile radius of the 
site. 

e.. The locations of all public and private water supplies within a 2,000-foot 
radius of the site.. 

f. 'The estimated capacity of the transfer station at one given point.. 

g- The ultimate destination of the waste. 

The designated planning agency shall make the determination a proposed 
project is consistent with the updated plan.. Should the applicant wish to contest 
the opinion of the designated planning agency, the developer shall arrange to 
have a solid waste management planning committee formed by the Courity,, 

4. Responsibilities for Conducting Review 
The body responsible for reviewing the transfer station site for plan consistency 
shall be the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission. Upon 
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completion of its review, the agency shall submit its report and recommendations 
to the developer, the Genesee County Health Department and the local 
municipality. If the agency finds that a proposed site is consistent or not 
consistent with the Plan, it shall also notify the applicant of the reason(s) for its 
findings. 

5. Schedule 
All reviews shall be conducted in a timely fashion. The agency shall notify the 
developer of any deficiencies in the submission and shall have a thirty (30) day 
review period after written confirrnation to the proposed developer that sufficient 
data is submitted. Should the review agency not notify the developer to the 
contrary, the plan will automatically be certified as consistent with the county plan 
thirty (30) days after written confirmation that all required data has been 
submitted. 



CAPACITY CERTIFICATIONS 

Every County with less than ten years capacity identified in their Plan is required to 
annually prepare and submit to the DEQ an analysis and certification of solid waste 
disposal capacity validly available to the County. This certification is required to be 
prepared and approved by the County Board of Cornmissioners 

This County has more than ten years capacity identified in this Plan and an 
annual certification process is not included in this Plan. 

Ten years of disposal capacity has not been identified in this Plan. The 0 County will annually submit capacity certifications to the DEQ by June 30 of 
each year on the form provided by DEQ. The County's process for 
determination of annual capacity and submission of the County's capacity 
certification is as follows 
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EVALUATION OF RECYCLING 

The following provides additional information regarding implementation and evaluations of 
various components of the Selected System. 

There is no additional information regarding implementation and evaluations of various 
components of the selected system. 

A complete evaluation of the selected system is expressed in the Overview of Resource 
Recovery Programs section of the plan. 



DETAILED FEATURES OF RECYCLING AND COMPOSTING PROGRAMS 

List below the types and volumes of material available for recyclirlg or composting. 

Materials -- Voiume Being Recycled Volume Availablg 
Newsprint Unknown Unknown 
Corrugated Unknown Unknown 
Office Paper Unknown Unknown 
Yard Waste Unknown Unknown 
Glass Unknown Unknown 
Plastics Unknown Unknown 

Presently, Genesee County is unaware of the availability and amount of materials being 
recycled and cornposted throughout the County. However, during this plan update the County 
plans to implement a record keeping system for the amount and availability of materials being 
recycled and cornposted through out the County. 

The following briefly describe the processes used or to be used to select the equipment and 
locations' of the recycling and composting programs included in the Selected System. 
Difficulties encountered during past selection processes are also summarized along with how 
those problems were addressed: 

Equipment Selection 

Existing Programs: 

The local municipalities in Genesee County use private waste haulers (with the exception of the 
City of Flint) to provide recycling services to its residents. The private waste haulers have their 
own recycling facility or they take recyclables to another privately owned recycling facility. 

Proposed Programs: 

There are no proposed programs for equipment selection. Equipment use will remain the 
choice of the operators of the private facilities. , ,  

Site Availability & Selection 

Existing Programs: 

Recycling Facilities do not need to be licensed by the DEQ, however, they must meet local 
zoning and or building regulations and are subject to local government approval. 

P 
L 



Cornposting Operatin@xarneters; 

The following identifies some of the operating parameters which are to be used or are planned 
to be used to monitor the composting programs. 

The County will leave the choice of choosing operating parameters with the private sector: 

Existing Programs: 

P r e m  Name: - pH Ranqe Heat Ranqe Other Parameter Measurement 
Unit -- 

Proposed Programs: 

Program Name: pH Range Heat Range Other Parameter Measurement -- 
Unit 



COORDINATION EFFORTS 

Solid Waste Management Plans need to be developed and implemented with due regard for 
both local conditions and the state and federal regulatory framework for protecting public health 
and the quality of the air, water, and land. The following state the ways in which coordination 
with be achieved to minimize potential conflicts with other programs and, if possible, to enhance 
those programs. 

It may be rlecessary to enter into various types of agreements between public and private 
sectors to be able to implement the various components of this solid waste management 
system. The known existing arrangements are described below which are considered 
necessary to successfully implement this system within the County. In addition, proposed 
arrangements are recommended which address any discrepancies that the existing 
arrangements may have created or overlooked. Since arrangements may exist between two or 
more private parties that are not public knowledge, this section may not be comprehensive of all 
the arrangements within the County. Additionally, it may be necessary to cancelor enter into 
new or revised arrangements as conditions change during the planning period. The entities 
responsible for developing, approving, and enforcing these arrangements are also noted. .- 

- 

Ultimate responsibility for implementing the County's solid waste plan, rest with the Genesee 
County Board of Commissioners. The Board of Commissioners has designated the County 
Planning Commission with monitoring the plan and ensuring that the intent of the plan is 
followed. 



COST & FUNDING 

The following estimates the necessary management, capital, and operational and 
maintenance requirements for each applicable component of the solid waste 
management system. In addition, potential funding sources have been identified to 
support those components. 

Potential Fundinq Sources 
-----.- .-- ------- -----.- F 
Resource Recovery PrivateiDPA 

--- -.-- .---- I ---- --I 
1 Resource Conservation Efforts Unknown 1 PrivateiDPA 

- .  _ -  - - -  ------ 

Collection Processes Unknown t r  ivat e 1 
.--- -------- -------- 

I Volume Reduction Techniques 

1 Transportation 1 Unknown 1 private 

Unknown 1 PrivateiDPA 

I Disposal Areas I Unknown I Private 

I Future Disposal Area Uses I Unknown I Private 

Management Arrangements PrivateIDesignated 

-- -- Committee -------- -- 

Designated Planning 
Agency 

Educational & Informational 
Programs 

These components and their subcomponents may vary with each system. 

Unknown 



EVALUATION SUMMARY OF THE SELECTED SYSTEM 

The solid waste management system has been evaluated for anticipated positive and 
negative impacts on the public health, economics, environmental conditions, siting 
considerations, existing disposal areas, and energy consumption and production which 
would occur as a result of implementing this Selected System. In addition, the Selected 
System was evaluated to determine if it would be technically and economically feasible, 
whether the public would accept this Selected System, and the effectiveness of the 
educational and informational programs. Impacts to the resource recovery programs 
created by the solid waste collection system, local support groups, institutional 
arrangements, and the population in the County in addition to market availability for the 
collected materials and the transportation network were also considered. Impediments 
to implementing the solid waste management system are identified and proposed 
activities which will help overcome those problems are also addressed to assure 
successful programs. The Selected System was also evaluated as to how it relates to 
the Michigan Solid Waste Policy's goals. The following summarizes the findings of this 
evaluation and the basis for selecting the system: 

The positive and negative effects of the selected system are evaluated as follows: 

Public Health i 

Positive: Recycling and composting facilities reduce public health risks by taking 
materials out of the waste stream that would normally go to a landfill. Reducing 
the volume of material entering the landfill daily reduces the need for additional 
landfill space. 

Negative: The negative effects on public health is kept at a minimum, if the landfill and 
processing facility is properly sited. Properly sited, leachate leakage into 
groundwater, odor, debris and blowing papers would be minimized. 

Positive: Currently the most cost effective way to dispose of waste is by the means of 
landfilling. 

Negative: Recycling is not as cost effective as landfilling. The recycling market tends to 
fluctuate up and down, causing recycling to be costly. However, for the general 
welfare of the environment the benefits out weigh the cost. 

Siting considerations for new and proposed disposal areas: 
F- 
\ The County will review all applications carefully and cautiously to ensure that landfill operators 

will follow the intent of the plan as well as not exceed their capacity, stated in their facility 
descriptions. 



Advantages And Disadvantages of the Selected System --- 

Each solid waste management system has pros and cons relating to its implementation 
within a County. Following is an outline of the major advantages and disadvantages for 
this Selected System. 

Advantages 

1. The selected system will enhance the residents of Genesee County knowledge 
about the importance of recycling and composting. 

2. The selected system will enhance collaboration among the public and private 
sector on solid waste issues. 

3. An efficient record keeping system of the volume of materials being collected and 
recycled in the county. 

4.. The existing technology is capable of haridling the waste stream.. .- 
- 

5. Commercial and industrial businesses will be participating in recycling programs to 
,- a greater degree, along with residents to preserve landfill space. 

1 '\ 
6. The selected system is economically feasible. 

7. It will reduce household hazardous waste generation by teaching residents to use 
non-toxic alternatives. 

Disadvantages 

I. Household hazardous waste collections are very expensive to run. 

2. The selected system uses the landfills as it primary means of disposal. 

3. Recycling markets are very unstable. 

4. Keeping track of the arriount of material being recycled in the County rnay be difficult. 

5. Record keeping of waste generation in the County is dfficult 
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NON-SELECTED SYSTEMS 

Before selecting the solid waste management system contained within this Plan update, the 
County developed and considered other alternative systems. The details of the non-selected 
systems are available for review in the County's repository. The following section provides a 
brief description of these nun-selected systems and an explanation why they were not selected. 
Complete one evaluation summary for each non-selected alternative system. 

Due to the fact the selected system has worked well for the County for the past two (2) 
decades, no alternative system was evaluated. 

System Components 

'The following briefly describes the various components of the non-selected system. 

- - 
- Resource Conservation Efforts 

I- 

\ 

Volume Reduction Techniques 

Resource Recovery Programs 

Collection Processes 

Transportation 

Disposal Areas 

Institutional Arrangements 

s- 



Educational And Informational Programs 

Capital, Operational, And Maintenance Costs 

Evaluation Summary of Non-Selected System 

The non-selected system was evaluated to determine its potential of impacting human health, 
economics, environmental, transportation, siting and energy resources of the County. In 
addition, it was reviewed for technical feasibility, and whether it would have public support. 
Following is a brief summary of that evaluation along with an explanation why this system was 
not chosen to be implemented. 

Advantages and Disadvantages of the Non-Select System 

Each solid waste management system has pros and cons relating to its implementation within 
the County. Following is a summary of the major advantages anddisadvantages for this non- 
selected system. 

f 
Advantages 

I. 

2. 

3. 

Disadvantages 

I. 

2. 

3. 

4 .. 

5. 
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND APPROVAL 

The following summarizes the processes which were used in the development and local 
approval of the Plan including a summary of public participation in those processes, 
documentation of each of the require approval steps, arid a description of the appointnient of 
the solid waste marlagemerlt planning committee along with the members of that committee 

Public Involvement Process - 

A description of the process used, including dates of public meetings, copies of public notices, 
documentation of approval from solid waste planning cornmittee, County board of 
commissioners, and municipalities. 

On December 5, 2000, at the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission meeting, 
Elizabeth Taylor requested that staff acquire the air pollution information, collected by the 
University of Michigan, for the Genesee Township Power Plant, for the -- plan. 

- 



GENESEE COUMN 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMPTEE 

MEETNG MINUTES 
August 20,1998 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp. 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint 
Gregory A. Reed, Citizen Representative 
Mark Stephens, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 
Steve Thurman, General Motors Corp. 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

I .  Chapin W. Cook, GCMPC 
1 Tom Goergen, GCMPC 

Claude Miller, GCMPC 
Lynn Randall, GCMPC 
Sue English, Mundy Township 
John Petit, Health Department 

- 
MEMBERS ABSENT: - - 

Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Terry Cooney, City Environmental Services 
Robert DeOrsey, BFI 
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 

CALL TO ORDER 

Mr. Cook called the meeting to order at approximately 1 :30 p.m. 

lNTRODUCTlONS AND WELCOME 

Mr. Cook asked those present to introduce themselves. 



OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS THE COMMITTEE 

There were none present. 

HDSTORY OF SOLID WASTE PLANNING IN GENESEE COUNTY 

Mr. Goergen stated that in February of this year the Genesee County Board of 
Commissioners had designated the County Planning Commission as the agency 
that would oversee the update to the County's Solid Waste Plan. Prior to this 
action, the Genesee County Drain Commissioner had the responsibility for Solid 
Waste Planning in the County. 

Mr. Goergen also indicated that the County was currently operating under a 
Solid Waste Plan that was last updated in 1990. Due to new legislation passed 
in 1994, the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) revised regulations to 
meet the requirements of the legislation. The need for the plan to be updated 
every five years still remains. 

Mr. Goergen stated that In 1978 the legislature adopted a new act, which 
required a mandatory countywide solid waste plan. Genesee County complied 
with these requirements in 1979 with the adoption of the county's "641 Solid 
Waste Plan." The plan was updated in 1984 and 1990. It was amended in both ( 
I 992 and 1 994. 

As a result of the new legislation, the Department of Environmental Quality 
(DEQ) made two significant changes. They require a 10-year horizon and 
standardization of the format across all the counties in the state. This plan must 
now be updated every 5 years 

The Genesee County Board of Commissioners appointed a 14-member solid 
waste planning committee to help design a plan specifically for Genesee County. 
Although this process is required by state law, no funding is received from the 
state. 

Once the plan is finished, the committee will recommend approval of this plan to 
the Genesee County Board of Commissioners, the local units of government and 
the DEQ. 

ESTABLISHING AM ELECTION SUBCOMMlTTEE 

Mr. Cook stated that the committee needs to establish an election subcommittee. 
He asked for volunteers for the election subcommittee. There were no 
volunteers. Mr. Cook informed the members that Planning Commission staff are 
not members of this committee. 



Mr. Cook asked if there was anyone that would be willing to be the chairperson. 
No one volunteered. Ms. Sharon Johnson volunteered to be the Vice 
Chairperson. 

MEETING SCHEDULE 

Mr. Goergen distributed and reviewed the timeline for the Solid Waste 
Management committee meetings. He further stated that the Solid Waste 
Management meetings would be held on the third Thursday of the month at 1 :30 
p.m. Meeting dates are as follows: 

October 15, 1998 
November 19, 1998 
January 21, 1999 
April 15, 1999 
July 15, 1999 

The following dates will be used if they are needed: -- - 

- - 
February 18, 1 999 - 

-. March 18, 1999 
I 

Mr. Goergen stated that at the next meeting, goals and objectives would be 
discussed. He asked that the members review the by-laws for approval at the 
next meeting. 

ADJOURNMENT - 
- - 

There being no other business to come before the group, Mr. Cook adjourned 
the meeting at approximately 2:45 p m. 

Submitted by, 

Lynn Randall 
Secretary 



GEMESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
November 79, 7998 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson 
Terry Cooney, City Er~vironmental Services 
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 
Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp. 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalitiorl 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 
Steve Thurman, General Motors Cep. 

. - - 
OTHERS PRESENT: 

t 
Chapin W. Cook, GCMPC 
Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
Lynn Randall, GCMPC 
Sue English, Mundy Township 

MEMBERS ABSENT: :- 

Floyd Clack, County Comrnissioner 
Robert DeOrsey, BFI 
Gregory A. Reed, Citizen Representative 
Mark Stephens, Citizen Representative 

CALL TO ORDER 

Mr. Cook called the meeting to order at approximately 1 :30 p.m. 

MINUTES - August 20,1998 

The minutes of the August 20, 1998, meeting were presented for review. Mr. 

C Cook asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes. 



r '\ 
Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Kuhlmann, to approve -- 
the rninutes of August 20, 1998. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

OPPORTUNlTY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS THE COMMITTEE 

There were none present. 

ADOPTION OF BY-LAWS 

Mr. Goergerl presented the Solid Waste Management Committee By-Laws for 
approval. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Ragsdale, supported by Mr. Kuhlmann, to 
approve and adopt the Solid Waste Management Committee By-Laws as 
presented. - -  - 

.- 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

ELECTION OF OFFlCERS 

Mr. Cook asked for nominations for both Chairpersori and Vice Chairperson. Mr. 
Hammer and Mr. Kuhlmann both volunteered to be chairperson, and Ms. 
Johnson volunteered to be Vice Chairperson. By secret ballot7- Mr. Kuhlmann 
was elected to position of Chairperson, and Ms. Johnson was elected to the 
position of Vice Chairperson. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Ragsdale, supported by Mr. Dunklee, to approve 
Mr. Kuhlmann for the position of Chairperson and Ms. Johnson for the position of 
Vice Chairpersori by acclamation. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

REVIEW OF GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

Mr. Goergen distributed the Draft Goals and Objectives, stating that the overall 
goal of the plan is to maximize recyciing arid resource recovery. He stated that 
items 1-5 were out of the existing Genesee County Solid Waste Management 
Plan, while Item 6 dealt with the new regulations issued by the State of Michigan. 
He further stated that the percentage of waste-to-energy (Item 6a) may need to 
be adjusted to be attainable by the year 2005. f? 



REVIEW OF EXISTING WASTE GENERATION AND DISPOSAL 

Mr. Goergeri provided copies of the silrvey results to those present. He stated 
that surveys had been mailed to industrial waste generators, transporters, 
recyclers and facilities Fie further stated that the survey results were i r i  draft 
form and would be updated as new information is provided. It was suggested 
that on the Recycler Survey, the word "recycled" be changed to "unusable." 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. Cook rerninded those present that the next Solid Waste Committee meeting 
would be held on January 21, 1999, at 1 :30 p.m. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Rosa, supported by Mr. Cooriey, to adjourn the -- 
meeting of the Solid Waste Planning Committee. 

- MOTION CARRIED UNANIM0USL.Y 

The meeting was adjourned at 3:00 p.m. 
I,- 

1 
Submitted by, 

Lynn Randall 
Secretary 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
January 21, 1999 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

t-lans Kuhlmann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairpersori 
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Ed King, BFI 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Mark Stephens, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 
Steve T'hurman, General Motors Corp. 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
i:̂  

Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC 
Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
Dave Herberholz, Waste Management 
Bryce Lane, Montrose Township 
John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept. 
Lynn Randall,-GCMPC 
Donald Sullivan, Montrose Township 
Ryan Tefertiller, Mich. Groundwater Stewardship Program 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Terry Cooney, City Environmental Services 
Kevin Harnmer, Davison Twp. 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Regiori V 
Gregory A. Reed, Citizen Representative 

CALL TO ORDER 

Mr. Kuhlmann called the meeting to order at approximately 1:30 p.m. 



MINUTES - November 19,1998 

The minutes of the November 19, 7 998, meeting were presented for review. Mr. 
Kuhlmann asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes. 

Action Taken -.- Motiorl by Mr. 'Thornton, supported by Ms. Johnson, to approve 
the minutes of November 19, 1998. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

OPPORTUNlTY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS THE COMMiTTEE 

Mr. Kuhlrnann stated that he had a video from BFI that could be loaned to 
anyone who is interested. 

Mr. Goergen introduced Mr. King, stating that he had been appointed by the 
Board of Commissioners to fill the vacancy created when Mr. DeOrsey was 
transferred. Me also introduced Ms. Comeakco Copeland as the staff person 

- assigned to the Solid Waste Cornmittee. Mr. Herberholz and Mr. Tefertiiler 
introduced themselves, stating that they represented Waste Management and 
the Michigan Groundwater Stewardship Program, respectively. 

REVIEW OF GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

Mr. Goergen stated that per the committee's recornmendation, the percentage of 
waste to energy was removed from Item 6a. He stated that the goals and 
objectives are only guidelines for the development of the remainder of the plan 
and can be rnodified later. - - . 

Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Clack, to approve the 
Goals and Objectives as presented. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

REVIEW OF EXISTING WASTE GENERATION AND DlSPOSAt 

Mr. Goergen provided updated copies of the survey results to those present. He 
stated that the quantities reflected in the report had all been converted to tons for 
uniformity. He further stated that the survey results would be updated as new 
information was provided. 



REVIEW OF POPULATION AND HOUSING ESTIMATES 

Mr. Goergen stated that the population estimates were adopted by the Genesee 
County Metropolitari Planning Corrlrnission as the official population for the 
County in 1997. Mr. Goergen suggested that these estimates be used rather that 
recreating new totals. The committee concurred. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. Kuhlmanrl entertained a motion for adjournment. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Thornton, supported by Mr. Dunklee, to adjourn ----- 
the Solid Waste Management Planning Committee meeting. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:45 p.m. 

.- - 

Submitted by, -- - 

Ir ' 

Lynn Randall 
Secretary 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
April 15, f999 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson 
'Terry Cooney, City Environmental Services 
Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp. 
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp. 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Mark Stephens, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal -- 

- 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

i Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC 
Chapin W. Cook, GCMPC 
Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept. 
Jeff Tucker, Brent Run Landfill 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 
Ed King, BFI 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 

CALL TO ORDER 

Ms. Johnson called the meeting to order at approximately I :30 p.m. 

MINUTES - March 25,1999 

The minutes of the March 25, 1999, meeting were presented for review. Ms. 
Johnson asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes. 

C 



- 
I 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Keim, supported by Mr. Cooney, to approve the 
minutes of March 25, 1999. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

OPBORTLJNlN FOR lNDIVlDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMlTTEE 

None. 

CRITERIA FOR COUNTIES REQUESTING iNCLUSlON INTO GENESEE COUNTY'S 
SOLID WASTE PLAN 

Mr. Goergen stated that staff was looking for endorsement of the criteria for 
including other counties into Genesee County's Solid Waste Plan. Those being: 

1 Genesee County must have ample space to accommodate solid waste 
imported from other counties. 

2. The exporter's/importer's Goals must be similar to Genesee County's 
Solid Waste Management goals. - - - 

3. There must be no restrictions on the amount of waste received by or { 
exported to another county. 

4. Genesee County must be named in the importer's/exporter's respective 
solid waste management plans; and since Genesee County must be in 
the individual solid waste management plans, we will not sign a reciprocal 
agreement with any county.. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Ms.  Johnson, supported by Mr. Hammer, to approve 
the criteria listed above when evaluating other counties for inclusion into the 
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

DISCUSSION OF SECTION 3 -ALTERNATIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS 

Mr. Goergen stated that the goal of the solid waste plan is to increase recycling. 
This can be accomplished by educating the public on what can be recycled and 
encouraging the buying of recycled goods, both in private and government 
sectors. The committee discussed other ways to reduce solid waste including: 
using garbage cans instead of plastic bags, limiting the number of plastic bags 
used per household, using surcharges and host agreements, encouraging 
backyard composting, as  well as  using drop off centers in the rural areas and 
curbside recycling in the cities. f? 



{\ 

Mr. Goergen also stated that the County cannot mandate participation by local 
municipalities, but can only recommend. The County Board of Commissioners 
has requested that the committee investigate alternative methods of funding 
solid waste management programs. At this time, Corporation Counsel is 
reviewing ordinances and agreements. There was a question as to whether 
surcharges or host agreements were legal. 

DISCUSSION OF SECTION 2 - WASTE GENERATION AND INVENTORY OF 
FAClkfTllES 

Mr. Goergen stated that in the last plan, waste generation averaged 2.1 Ibs. per 
capita, current waste generated is now 5.5 Ibs. per capita, while the national 
average is 4.5 Ibs. per day. 

Mr. Goergen asked those present to review Section 2 and note any corrections 
or comments for discussion at the May meeting. 

SCHEDULING OF AREA LANDFILL TOUR 

The tour of Citizens Landfill in Grand Bfanc was scheduled for June 17, 1999 at 
1l:OO a.m. The tour will take approximately one hour and lunch is provided at 
the landfill. The Solid Waste meeting scheduled for that day will be held as at 
1:30 at the Genesee Courlty Metropolitan Planning Commission's office as 
usual. 

OTHER 

Due to a conflict with the Michigan Coalition's Annual Conference, the May 20 
Solid Waste Planning meeting was rescheduled for May 27 at I :30 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. Kuhlmann adjourned the meeting at 3:30 p.m. 

Submitted by, 

Lynn Randall 
Secretary 



GENESEE COUNW 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT CQMMfTTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
May 27,1999 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Terry Cooney, City Environmental Services 
Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp. 
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp. 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
-. 

Darren Bagley, MSU Coop Extension 

< Chapin W. Cook, GCMPC 
Sue English, Mundy Township 
Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept. 
Lynn Randall, GCMPC 

MEMBEaS - - ABSENT: 

Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson 
Eldon Dunkfee, City of Montrose 
Ed King, BFI 

CALL 80 ORDER 

In the absence of both the Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson, the committee 
elected Kevin Hammer to chair the meeting. Mr. Hammer called the meeting to 
order at approximately 1 :40 p.m. 

MINUTES - April 'I 5,1999 

c. The minutes of the April 15, 1999, meeting were presented for review. Mr. 
Hammer asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes. 



Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Rosa, supported by Mr. Cooney, to approve the 
minutes of April 15, 1999 as presented. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

OPPORTUNITY FOR lMDlViDUAtS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE 

Mr. Bagley questioned whether other counties knew the amount of space that 
Genesee County had available. Mr. Goergen replied that a letter was sent out to 
all counties in the State of Michigan expfaining that Genesee County has 
available space. 

Ms. English inquired as to whether there was an itemized list of unacceptable 
materials. Mr. Goergen replied that the waste stream fell under the control of the 
DEQ, not the county. He further stated that staff sent a letter to each county 
stating that their goals needed to be similar to ours. They must have a recycling 
program, but we cannot specify what type of recycling program they have to 
have. 

DISCUSSION OF SECTION 3 - ALTERNATIVE SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT 
SYSTEMS 

This item was tabled until the June meeting. (' 

DISCUSSION OF SECTION 2 - WASTE GENERATION AND INVENTORY OF 
FACILITIES 

No information has been received regarding the status of the Richfield Landfill. It 
is still currently in litigation at the Appellate Court level. Richfield Landfill will be 
included in the plan contingent upon them being issued an operating permit. 

SITING CRITERIA FOR NEW FACILITIES 

Mr. Goergen stated that the attached Siting Criteria (Section 4) was copied from 
the existing plan. He further stated that if there was enough landfill space for 5- 
10 years, siting criteria did not need to be included. 

It was suggested that the siting criteria be updated and made consistent with 
both state and federal regulations. Cornposting facilities outside of a landfill 
could be kept separate. Landfills and transfer stations would be two separate 
portions. 

COUNTIES REQUESTING IMPORTiEXPORT lNCkUDSION IN THE PLAN 

Mr. Goergen stated that staff received a few responses to letters that were sent 
out to each county in the State of Michigan asking for information on their soiid 



waste management plans, as well as the requirements for being included in their 
solid waste plans either as an importer or exporter. 

Some of the counties sent criteria that does not match Genesee County's goals. 
Mr. Hammer asked that a second letter be mailed to the other counties in the 
State addressing the recycling issue. 

REMINDER OF SCHEDULED LANDFlLE TOUR 

Mr. Goergeri reminded everyone that at 11:00 a.m. on June 17, the committee 
would be touring Citizens Landfill in Grand Blanc. The tour takes approximately 
one hour and lunch would be provided at the landfill. The Solid Waste meeting 
scheduled for that day would be held at 1:30 at the Genesee County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission's office as usual. 

Mr. Thornton stated that an open house was also scheduled for June I I from 
12:OO to 4:30 p.m. for the general public to tour the landfill. 

REPORT OM THE MICHIGAN RECYCLING COALITION CONFERENCE 

Mr. Goergen stated that on May 20 he had attended the Michigan Coalition's 
r- Annual Conference. He stated that recycling saves resources, but not always 

money. It reduces waste streams only slightly. Industry is the true leader of 
recycling in that most of what is recycled cornes from industry. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. Hammer entertained a motion for adjournment. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Thornton, supported by Mr. Harrett, to adjourn 
the Solid Waste Management Committee Meeting. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIM0USL.Y 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:30 p.m. 

Submitted by, 

Lynn Randall 
Secretary 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
June f?, f999 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Terry Cooney, Waste Management 
Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp. 
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp. 
Hal Keim, G ,C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Darr-en Bagley, M S U  Coop Extension 
Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC 
Sue English, Mundy Township 

-- - f'orn Goergen, GCMPC 
John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept. 

/-- 

{ 
L.ynn Randall, GCMPC 

.- * 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Hans Kuhlrnann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson 
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose - 
Ed King, BFI 

CALL TO ORDER 

In the absence of both the Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson, the committee elected Kevin 
tiammer to chair the meeting Mr  Hammer called the meeting to order at approximately 1:40 
p.m. 

MINUTES - May 27,1999 

The minutes of the May 27, 1999 meeting were presented for review. Mr. Hammer asked for 
corrections and/or additions to the minutes. 

Action Taken -- Motion by M r  Ragsdale, supported by Mr  Thornton, to approve the minutes of 
May 27, 1999 as presented. 

MO'TION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

C OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIWDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE 

None 



DISCUSSION OF SECTION 2 - DATA BASE 

A faciiity description for Genesee Landfill is still needed if they are to be included in the plan. The 
Annual Energy Production Section, Landfill gas recovery projects, on Venice Park's facility 
description needed to be corrected. Instead of 12,000 megawatts, it should have read I .6 
megawatts. 

Action Taken_ -- Motion by Mr Thornton, supported by Mr. Cooney, to approve Section 2 - Data 
Base with the above-noted correction. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

DISCUSSION OF SECTION 3 - SELECTED SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

There were no new alternatives to add to the plan at this time. It was requested that this item be 
tabled to the next meeting. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Thornton, supported by Mr. Rosa, to table Section 3 - Selected 
Solid Waste Management System until the next meeting. 

- -  

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

SITING CRITERIA FOR TRANSFER FACILITIES AND RECYCLING FACILITIES 
i 

Section 4 was distributed to those present. Mr. Goergen stated that provisions have been maat: 
for transfer facilities and recycling centers in the new plan. He asked that the members review 
the document and be prepared to discuss at the next meeting. 

OTHER 

To give staff more time to complete the solid waste plan, the July 15 meeting was cancelled. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Thornton, supported by Mr. Ragsdate, to cancel the July 15 ----- 
meeting and reschedule it for August 19. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. Hammer entertained a rnotion for adjournment. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Thornton, supported by Mr. Rosa, to adjourn the Solid Waste 
Management Committee Meeting. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:00 p.m. 

Submitted by, 

Lynn Randall 
Secretary 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETlNG MlNUTES 
September 76, f999 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson 
Floyd Clack, County Comrnissioner 
Terry Cooney, Waste Management 
Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp, 
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp. 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Darren Bagley, MSU Coop Extension 
Chapin W. Cook, Director-Coordinator, GCMPC 
Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC 

I /  Nancy Dillingtlarn, Genesee County Corporation Counsel 
Sue English, Mundy Township 
'Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
Brad Green, Allied 
Dave Herberholz, Waste Management 
Brian McKenzie, Genesee County Health Dept. 
John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept. 
Lynn Randall, GCMPC 

- 
" - 

Jeff VVoolstrum, Honiynlan Miller Schwartz and Cohn 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Eldon Dnnklee, City of Montrose 
Ed King, BFI 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Chairperson Kuhlmann called the meeting to order at approximately 1148 p.m. 

i t .  MINUTES - June 97,1999 

"The rninutes of the June I 7, 1999 meeting were presented for review. Chairperson Kuhlmann 

C asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Harnmer, supported by Mr. Cooney, to approve the minutes of 
June 17, 1999 as presented. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

C-19 



111. OPBBRTUNIW FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE 

Mr. Bagley distributed a flyer regarding Genesee County's Household Hazardous Waste 
Collection Day. 

IV. SELECTED SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

Mr. Goergen presented the Draft Revision of the Alternative Solid Waste Management Systems 
section, asking for the committee's approval. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. tiammer, supported by Mr. Harrett, to approve the Draft Revision 
of the Alternative Solid Waste management System section. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

V. IMPORTING AND EXPORTING COUNTIES 

Ms. Copeland introduced the list of counties that were requesting inclusion into the Genesee 

- - County Solid Waste Management Plan as of 9/15/99. She stated that letters had been mailed to 
- each of the counties requesting a list of their goals, objectives and any restrictions that would be 

placed on Genesee County's waste, -- - 

Discussion ensued regarding those counties that put restrictions on the amount of waste that O 
they would receive from Genesee County and those counties that have capacity problems. Staff ' 
recommended that the following counties be included Genesee County's Solid Waste 
Management Plan as potential importers/exporters: Allegan, Antrim, Bay, Branch, Calhoun, 
Cass, Charlevoix, Clare, Eaton, Grand Traverse, Gratiot, Ingham, Jackson, Kalkaska, Lapeer, 
Lenawee, Livingston, Mason, Monroe, Montcalm, Oakland, Ottawa, St. Joseph, Shiawassee, 
Tuscola, and Washtenaw. It was suggested that Saginaw, Sanilac, Macomb, and Wayne 
Counties not be included in Genesee County's plan due to restrictions/capacity problems. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr, Keim, to approve the following 
counties for inclusion into the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan: Allegan, Antrim, 
Bay, Branch, Calhoun, Cass, Charlevoix, Clare, Eaton, Grand Traverse, Gratiot, Ingham, 
Jackson, Kalkaska, Lapeer, L.enawee, Livingston, Mason, Monroe, Montcalm, Oakfand, Ottawa, 
St. Joseph, Shiawassee, Tuscola, and Washtenaw. 

Ayes: F. Clack, D. Harrett, S. Johnson, K. Hammer, tl. Keim, H. Kuhlmann 
Nays: T. Cooney, B. Thornton 

MOTION CARRIED 

Action Taken - Motion by Mr. Ttiornton, supported by Mr. Clack, to include the Counties of 
Saginaw, Sanilac, Macomb, and Wayne for inclusion into the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan. 

Ayes: F. Clack, T. Cooney, K. Hammer, D. Harrett, H. Kuhlmann, B. T'hornton 
Nays: S. Johnson, H.. Keim 

MOTION CARRIED 



Vl. FINANCING OF SOLID WASTE PROGRAMS 

Discussion centered around ways to finance the implementation of and future updates to the 
solid waste pfan, including tipping fees, host agreements, licensing fees and donatiorls from 
landfill operators. Mr. Clack suggested that a subcommittee be formed to look into possible 
furlding scenarios. It was decided that the subcommittee would be made up of solid waste 
committee members 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.. Kuhlmann entertained a motion for adjournment. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Thornton, to adjourn the Solid Waste ---- 
Management Committee meeting. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

The meeting was adjourned at 3 5 0  p.m. 

Submitted by, 
. - 

Lynn  anda all- 
(' Secretary 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING NOTES 
January 20,2000 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Dan Harrett, General Motors Gorp. 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Chapin W. Cook, Director-Coordinator, GCMPC 
Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC 
Sue English, Mundy Township 
Tom Goergen, GCMPC 

-- - 'Terry Guerin, Granger 
Brad Green, Allied 
Jim Helmstetter, Genesee Cour~ty Health Dept. 

,< - Dave Herbert~olz, Waste Management 
(, John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept. 

Lynn Randall, GCMPC 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Hans Kuhlrnann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson 
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Terry Cooriey, Waste Management 
Eidon Dunklee, City of Morltrose 
Ed King, BFI 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Mr. Goergen, ading as Adhoc Chairperson, stated that a quorum was not present, therefore, no 
action would be taken. The meeting would be an iriformational meeting only. 

il. MINUTES - September 16,1999 

No action taken. 

Ill. OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE 

None. 



IV. SITING CRITERIA FOR SOLID WASTE FACILITIES, TRANSFER STATIONS AND 
RECYCLING FACILITIES 

Mr. Goergen stated that there were separate criteria for landfill facilities and transfer station 
facilities. The following suggestions were made to the siting criteria: 

- Under Floodplains and Wetlands (page 2) - add the phrase "comply with permit 
requirements for Wetlands" 

- Under Negotiations (page 5, 1" paragraph) - change the phrase "the plan recommends" 
to "the plan requires" 

- Under Negotiations (page 5) - expand to include facility which encourages waste 
separationldiversion for recycling if feasible 

- Under Submission of Proposed Site for Form Review (pages 6 & 7)  - expand to include 
privatelpublic water systernslsewerlgas lineslutility easements 

- Under Submission of Proposed Site for Forrri Review (page 7, IST paragraph) insert the 
word "whether" after the word "determination" 

-- - 

Under Responsibilities for Corlducting Review (page 7,  #4) - remove -"the Genesee 
County Metropolitan Planning Commission" 

l' 
Under Schedule (page 7, #5) - include how long agency has for time limit to make'' 
determination when application is complete 

- Under Submission of Proposed Site for Form Review (page 13, #g) - change "where the 
waste will be landfilled" to "ultimate destination of the waste" 

V. OVERVIEW OF RESOURCE RECOVERY PROGRAMS 

The Overview of Resource Recovery Programs section was distributed to those members 
present. 

Vl. SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMPONENTS 

The Solid Waste Management Components section was distributed to those members present. 

VII. EDUCATIONAL AND INFORMATIONAL PROGRAMS 

The Educational and Informational Programs section was distributed to those members present. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The next Solid Waste Management Meeting was scheduled for February 24,2000 a t  1:30 p.m. 

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 2130 p.m. 

Submitted by, 

Lynn Randall 
Office Manager 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLlD WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
February 24,2000 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson 
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Terry Cooney, Waste Management 
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp. 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 
James Webber, Great Lakes (Allied) 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Darren Bagley, MSU Coop ~xtension 
I] - Corneakco Copeland, GCMPC 

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services 
Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
Jim Helmstetter, Genesee County Health Dept. 
John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept. 
Lynn Randall, GCMPC 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Chairperson Kuhlmann called the meeting to order at approximately 1 :30 p.m. 

II. MINUTES-September16,1999 

The minutes of the September 16, 1999 meeting were presented for review. 
Chairperson Kuhlmann asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes. Mr. 
Thornton asked that the wording be changed in Item V., Importing and Exporting 
Counties, under the Action Taken, to reflect, "inclusion into the Genesee County Solid 
Waste Plan." 

Action Taken .-- Motion by Mr. Thornton, supported by Mr Keim, to approve the minutes 
of September 16, 1999 with the above noted change, 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 



Ill. OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE 

Mr. Pettit asked about the status of Clare County. Mr. Goergen informed the committee 
that Clare County did not wish to be included in Genesee County's plan. 

IV. SITING CRITERIA FOR SOLID WASTE FACILITIES, TRANSFER STATIONS AND 
RECYCLING FACILITIES 

Ms. Copeland stated that this portion of the plan was divided into two sections: Solid 
Waste Disposal Facilities, and Transfer Stations and Recycling Facilities, which are then 
divided into both primary and secondary citing criteria subsections. She further stated 
that the secondary criteria provides somewhat flexible standards for evaluating potential 
solid waste, transfer or recycling sites. 

The committee asked that the grammatical and spelling errors be corrected, especially 
page 2, I.A.1 .a,. "exiting" should read "existing". 

Ms. Johnson requested that the distance requirement from domiciles be changed from 
300 feet to 1/2 mile and that those structures within the 1/2 mile radius be purchased. Mr 
Goergen stated that he was not sure this was possible as this was a State rule and 
would need to be changed at the State level. Mr. Goergen reminded everyone that we 
may not be able to require more restrictions than the State requires. 

Action  take^ -- Motion by Ms. Johnson to accept the section entitled "Siting Criteria for 
Solid Waste Facilities, Transfer Stations and Recycling Facilities" with the distance 
requirement from domiciles changed frorri 300 feet to W mile and that those structures 
within the 1/2 mile radius be purchased. 

MOTION FAILED DUE TO LACK OF SUPPORT 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Cooney, supported by Mr. Kuhlmann, to accept the 
section entitled "Siting Criteria for Solid Waste Facilities, Transfer Stations and Recycling 
Facilities" as presented. 

Ayes: T. Cooney, D. Harrett, H. Kuhlmann, B. Rosa, B. Thornton, J. Webber 
Nays: S. Johnson 
Abstentions. H. Keim 

MOTION CARRIED 

V. OVERVIEW OF RESOURCE RECOVERY PROGRAMS 

Ms. Copeland stated that the next section described the type and volume of material in 
the county's waste stream that may be available for recycling or composting programs. 
She further stated that staff has determined that composting and recycling programs 
within the county are feasible. Due to the fact that the actual amount of waste that is 
being recycled in the county is unknown, staff is proposing to implement a resource 
recovery program that will best fit the needs and the characteristics of Genesee County.. 



Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Rosa, to accept the sectiori 
entitled "Overview of Resource Recovery Programs" as presented. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

VI. SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMPONENTS 

Ms. Copeland stated that the components of the solid waste management plan 
consisted of the following: goals for implementation, education, Solid Waste 
Management Planning Committee, and the actual implementation of the plan. She 
further stated that page 5 identified the parties with management responsibilities over 
the plan. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Keirn, to accept the section ---- 
entitled "Solid Waste Management Components" as presented. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

VII. EDUCATIONAL AND INFORMATIONAL PROGRAMS - 

- Ms. Copeland presented the Educational and Informational Programs section stating 
that this represented a listing of the programs offered or proposed to be offered in 
Genesee County. She explained that column I listed the type of program, column 2 
listed by what means the information would be delivered to the target group, column 3 
listed who the target audience would be, and column 4 denoted what 

- organizationlagency would provide the information. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Clack, to accept the section 
entitled "Educational and Informational Programs" as presented. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:30 p.m. 

Submitted by, 

Lynn Randall 
Office Manager 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
March 76, 2000 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson 
Terry Cooney, Waste Management 
Jim Jacques, Richfield Township 
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp. 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
-- 

Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC 
Sue English, Mundy Township 

F . Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
Terry Guerin, Granger 
John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept. 
Lynn Randall, GCMPC 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 
James Webber, Great Lakes (Allied) 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Vice Chairperson Johnson called the meeting to order at approximately 1:35 p.m. 

11. MINUTES - February 24,2000 

The minutes of the February 24, 2000 were presented for review. Ms.Johnson asked 
for corrections and/or additions to the minutes. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr.. Keim, supported by Mr. Harrett, to approve the minutes 
of February 24, 2000. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 



I l l .  OPPORTUNIN FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE 

None. 

IV. ANSWERS TO VICE CHAIRPERSON'S QUESTIONS FROM THE FEBRUARY 24, 
2000, MEETING REGARDING SITING REQUIREMENTS 

At the February 24, 2000, meeting Ms. Johnson had asked whether the distance 
requirements frorn domiciles could be changed from 300 feet to 1/2 mile and whether 
those structures within the 1/2 mile radius could be purchased. 

Mr. Goergen stated that he had talked with the DEQ on this issue. DEQ's response was 
that we can require setback restrictions as long as they do not preclude the locatior~ of 
the landfill. However, landfills cannot be required to purchase the homes of residents in 
the restrictive area. 

V. DRAFT SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

A copy of the Draft Solid Waste Management Plan was distributed to each-member of 
the committee. Mr. Goergen asked the rnembers to review the Pian and submit any 
questions or comments that they may have in writing prior to the May meeting. 

t 
Mr. Goergen stated that staff will make changes to the plan based on comments '\ 
received. After the Solid Waste Committee approves the plan, it will then be forwarded 
to the Genesee County Board of Commissioners. The Board of Commissioners can 
either accept it, change it or ask the committee to redo the plan. Prior to submission of 
the plan to DEQ, 66% of the local units of government need to approve the plan. 

Mr. Goergen further stated that even though 90% of the local units of government have 
recycling programs in place, we do not know how much is actually being recycled. The 
goal over the next five years is to encourage recycling and minimize the waste stream. 
It was suggested that a committee be formed to work on the educational process to 
convince the public that recycling makes sense. 

Mr. Goergen informed those present that reciprocal agreements were official documents 
of the Genesee County Board of Commissiorlers and that we wanted to avoid reciprocal 
agreements. 

4/15/2000 Genesee County, MSU Extension and Urban Garden L.eague were 
hosting a one day backyard composting bin sale. Composting bins would 
be sold for $35.00 (I /2 price) at the following locations: Southwestern 
Academy, Lowe's at Center & Court Streets in Burton, and the MSU 
Extension office on Pasadena Southwestern will also be holding the 
Urban Gardening Expo on the same day. Flyers would be sent to all local ,--, 

units of government. i-- 
'L 



5/13/2000 Household Hazardous Waste Collection will be held at the following 
locations: 

10:OO - 2:OO Fenton High School on Owen Road 
10:OO - 2r00 Skill Center in Mundy Township 
1O:OO - 4:OO Flint City Water Service Center at Court and Averill 

VI. ADJOURNMENT 

Members were reminded that the next Solid Waste Management Meeting would be April 
20, 2000 at lr30 p.m. 

Ttie meeting was adjourned at 1:58 p.m. 

Submitted by, 

Lynn Randall 
Office Manager 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING NOTES 
April 20, 2000 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Terry Cooney, Waste Management 
Jim Jacques, Richfield Township 
Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint, Chairperson 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 
James Webber, Great Lakes (Allied) 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Chapin W. Cook, Director-Coordinator, GCMPC 
Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC 
Nancy Dillingham, Corporation Counsel 
Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
Stephanie Glysson, RepublicTTri-County 
Terry Guerin, Granger 
Angie Laver~good, GCMPC 
John Petit, Genesee County Health Department 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice-Chairperson 
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp. 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Mr. Goergen, acting as Adhoc Chairperson, stated that a quorum was not present, 
therefore, no action would be taken. The meeting would be an informational meeting 
only. 

11. MINUTES - March 16,2000 

No action taken. 

Ill. OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE 

None.. 



I .  COMMENTS ON THE SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN DRAFT 

Mr. Thornton requested a summary sheet be made for the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan 2000-2005 Draft. 

Mr. Rosa requested an update to the Solid Waste Management Planning Committee 
(page 41) - to reflect the current board configuration. 

Mr.. Jacques requested further discussion on the proposed User Fee structures 
(differential vs. straight nickel). 

Mr. Guerin stated several concerns in regard to the proposed User Fee structures. He is 
concerned about possible legal challenges (tax vs. fee issues), the collection process, 
and the financial impact on the smaller waste companies. 

Mr. Kuhlman requested the list of the transfer stations.. They are: 

9 Averill Resource 
9 CBC 
9 Valley -- 

> Chupek (new) 
9 City of Flint (proposedlnew) 

Mr. Goergin stated that the Solid Waste Management Plan approval process would be 
as follows:: 

9 Solid Waste Committee, the plan will be brought before the committee on 
May 18,2000, upon approval; 

P 90-day Public Cornment Period; 
9 Board of Commissioners, if approved; 
9 Local Units, pending 213 majority approval; 
9 DEQ (they have 45 days to approve) 

V. ADJOURNMENT 

The next Solid Waste Management Meeting was scheduled for May 18, 2000 at 'l:30 
p.m. 

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 2:20 p.m. 

Submitted by, 

Angie Lavengood 
Secretary 



GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
6/22/00 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp. 
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice-Chairperson 
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition 
Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint, Chairpersori 
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal 
James Webber, Great Lakes (Allied) 

OTHERS PRESENT: -- - 

Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC 
Nancy Dillingham, Corporation Counsel 
Tom Goergen, GCMPC 
Angie Lavengood, GCMPC 
John Moore, Averill Refuse 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Floyd Clack, County Commissioner 
Terry Cooney, Waste Management 
Jim Jacques, Richfield Township 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Chairpersori Kuhlman called the rneeting to order at approximately 1 :35 p.m. 

11. MINUTES - March 16,2000 

The minutes of the March 16, 2000 meeting were presented for review. Chairperson 
Kuhlman asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Dunklee, supported by Mr. Ragsdaie, to approve the 
minutes of the March 16, 2000. 

Ill. OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE 

C None. 



IV. GENESEE C O U N N  SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN DRAFT APPROVAL 

Ms. Copeland explained the revisions the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality 
(DEQ) requested in the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan 2000-2005 
Draft. She stated that most were in regards to siting criteria, and didn't alter the integrity 
of the plan itself. They were to add clarity and make the plan more objective and 
measurable. 

Ms. Copeland stated there is going to be an Appendix section located on the back of the 
Solid Waste Management Plan, which would include: 

the Board of Commissiorle4s decision 
8 any Public Hearing minutes 

Pilblic comments 

Mr Goergen explained the changes to Richfield Landfill (page 12). Mr. Goergen stated 
that the owners of Richfield Landfill have only one option to resolve their dispute with the 
DEQ, i.e., to win the court case. We arerecommending that this be changed to include 
the option of a negotiated settlement to the dispute. -- - 

Mr. Thorntor] asked for clarification on how a prospective landfill petition became 
included in the Plan. Mr. Goergen explained that any prospective landfill that wished to 
be included in the Plan had to meet all siting requirements. Mr. Goergen also stated that 
the committee would have to reconvene in the event that a new landfill should request to 
be added to the plan, because the committee would have to amend the plan to include 
them. 

Ms. Johnson requested that a copy of the siting maps be added to the Appendix, as well 
as, be distributed to the members of the Solid Waste Management Committee, upon 
finalization. 

Mr. Goergin stated that the Solid Waste Management Plan approval process would be 
as follows: 

90-day Public Comment Period; 
a Public Hearing on the Draft Plan; 
Board of Commissioners (30 days), if approved (they can request 
changes); 

o Local Units, pending 213 majority approval (no time requirement); 
a DEQ (they have 45 days to approve) 

Chairperson Kuhlman requested that all committee members review their Solid Waste 
Management Plan Draft and give any corrections to staff.. 

Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Harrett, to recommend the 
Solid Waste Management Plan 2000-2005 Draft to the Board of Commissioners for 
approval. r 



V. ADJOURNMENT 

Chairperson Kuhlman adjourned at approximately 2: 15 p.m. 

Submitted by, 

Angie Lavengood 
Secretary 



Solid Waste Management Plan 
PUBLIC HEARING 

GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 
1101 BEACH STREET, 3RD FLOOR, HARRIS AUDITORIUM 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 16,2000 
6:00 P.M. 

I. Call to Order 

11. Introduction of Staff 

Ill. Brief Explanation of the Solid Waste Management Plan 

IV. Opportunity for Individuals to Comment on the Solid Waste Management 
Plan 

V. Adjournment 



-- .-.& 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
me Qmesee County Solid Waste Management Plan update that Is requM under kt 451, Part 
115 of the Michloan Envfmnmerrtai Protecllon Act, 19M as amended bas beep rel@k%d tor 
publlc reviw and c~mmtrnt 
7.he ~eif!ase uf the draft pian is me first task in the approval p m m  of the pbn. As af 
September 12, BOO, yls required @Way poblic tomrncFitpsriPd a the pfan 1% in effect. The 
tllaft plan can be revbwed at aJl puhltc lib&, local units of govemnt  and The Genesee 
Courrty MstropoliMn Piannim Cornrnls~ion A public hearing for the pkn is scheduled Mr: 

Tbmday, NoWJmher 16,2WO, at PW p.m. 
HmI8 Auditorium, 3rd ~ M T  

Bcncsee CouNy Administntion Bullding 
7101 Bescn Strraet, Fllol. 

After the comment psdod, the Solid Wsta Planning committee w 1  mke any neosssw 
changes based on comments recehred, elher in writing or at the public, hearing. All mn 
cb~nments should bi3 submilted in writ in^ to: :- 

Genesee County Metropoli Pknnine CommWon 
m: momas ~ ~ r g e n  

17 Ot Beach SrrrrPf Room 223 
Rint Mfchigan 48502 

(810) 257-3010 --- 



Genesee County 
Solid Waste Plan Public Hearing 

Harris Auditorium 
November 16,2000 

6:00 p.m. 

Public present: - 

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, lnc., P.O. Box 68, Wayne, MI 
Dan Harrett, General Motors, Mfg., G-2238 W. Bristol Road, Flint, MI 
Boyt Johnson, United Plastics, 1227 Garfield St., Flint, MI 
John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Rd., Flint, MI 
Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 

The Solid Waste Management Plan hearing was called to order at approximately 6:05 p.m 

Mr. Cook welcomed those present and stated that we were there to receive comments on the 
Geriesee County Solid Waste Management Plan. The-agenda we would be following tonight 
will be: 

- 

The introduction of staff involved in the development of the plan; then we will provide a brief -- - 
explanation of the plan and what it does, etc. Finally we would be openir~g up the comment 
period. l-le asked if there were any questions about the agenda. He then proceeded to 
introduce himself and staff present from the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission. 

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Corr~mission 
Chapin W. Cook, AICP, DirectorICoordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commissiori 
Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Shelia Long, Associate Planner, Community Development 
Comeakco Copelend, Associate Planner, Community Development 
Angie Lavengood, Secretary, Procurement Technical Assistance Center 

Mr. Cook thanked the Solid Waste Management Committee for their efforts and passed out 
copies of the 2000-2005 Solid Waste Management Plan. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planninq Commission 
Mr. Goergen stated that in February 1998 the Board of Commissioners designated GCMPC as 
the planning agency for solid waste for Genesee County. Once that was completed we 
petitioned through the county board to identify individuals to be part of the solid waste planning 
committee that committee is made up of: 

4 people from the solid waste industries 
2 people from environmental groups 
1 person from private industry 

i: I person from county 
1 person from townships 
1 person from villages 
3 individuals at large. 



Mr Goergen stated that the county board advertised in the newspaper and got a host of 
individuals interested in being on the committee. He stated that the Solid Waste Planning 
Committee convened on August of 1998 to begin work on the plan. Me stated that the 
committee basically took the old plan and looked at the information in it and updated 
information, what existing information that was relevant was kept the information that wasn't 
relevant they set aside, and petitioned for any new additions to the plan, for example recycling. 
He stated that the plan is designed to identify how the county will haridle the waste strearri for 
the next 5 years. In another 5 years the plan would need to updated again. 

Mr. Goergen explained that there are 2 active laridfills in the county, in addition there is 1 landfill 
that is currently in litigation with the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and they are 
included in the plan. He stated there are proposals for 3 additional transfer facilities in the 
county, in addition to the 2 existing transfer facilities that have been incorporated in the plan. 
Mr. Goergen stated that Genesee County handles 4 112 thousand tons of waste each year in 
the county, we generate about 560,000 tons per years, 150,000 is recycled (that is a guess 
exactly how much recycling occurs because no orie keeps that information.) He stated that the 
plan maintains the private sector responsibility of landfills and the collection of waste with the 
exception of the City of Flint, who rnaintain their own collection facilities, all of the other cities, 
townships, and villages basically contract with a hauler or with a company to handle their waste 

-- 
to take to a landfill or recycle. - 

- - 
Mr. Goergen stated that it was discovered that in 1990 only 3 local units in Genesee County had 
any type of recycling program, and through investigation it was discovered that today only 3 - 
local units of government, in Genesee County, do not have a recycling program. He stated that i 
there is a tremendous move by the local units to start a recycling system in the county averting 
waste out of the landfill and reuse and recycling via some means. The plan identified a number 
of goals. One of the primary goals was to maintain recycling that is occurring and prove it. We 
are required to meet state law He stated that state law mandates that by the year 2004 we 
need to show that 5 to 40 % of our waste is being recycled. 

Mr. Goergen stated that there was nothing really new in the plan status other than status quo 
works. He stated that we are proposing that the county Planning Commission undertake a 
number of programs to encourage recycling, and find out what products are not being recycled, 
what there is a market for and how we can accomplish that. This plan proposes we undertake a 
number of programs to encourage recycling in schools, and communities to move people further 
and further towards recycling. 

Mr. Goergen stated that when looking at the amount of industrial waste in Genesee County, 
surprisingly the arnount of industrial waste that is landfilled is much lower than it was in 1995. 
He stated there have been tremendous inroads in recycling in the industrial sector. He stated 
that presently the major corporation Delphi has a tremendous recycling program that most of 
their product is being recycled and only true waste is ending up in the landfill, which is very 
different from 1995. 

Mr. Goergen stated that the purpose of this hearing is to request comments from the public, and 
to receive, and review their applicability to the plan. After that time the plan will go to the County 
Board of Commissioners. Fie stated that the Board of Commissioners would be asked toadopt 
this plan as the county's plan. Then it will go to the 32 local units of government within Genesee 

(I 

County, 67% of the local units of government must approve the plan before it can go to the 
DEQ He stated that in December he would be meeting with the township association, and in 
January he would be meeting with the city and villages association to explain the plan to those 



units He stated there are time requirements for the approval or denial of the Solid Waste Plan. 
The time requirement for the County Board of Commissioners upon closing of the public hearing 
will have approximately 30 days to address the plan. He stated that local units have no time 
limits. Once 67% or22 of the local units have given approval of the plan it can be submitted to 
the DEQ. He stated that the DEQ has 6 months to approve or disapprove the plan. Once the 
plan is approved the 2000-2005 Solid Waste Management Plan will be enforced and would 
become the solid waste plan for the county for the next 5 years. Mr. Goergen asked if there 
were any questions. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners,~Ol Beach St., Flint,Ml 
Early on the Board knew there would be this fee structure. Is that is here sornewhere? 

Tom Goernen, Assistarit Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
What this plan does is it establishes the ability of the County Board of Commissioners to adopt a 
fee schedule. That is all that is in this plan 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, Cou~ty Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, M_I --- 
Where does it talk about it? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
It doesn't talk about the dollars Fred. All it says is a -fee can be assessed stlould the county 
board choose. It is up to the County Board of Commisdoners to make that determination. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County.Board of Commissioners, I I01 Beach St., Flint, MI -- 
You don't know the page? 

Tom Goergen,.Assistant Director - Genesee C ~ n t y  Metropolitan Planning Commissiorl 
No, I don't know the page. But all it says in that sentence is that the county Board of 
Commissioners, just like the last plan, the County Board had the option to establish a fee in the 
present Plan. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St.,Bint, MI 
You are saying, and I remember the meeting where I believe it was Tim Herman that said he 
didn't believe County Government should pay for the Plan it should be paid by the private 
sector. What is your opinion, now you do the plan every 5 years or do we have to do it every 
year? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Directo~-senesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
We have to update it every 5 years, what is in the state law. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 11-u.Beach St., Flint,MI 
This cost will be to update the Plan to 2005? 

Tom Goergfn Assistant Director =.Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commissio_n -- .A- 

That's right. 

c Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
There is a cost for that because your staff will do that? So the cost would be ... 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Whatever the staff costs will be in 2005. 



Commissioner Fred Shaltz,County Board of Commissioners, lJ01 Beach St., Flint, M1 
What would it be in today's dollars? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee C o u w  MetropolitanJlanning Commission - 
In today's dollars it would be around 60,000.00. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
So lets say its 80,000.00. Lets just say its 80,000. So you are saying that, you are going to 
suggest, are you going to suggest a recommendation that the private sector pay for that? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commi&i - 
We are going to bring a proposal before the County Board once the plan is completed, and 
approved by the County Board. Then we are going to come back to the County Board per tile 
discussions the County had with us with a proposal of how to pay for the next plan, how to pay 
for the implementation of the pian. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1 101 Beach St,.Flirit, I - 
That's this 80,000.00? 

-- - 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission . - 

No, that's to update the Plan. The implementation of the Plan will be a yearly cost. We have 
- 

come up with a proposal which quite honestly doesn't have anything to do with this other than 
this authorizes the Board, once they approve it to look at a fee structure and to have the ability ( 
to impose that fee structure. That is what it does. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1 I01  Beach St., Flint, MI -- 
There are dollars above this 80,000.00. 

Tom Goergen, Assbtant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Plan~inq Commission 
No. The 80,000 are to update the Plan. That is in five years, yes. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commiss&ners,~~lOl Beach St., Flint, MI  
Is there any other cost? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County M~popolitan Planning Commission 
We need to maintain the Plan, we need to collect data, we need to establish a data collection 
process for recycling. None exists at all. We need to get a better handle onwhat the waste 
flow is in the County, because we dont' have that at this point in time. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, M I  
When you do this maintaining and these studies it is at a cost? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planninq Commission 
Yes, that is going to be a cost. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Will that cost be above this 80,000.00? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director = Genesee County Metropolitan Planning,Commission - 
What we are planning is a full-time person working on that. 



Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 'l101 Beach St., Flint, MI ------ 
How much is that about 40,000.00 to 50,000.00? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Dire~tor~Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission -- 
Probably closer to 50,000.00 to 60,000.00. 

Commissioner Fred S h a k  County Board of Commissioners, 11 01 Beach St., Flint, MI -. 
That's salaried. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director.: Geriesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission -- 
Salary, fringes.. . 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County.Board of Commissioners, 11Qj Beach St_., Flint, MI 
So that a year? 

Tom G o e r - ,  Assistant Director - Genesee. Countv Metropolitan Planning Commission -- 
Um hmm. 

-- 
Commissioner Fred Shalt~, County Board of Cornmissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI - 
---- 
The-80,000.00 is after 5 years. So I have to take the 50,000 time 5 and call it 250. Now we got 
80 i6to 250, now is there any other costs? 

/ - -  

\ 
Tom Goergen, AssistantDirector - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Cornmission 
One of the things that the Solid Waste Committee would like the County to undertake was to 
look-at ways to start encouraging and teaching recycling amongst the folks in the County, and to 
try to design a system to get recycling in the County. Greater participation of recycling. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, Countv Board of Commissioners, 11 01 Beach St., Flint, MI 
That's all at a cost. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission -- 
Cost. That is what we are looking at to have one individual work on all of those things. That is 
one of the things they will be doing. They will also be looking at ways of developing materials 
for the schools, for developing materials for educational types of things for senior citizens arid 
so forth. This is how we can get the greatest value of a piece of plastic. "Please rinse out your 
milk cartons". Many of them may not be rinsing out their milk cartons. The true value of those 
milk cartons are rinsed out and cleaned because that is what the market is based upon. If they 
are dirty they may not be recycled. They may actually end up in a landfill because the recyclirlg 
firms are not going to take the time to recycle them. So basically what we are looking at is to 
try to teach people to clean their cans, clean their bottles, how do you sort papers and separate 
the papers out, what other products can be recycled that aren't now. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Boardof Comfissioners, I I01 Beach St., Flint,MI 
So is that something that the salaried person is going to be doing? 

r Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
t Yes. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint. MI 
Is this educate thing. Perhaps this is something the private sector could do? 



Tom Goeraen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission -- 
But the private sector hasn't. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Could they take that over? 

T o m w e n ,  Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan-nning Commission -- 
They could try but they haven't. There hasn't been anything in the private sector at all to 
encourage recycling in this County. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI -- 
So I won't put any dollars after this educate thing. We'll hold to the 80. Are there any other 
costs? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Plannirlq Commission 
Not off the top of my head. 

-- Commissioner Fred Shalt~, County Board of Commissioners, I 101 Beach St., Flint, MI - 
- Are you saying you want the private sector to pick that cost up? 

Tom Goerger?, Assistant Director - Genesee County Mefropolitan Planning C~mmission 
What I was asked by the County Board was to develop a system for the private sector to , 
develop that. t. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI ----- 
OK, so you are saying that in your opinion if the private sector picks that tab up, how many 
companies do we have involved that would be dividing that? Is it listed here? This list? 

Tom Goeraen, Assistant Director -Genesee County Metropolitan- Planninq Commission --. 
No. The haulers are not all listed in there. I don't have a list of all of the haulers. What we 
wanted to do was to design a system whereby the waste movements in the County that value 
that may end up at Venice Landfill in Shiawassee County, that the cost of that waste or the size 
of that waste would come to the County so we could benefit from implernentation o f  the Plan. 
That is what we were designing the system to do. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Who would be a part of that? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planing Commission -- 
The waste haulers would be the landfills would be, as well as, the transfer stations would be. 
Yes. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 11 01 Beach St., Flint, M-I 
Do you know how many entities total? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
The landfills, there are 2 landfills in the County presently active. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1 101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
I am trying to arrive at how many entities we have that would be assessed to pay for this. 



Tom Goergen-Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Corr1mission 
That would be determined basically by the Courity Board. Our recommendation to the County 
Board would be that it would be the landfills, the haulers, and the transfer facilities. And for the 
transfer facilities only the waste that ends up in the landfill from the transfer facilities if they are 
doing recycling. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, Courity Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
How many are there? 

Toni Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Right now there are 2 licensed transfer facilities in the County. We have 3 that are proposed in 
the Plan. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, I 101 Beach St., Flint, MI ---- 
How many waste haulers are there about? 

Tom Goergen, Assistantrector of-the Geriesee County Metropolitan.Planninq commission -. 
I only know the major ones. You have-Allied. You have Republic. And you have Waste 
Management. Those 3 are the major ones-that do residential and commercial hauling. 

r -  
Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, I101 Beach St., Flint, M_I 

( There are 7 entities that will pay for this? 
L. 

Tom Goergen Assistant Director of the ~enesee  County Metropolitan Planning Commission - -  -2 
Ummhmm. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Let's assume all 7 are about the same size. Is it fair to say that I would divide 7 into the 330? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director,of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commissio~ 
No. What we were going to do in order to make it fair was to base the fees on volume of waste 
that ends up in a landfill. That is what we were going to base it on. So that if you have a firm 
that only handles 200 cubic yards of waste he shouldn't be paying the same amount as a firrn 
that handles a million cubic yards of waste. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Are you saying that when you add those dollars up by tonage or however you are going to do it, 
you would pay this 330,000? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Yeah, that is what it is for. 

Commissioner Ered Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1 A01 Beach St., Elint, MI 
Now back to my question, we have the 7 entities. 

c- - Tom Goeraen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Ummhmm. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1 1  01 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Let's assume all 7 are equal in size and equal in tonage. Would I divide the 7 into the 330? 



Tom Goergen, AssistantDirector of the Genesee County Metropolitm PlanninqQmmission 
Yes. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
That's 47,000.00 every 5 years? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
No, that is per year. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Com-missioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
So it is 47,000 per. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of-the Genesee Countv Metropolitan Planning Commission 
I don't follow what ... 

Shapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinato~the Genesee County Metropolitan P l a n m  
Commission -- 
Yes it wouid be the total. The 330,000 would be the total cost for the 5-year process. 

- - - 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee Couniv-Metropolitan - Planning Commission 
Oh, Ok. l am sorry. 

Commissioner F r a h a l t z ,  Counly Board of Commissioners, I I01 Beach St., Flint, MI 
So this would be the total for 5 years. If it were divided by 5 then, we'll say 9,000.00 a year 

c 
each. Correct? 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Plar~ning 
Commission --- 
If you accepted all those givens. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
If you accepted all of those givens. 

Chapin W. Cook, AXP, Director/Coordinator o f h e  Genesee CountyMetropolitan- Planning - 
Cornmission -- 
Your math is right.. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1 I01 Beach St.. Flint, M I  
So the private sector is now going to be asked to pay, assuming all of these 7 units are all 
equal, 9,000.00 a year? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission - 
Ummhmm. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Your formula could be different, If I understand this you are going to ask the private sector pick 
up this cost. What are other counties doing? r 



Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan__Planning Commissiog 
It varies. Some counties pay 100 of the costs. But others of them, Wayne County for example 
has the same kind of a system whereby they are assessed.. And they are fully funded by fees 
paid by the landfills. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Fl int41 
Now the Board of Comrriissioner will approve this, then it is going to go to each local unit of 
government. And that is the next question, Gaines and Lennon isn't in here. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Pjanninq Commission --. 
Lennon wouldn't be 

Commissioner Fred,Shaltz, County B a r d  of Commissioners, I 1  01 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Why? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Because they are a border. The villages are included in the Township information in the census 
information that is why there is not separation between then. 

CommissionerFred Shaltz, ~ o u n f y  Board of Commissioners, 11 0'l Beach St,Flint, MI -- 
What page are you on? -- 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County~etropolitan Planning Commission 
(\ -- 

I'm on page 9. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Com~issioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
You have the Village of Goodrich. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission -- 
Yes, Village of Goodrich, Village of Otisville, Gaines Village is included in Gaines Township. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beachst., Flint, MI -- 
So Lennon must be included in Clayton then? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director-of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Only the people who live in Genesee County portion of Lennon is. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners,'j 101 Beach St., Flint, MI - 
OK 

Tom Goergen, Assistantirector of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Shiawassee County portion of Lennon are not.. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of CommissionersL 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI ---- 
So, the Board of Commissioners approve this, then it goes to all these units, then when they 
approve it, probably a year later then it comes back to us. 

C, TomGoerqen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planninq Commission 
No. It goes from the Board of Commissioners to the local units of government. Once we hit the 
magical 67, then it is packaged and goes to the Department of Environmental Quality. 



Commissioner Fred,Shaltz, Countv Board of Commissioners, 1m BeachB,, Flint, MI 
So we have to talk about this cost here 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee Countv Metropolitan Planning Commission 
The cost has nothing to do with the Plan. Absolutely nothing to do with the Plan. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint,lVJ 
We haven't even discussed the cost? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
The cost is going to be for an ordinance that is going to be proposed to the Board after the Plan 
has been approved. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
And there will be nothing in this Plan dealing with the dollars to pay for it? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee Countv Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Nothing. Other than the statement that "this Plan authorizes the ability of the County to assess 
fees", should the Board determine that is what they want to do. 

-.-Commissioner -- Fred Shalt~, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
- So we have time then, the Board has time to discuss this. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Plannirw Commission C 
Yes. Absolutely. 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP,Director/Coordinator of the Genesee Countv Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
Plenty of time. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, Countv Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint,MI 
Maybe 3 years. 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, DirectorICoordinator~f- the Genesee, County Metropolitan Planning - 
Commission 
We are hoping not 3 years. 

Tom Goerjqen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Cormmission -- 
We are hoping that is will be pretty much in place by summer. 

Commissiorier Fred Shaltz, Countv Board of Commissioners, 1 101 Beach St., FlinL-@I 
Because really, for the record, this cost you know the private sector, really bothers me. I have a 
concern about that. 
Also your committee, wasn't that composed of business owners? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning C o m m i m n  
Yep. 

F '. - 
Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissio~rs, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
And are they familiar with this cost? 



Tom Goeraen, Assistant Director of the Ge~esee County Metropolitan Planninq Commissiori 
Yep 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Cmmissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
And what do they say about it? 

Tom Goerqen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commissior~ - 
What they basically said at the meetings were "hey, you gotta do what you gotta do". They 
didn't like it, they may not agree with it, but the Board of Commissioner is the determining factor 
of it. We're not the determining factor of it. 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee Countv-M_etropolitan Planning 
Commission --- 
And more importantly Fred they were willing to recommend that included in that Plan is that the 
County Board will establish an ordinance that will direct the way the fees car1 be collected 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Boardof Commissioners,_l 101 Beachst., Flint, MI ------. 
That will come to us after the units have approved it, and then it goes to the DEQ for approval, 
then it comes to us to deal with the costs 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the-Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission -- 
Well, in the interim what r a m  hoping to do is bring that to you before we are dealing with the 
DEQ. To educate you guys on what we are talking about and to move that process ahead. 

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, b., P 0 Box 68, Wayne, MI - 
Have you run the Plan past DEQ. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant _Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission --- 
Yes 

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, lnc., P a B o x  68,-Wayne, MI 
There are parts of the fee structure that are ambiguous. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Directorofthe Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
I don't know what is ambiguous. 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of. the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
The Plan? 

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, Inc., P 0 Box 68, Wayne,MI - 
No you are talking about the fee structure. 

Chapin W. Co& AICP, DirectorICoordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
No we are talking about the Plan. 

Stephanie Glvsson, RepublicServices of Michigan, Inc., P 0 Box 68, Wayne, MI 
I am talking about the fee structure. 



Chapin W. Cook, AICP, DirectoriCoordinator of the Genesee County Mdropolitan Planning 
Commission 
Would you like to come up and make a comment? Why don't we wait until Fred is done then 
you can do that. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission --- 
There is absolutely no fee structure in the Plan? None. What the Plan said is that the County 
Board of Commissioners at their discretion can establish a fee structure on waste in the county. 
That is all that it says. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz-Countv Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach ,St., Flint, MI 
P. 

The law says we have to approve a Plan. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission -- 
Yes. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, Countv Board of Com-missioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
That's all that it says. When the Board approves this then it goes to the local units of 
government then the DEQ approves it, then it comes back to us to discuss the dollars. How 
much time do ws-have to approve that? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planninq Commission 
That depends on the local units. If the local units address the Plan immediately, my guess is by 

1,- 
March we will be submitting it to DEQ. Now that is really optimistic Fred. But, by March \ 
potentially we could send it to DEQ. 

Commissioner Fred. Shaltz, Cgunty Board of Commissioners,~~1 Beach St., Flint,-MI - 
Let's say we get it back in June 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director otthe Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
That would be perfect. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Co~rnissi~ners~ 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Then it is before the Board, how much time do we have? Do we have a year? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
No. As soon as possible. Because we have to go. At that point this is the Plan for the county. 
We have to start undertaking the process to implement that Plan. 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, DirectorlCoordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
We have to do all of the things that are required: education, recycling, all of those issues that 
need to be implemented. That is when the dollars need to flow to do that. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Waste haulers and these other companies probably thought they would just deal with the dollars 
to pay for it at another time. 

P 
Tom Goergen, Assistarit Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 

\ 

They understand the quandary that county is in and how to pay for it. I won't say they totally 
embraced the concept "yeah, we want to give you money to cover these costs', bu t  they do 



understand the quandary that the county is in, how do you implement something that the State 
of Michigan quite honestly under the original law was require to fund that the Governor vetoed. 
The Governor line-item-vetoes those dollars out of the bill every year, because DEQ includes it 
in the bill because it is required by law. He vetoes it. He takes it away from the discretion of the 
county and says you guys are supposed to make that determination So that is what we are 
grappling with, is how do we come up with that. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of&mmissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
The big cost, as I see it, is full time staff. If you have to have that you are going go have to 
prove it. Because it if was the John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road. 80,000.00 
divided between the 7 entities. That would be 1,700.00 per year per entity. That's not bad. I 
think I kind of like that. It is certainly better than the total of the 300,000.00. 

John Moore Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road. Flint,.Mj I 

It is up to the private sector though to educate on recycling. Who better knows recycling than 
us? How to program it, how to fund it .... 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
You have to understand we are talking about the county undertaking -. recycling. That is not the 
intent of this. What the county ... - 

-. - 
John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road, Flint, MI 

I You are going to have a program in set. 
(.. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County ~etropolitan Planning Commission - 
The county does not have to have a program set. There is no requirement for the county to 
have that program set. What we are proposing to do is to educate the communities and the 
populous of the county on how you go about recycling. That is not done at all by the private 
sector. 

John Moore,.Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road,fint, -MJ 
With the dollar error we should set up a little recyclirlg training center. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of~~mmissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI  
Rather than hiring someone? 

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. AverillRoad, Flint, M 
Oh, exactly. I could take that 9,000..00 and .... 

CommissionerE~d Shaltz, County Board of Corn-missioners, jJ01 Beach St., FLnt, MI 
I think that is going to be the big thing. 

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road, Flint, MI 
Educate. If you educate the children .... 

Tom Goernen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 

C No one has taken the lead to do that No one at all has taken the lead. The private sector has 
not shown up and said we are going to do this. 



Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board .of Commissioners, I 1  01 Beach St., Fl intAI 
But when they find out that instead of the 80,000.00 it is going to be 330,000.00. 1 bet you they 
will put a plan in place. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
They may. 

Chapin W. Cook, &P, DirectorlCoordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
It is difficult to say. If you look back over the last 10 years, when the private sector had aH of 
that money, how many plans have they put in place on recycling? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metro~olitan Planning Commission 
I don't' know of any,. 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, DirectorICoordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning -- 
Commission 
So, what you are saying could happen, whether it will ... 

Tom Goerqen, Assistant Director of the GeneseeCounty Metropatan Planning Commission 
That's a long shot. - - 

Chapin W.- Cook, AICP, DirectorICoordinator of-the Genesee Countv Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
And I think that is really the issue and I think that is the issue that concerned staff, and as a 

i 
commission we need to bring in front of the County Board. We need to have that discussion 
completely dealt with.. 

Tom Goergen. Assistant Director of theenesee County Metropolitan Planning Commissiorl 
That's right 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, DirectorlCoordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
What falls, falls, but at this point that's the next step. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 
Well, maybe these people should start working on a plan, and education plan maybe. 

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road,Flint, Mj 
I think that would be an appropriate idea. I ttink we will do that. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
What you are talking about is something that the private sector has had complete control of 
forever. And they have not responded at all. So we can talk about ... 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 11 01 Beach St., Flint, MI 
They weren't making any money on it 

i= 



Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission - 
Oh yes they were. They were making a lot of money off it. 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, DirectorICoordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
That is where the fee is coming from that we are talking about, from the private sector. A 
reasonable fee. And then the issue is what is reasoriabk. The issue is what is the County 
Board really want to do, but we probably, if you don't have anymore questions ... 

Tom Goergen,-Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Because quite honestly Fred, everything that you have talked about has absolutely nothing to 
do with the Plan. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI ----- 
No, but it will at one time when it comes to the board. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning_Commission 
You are absolutely right, if the Board chooses to adopt a fee structure. It was in the last 3 
Plans the Board hdS never chosen to do a fee structure. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1 l-01 Beach St., ~ l i n c ~ l  

I' 
But I am saying when you come to the Board and we are going to come up with the dollars, how 

\. we are going to pay for this, how do you know the Board isn't going to say this 80,000.00 that 
you can do this 52;000.00 not the 80,000.00 we will authorize 52,000.00 forget the 250,000.00 
That can happen ... 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolijan Planning Commission -- 
Yep. That's right. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., FIint,MI 
All I am saying right now is what is going to be said 6 months from now, or 8 months from now, 
its going to come up. There's going to be a big discussion. That one thing. It gets down to 
should government do it at a fee to the private sector. That is what it amounts to ... 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
And really that is what it really comes down to. 

Commissioner FredShaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St.,Flint, M I  
This is a good Plan; everything else in here is fine. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee Courity Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Ok. Ok, now what I would like to do it start the Public Hearing portion of this. Because we 
haven't even got there yet. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 11 01 Beach St., Flint, MI 
I fl 

I thought this was the Public Hearing. 

"I, 
Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
This is just the discussion. 



Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, I I01 Beach St., Flint, MI ----- 
Well, I will have to repeat my comments then for the record. 

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, DirectorICoordinator of the, Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission 
We have now done roman numeral number 3, Brief explanation. Now we have an opportunity 
for comments. 

CommissionerFred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners,, I 1  01 Beach St., Flint-MI 
But he asked for questions. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
I did. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, Countv Board of Commissioners, I101 Beach St., Flint, @I 
In the yellow up there be ready because I will have to ask these same questiorls and everything 
all over again. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
But understand Fred, the Plan only mentions the ability io issue, it addresses no fees there at 

. - -. all, so your comments about what the costs are going to be to do anything really have no 
bearing on it, because all it says is that the County Board should they choose ... that is all that it 
says. This does not require fees to be issued what it does is it allows fees to be issued. ( -  
Stephanie Glvsson, Republic Services of Michigan, Inc., P 0 Box 68, Wayne, MI 
i don't see where it says that. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Under Financial Capabilities page 65. 

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, Inc., P O&x 68, Wayne, MI 
That is where we are at. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
OK. The last sentence, the private waste industry will providefinancial assistance for the Plan 
implementation, monitoring, education programs, recycling program through user fees, those 
fee are established by the County Board, not by this Plan. 

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, Inc., P 0 Box 68, Wawe, MI 
This is the section that I find is ambiguous. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
How is that ambiguous? 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, M I  
What you just said where is that at here? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission b- 

It is the last sentence under D, Financial Capabilities. The County Board has ttie ability to do 
what they wish. This Plan doesn't have to say they have the ability or requires it. The Plan can 
not require the Board to do anything. What this does is allows fees to be exercised should the 



County Board wish to do it, it doesn't need to say that, the County Board has the ability to do 
that regardless, to establish fees or to not establish fees, you know that. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz,-County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Fiint, MI 
I know that.. 

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road, Flint, MI -- 
I think 1 could run and manage what you are talking about without having to charge those fees. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee Courity Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Do it. 

Chapin W. Cook, .AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee Cout~fSL Metropolitan Planning 
Commission --- 
So, the real reason we are here today is for questions just like that, please feel free to make 
those comments. 

Tom Goergen, Assistant Directorof the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
What I need you to do it talk into the microphorie Please say your name, spell your last name 
for us, for the record, arid your address if you represent a firm, identify that, and it will go onto 
the record. - - - 

(T Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, lnc., P 0 Box 68, Wayne, MI 
My name is Stephanie Glysson. I represent Republic Waste Services of Michigan. I am the 
owner/operator of the Brent Run landfill in Montrose Township. My address is P.O. Box 68 
Wayne, Michigan, 48184. 1 would like to start out on page 5, under objective 5a, please explain 
"evaluate multi-county aspects for solid waste management." What do you hope to achieve with 
that and how do you plan on implementing that. You make reference on page 7 to the reporting 
system for waste generated and recycled in the County, in other areas of the Plan you make 
reference to a database being developed. I am curious as to how this database would be 
achieved whereas, as a hauler for Genesee County, our commercial accounts are proprietary 
information and I am not interested in sharing that informatiori with the public. A database was 
generated as to how much waste was being collected, where, what volumes, what frequency, 
that is proprietary information. If we could provide that information in a means or forrri that 
would not be subject to a foyer request, but being a governmental agency everything is foyered. 
I have some very grave concerns with that On page 13, Facility description for Brent Run. 
Under private owner could you please change that to Republic Services of Michigan, Inc? On 
page 20, under Facility descriptions, under a transfer station for the City of Flint, you have 
referenced Venice Park, Lennon, Michigan, as the final resting place for that trash, that is 
entirely up to you if you want to include that or not, biit my understanding is that the City is 
currently going out for bid on their disposal contract. On page 43, Facility Description, could you 
please change the Private Owner description from Brent Run, Inc? To Republic Services of 
Michigan, Inc. On page 49, first bullet at the bottom of the page "form a partnership between 
the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission, local units of government and the 
private waste industry." We applaud your efforts on that. The plan is very well written. I have a 
problem with this little thing called a fee structure here. It is listed on page 65 that the 'private 

c waste industry will provide financial assistance", that statement in and by itself is ambiguous. I 
am concerned that by putting this ambiguous statement into a Plan such as this which leaves it 
wide open. You had made reference earlier to putting those fees on the haulers and transfer 
stations, and even with that little wrinkle in there you might actually be double dipping. Because 
if the hauler delivers it to the transfer station, so in retrospect it should be to the first point I had 



some concern there. The reporting process in the State of Michigan requires us only to identify 
the point of origin, which identifies the county, state out of country. How are you going to collect 
from the haulers. All the Haulers have to do is say what County. He says Genesee County. 
But he can go out of Genesee and collect multiple more volume in Saginaw County and come in 
and say it is Saginaw County. There has to be a means of checks and balances with this fee 
structure. I arn not in favor of the fee structure. This is taxation. These fees will be passed on 
to the generators. The other question I have about these fees is this only for municipal solid 
waste, does this include industrial waste. One more point, just as a word of caution, I am not 
sure that I want this one on the record. 

Daniel Harrett, General Mot~Manufactur&g,_G2238 W. Bristol Road, Flint, MI --- 
I have some clarification on the identifying the contributors to the volume of the solid waste in 
the county, just on the record, to complete your listing on page 9. The listing on the bottom of 
page 9, under the industrial categories, listing the current General Motors and Delphi facilities in 
the city or in the county. The 2nd arid Sd entities are Delphi Automotive and Delphi Automotive 
West there is no longer any corporate connection with General Motors to them. Also I see 
missing on the listing of industrial facilities is for the Grand Blanc Metal Center, that is again a 
separate entity. They do not immediately have to handle volumes of industrial waste or 
municipal trash that is disposed of in the County but that information is available. Simply to 
complete-your database. That is all I have ... 

CommissionerFred Shaltz, County Board of commissioners, m1 Beach St., F l i n td l  
Do I have to go back and repeat every question? It was at last half an hour. Did you hear me 
back there? 

Ms. Lavengood 
Yes. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI  
Did you? 

Tom Goergen, Assistant mector of the Geriesee County Metropolitan P m n i n ~  Commission -- 
No you can't talk again. We got everything. We will make sure that comments are included. If 
there are no other questions for the record, we are going to keep this Public Hearing open until 
7:30 p.m., Thank you very much for coming. 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, Courity Boardof Commissioners, I 101 Beach St., Elint, MI 
Thanks Tom, you did a good job. 
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August 16,2000 

M E M O R A N D U M  

TO: John Gleason, Chairperson 
Community and Econ~mic Development Committee 

FROM: Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Comrnission 

SUBJECT: Solid Waste Management Plan Update Approval Process 
-- - 

I have summarized below the steps for submitting the proposed Solid Waste Management Plan 
Update for approval, as provided by statute and administrative rules. 

The Designated Planning Agency (GCMPC) prepares a proposed plan with assistance of 
the Solid Waste Management Planning Committee (PC). 

The GCMPC submits a copy of proposed plan for review to: 
* The Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) 
* Each municipality within the county 
* Adjacent counties and municipaiities that may be affected or that have requested the 

opportunity to review the plan 
* The designated regional solid waste rnanagement planning agency (GLS Region V) 

'The public review period shall be not less than three months. Comments of a reviewing 
person or agency shall be submitted with the proposed plan to the County Board of 
Commissioners. 

The GCMPC must publish a notice at the time the plan is submitted for review of the 
availability of the plan for inspection or copying by an interested person. 

The GCMPC must conduct a pubiic hearing before formal adoption by the Ccjunty; publish a 
notice not less than 30 days before the hearing in a major newspaper in the county; indicate 
location where copies of the plan are available for public inspection and indicate the time 
and place of public hearing. 

C-55 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION 



If necessary, the GCMPC shall revise the plan based on comments made at the public 
hearing and shall then submit the plan back to the Solid Waste Management Planning 
Committee. 

After approval by the majority of the Solid Waste Management Planning Committee, and 
within 30 days of closing of the public comment period, the plan shall be submitted for formal 
action to the County Board of Commissioners. 

If the County Board of Commissiorlers approves the proposed plan as submitted, it is then 
submitted to each rrlunicipality in the county for approval. 

If the Board of Commissioners does not approve the plan, it shall be returned to the Solid 
Waste Management Planning Committee with the statement of objections to the plan. The 
Solid Waste Management Planning Committee shall have 30 days to review tile objections 
and return the plan to the County Board of Commissioners along with its recommendations. 
The County Board of Commissioners shall approve the plan, either as submitted or with 
changes, and then shall submit the plan to all municipalities within the county. 

After 67% of the municipalities have approved the plan, the plan is submitted to the DEQ for 
its approval. The DEQ has 6 months to approve or disapprove the plan 

(., k:\wastemgt\approval process 



PLANNING COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT PROCEDURE 

The Planning Committee appointment procedure is as follows: 

1. Public Advertisement 
2. Letters to the solid waste industry 
3. Letters to environmental interest groups 
4. Letters to the local unit associations 

Affer the noted procedure has been completed, proposed names for representation from each 
segment of the committee is submitted to the Genesee County Board of Commissioners. The 
staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Committee ensured that each proposed 
name submitted is eligible to serve on the Solid Waste Management Planning Committee. 

The Genesee County Board of Commissioners made the final determination of who was 
selected to serve on the committee. 



Planning Committee 

Committee member names and the company, group, or governmental entity represented from 
throughout the County are listed below: 

Four representatives of the solid waste management industry: 

1. Robert S Thornton, Citizens Disposal 
2. Terry Cooney, Waste Management Company 
3. Jim Webber, Great Lakes Waste Services 
4. Hans Kuhlmann, City of Flint 

Orie representative from an industrial waste generator: 

1. Dan t-larrett, GM -. Flint Metal Fabricating 

Two representatives from environmental interest groups from organizations that are active 
within the County: 

-- - 
1 Hal Keim, Genesee County Area Recycling Coalition 
2. Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Inc. 

< One representative from County government. All government representatives shall be elected 
- officials or a designee of an elected official. 

1 .. Commissioner Floyd Clack 

One representative from a township government: 

I James Jacques, Richfield Township 

One representative frorn a city government: 

I. Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose 

One representative from the regional solid waste planning agency: 

7 .  Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V 

Three (3) representatives from the general public who reside within the County: 

1. Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative 
2.. Mark Stephens, Citizen Representative (Resigned) 
3. Gregory A. Reed, Citizen Representative (Resigned) 



APPENDIX 



PLAN IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY 

The following discusses how the County intends to implement the plan and provides 
documentation of acceptance of responsibilities from all entities that will be performing a role in 
the Plan. 

Solid Waste Management Components 

Act 451 requires that the county solid waste management plans address how selected technical 
alternatives will be put into action through implementation. The solid waste management 
committee will review and make comment on the selected technical alternative. The solid waste 
management planning committee will be responsible for the functioning of the implementation 
plan and seeking the necessary funding to implement the plan. The solid waste planning 
committee will solicit the input of all available resource groups in the area. This shall include, 
environmental groups, landfill operators,-recycling groups, University of Michigan - Flint, 
Michigan State University Extension Office, County Health Department, Industry and the 
Department of Environmental Quality. 

Goals for Implementation ---- 

The Solid Waste Committee has established a series of short-term goals and long-term goals 
for a solid waste management implementation program. The process for a particular program 
will be developed through a series of meetings involving all interested parties. The goals are 
intended to steer the committee in the right direction that the committee intends to pursue. The 
goals will require an annual report by the solid waste management commitee. The following 
goals are outlined as minimum activities for this committee: 

solid waste management programs -- -- 
Evaluate and assist the efforts of Local municipalities 
alternatives to land fillina solid waste I--- 

Construction Permits 

Maintain education programs throughout Genesee County ------ 
Promote home composting ------ 7- 

Promote waste reduction and resource conservation efforts .--- 
Maintain aprogram of monitoring the efforts of the private sector on 
recycling, composting and other alternatives ---- to landfilling 
l on it or importing waste from other counties 
Ensure that the designee is monitoringeachpartof-'iheeducation-a--m- 
comoonent 

This plan provides that the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission shall have the 
responsibility to oversee the plan. An applicant should refer to the siting criteria section of the 

Annually - 
.. Annually 
Annually --- 
Annually 

----- 
2000 - 2005 

2005 



Solid Waste Management Plan, when constructing a new landfill, Material Recycling Facility or 
transfer station. 

Education ----- 

Currently there is a movement to limit the amount of solid waste generated in Genesee County. 
Limiting the amount of waste will be achieved through various types of recycling programs (i.e., 
recycling, composting, source reduction, and reuse). The amount of waste going into the 
landfills, will be achieved through a well thought out education plan. Public awareness of solid 
waste management practices will be an essential part of this plan. The Genesee County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission will carry out educational programs throughout Genesee 
County. The programs will target the school system, homeowners, renters, business owners, 
and industry on the importance of waste reduction. It must be recognized that the facilitation of 
these programs must be undertaken by the public or private agencies capable of financing the 
program. In the public sector, this means that the local municipalities both singularly or in 
combination must develop and finance these alternative management programs. 

The Solid Waste Management lmplementation Committee 

The Solid Waste Management lmplementation Committee was-formed in an effort to coordinate 1- 

the implementation of the Genesee County-Solid Waste Management Plan. The Solid Waste 
Management Planning Committee also functions as the primary committee for discussing and 
arranging for the implementation of the plan. The committee is to function throughout a five 
year planning update. The committee represents persons from the private and public sector as f, 

well as citizens and environmental interest that reside in Genesee County. 

Implementatior! - 

Elements of solid waste management and the agency or responsible agency is denoted in the 
following paragraphs and the ensuing chart the goals and the objectives. 

A. Ongoing Planning, Coordination and lmplementation 

The process of planning, coordination and implementation for Genesee County is an 
ongoing annual process. The Genesee County Board of Commissioners has designated 
the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission the responsibility for 
the implementation of the plan. 

Coordination and cooperation among the thirty one (31) municipalities in Genesee 
County as well as among the private sector will be an element for implementation of a 
successful plan. 

B. Collection and Transportation of Solid Waste 

The implementation for this aspect of solid waste management has changed very little in 
the past five (5) years. For commercial and industrial operations, waste collection and 
transportation to disposal sites will continue by private haulers, thus far private haulers 
are doing an efficient job. The City of Flint will continue to collect and transport their 
solid waste to the point of disposal. The private haulers currently provide collection and 
disposal services to municipalities by contracts. The private sector will continue to 
provide these services economically and efficiently during the five (5) year Plan Update. 



C. Construction, Operation & Maintenance of Solid Waste Facilities, Transfer Facilities and 
Recycling Facilities 

Under the direction of Act 451 and the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan, 
Genesee County will continue to operate during the next five (5) years with solid waste 
disposal at privately operated sanitary landfills. The construction, operation and 
maintenance of solid waste facilities, including transfer stations and recycling facilities 
will also rest with the private sector. While composting, reuse, source reduction, 
recycling efforts and education efforts will rest with the designated planning agency. 

D. Financial Capabilities 

The municipalities, commercial enterprises and industrial customers have the financial 
capability to negotiate contracts with private haulers for the collection, transportation and 
disposal of solid waste. The private sector will continue to provide solid waste services 
for Genesee County. The private waste industry will provide financial assistance for plan 
implementation, monitoring, educational programs and recycling programs through user 
fees. -- - 

E. Enforcement 
7 

I Existing enforcement and licensing of the solid waste facilities including transfer stations 
and recycling centers will- be The Department of Environmental Quality in concurrence 
with the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan. All facilities shall be 
corlstructed in compliance with act 451. This procedure should continue through the 
five-year update. In the event that the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission is notified of an alleged violation of the plan, it shall immediately report the 
same to the Department of Environmental Quality. The Genesee County Metropolitan 
Planning Commission and the Genesee County Solid Waste Implementation Committee 
will ensure that the utilization of the plan is in compliance with act 451. 

Educational and Informational Programs 

It is often necessary to provide educational and informational programs regarding the various 
components of a solid waste management system before and during its impiementation. These 
programs are offered to avoid any miscommunication, which may result in improper handling of 
solid waste and to provide assistance to the various entities, whichparticipate in such programs 
as waste reduction and waste recovery. Following is a listing of the programs offered or 
proposed within this County. 



/ EX, DPA 1 
W_ sfk-6) LS, DPA 

------- 
w 
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ot = guide book 
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ldentified by I = recycling; 2 = composting; 3 = household waste; 4 = resource conservation; 5 = volume 
.. reduction; 6 = other which is explained. 

2 ldentified by w = workshop; r = radio; t = television; n = newspaper; o= organizational newsletters; f = 
flyers, e = exhibits and locations listed; and ot = other which is explained. 

3 ldentified by p = general public; b = business; I= industry; s= students with grade levels listed. In addition 
if the program is limited to a geographic area, then that county, city, village, etc. is listed. 

4 ldentified by EX = MSU Extension; EG = Environmental Group (Identify Name); 00 = Private 
Owner/Operator (Identify Name); HD = Health Department (Identify Name); DPA = Designated Planning 
Agency; Cu = College1 University (identify Name); LS = Local School (identify Name); ISD = Intermediate 
School District (Identify Name); 0 = Other which is explained.. 

Additional efforts and the above information for those efforts are listed in Appendix E. 



RESOLUTIONS 

The following are resolutions from County Board of Commissioners approving municipality's 
request to be included in an adjacent County's Plan.. 



TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE GENESEE 
f 

COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE COUNTY, MICt-IIGAN 

LADY AND GENTLEMEN: 

BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board of Commissioners of Genesee 

County, Michigan, hereby approves the document captioned Genesee County 

Solid Waste Management Plan Draft 2000-2005 (a copy of which is being piaced 

on file with the official records of today's [December 19, 20001 meeting of this 

Board) .. 

'\ 

"COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 
- 

*Consideration by Committee to be Waived 

Revised 
12-1 9-00 



RESOLUTION 2001 -01 

A RESO1,UTION BY THE TOWNSHIP B O W  C)F ARGENTINE TOWNSIlIP 
APPKOVIN(5 THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources aid 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 45 1, as amended (NREPA), Part 1 15, Solid 
Waste management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid %Taste Management 
Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planxlixlg Comnission; and 

WEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste Management 
Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Cornnittee and the Genesee 
County Board of Comissioners; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opporhurity to review the Plan 
and have detexrnined f hat the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOI,VED, by this Board of the Townslip of 
Argentine, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Genesee County Solid 

-. - Waste Management Plan is ail acceptable Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby 
approved.. , 

I 
PASSE11 AND APPROVED this 3ot" day of April, 2001 by the Argentine Township 

Board of Genesee County, Michigan. 

4 Adopted: .--.---- Yeas Nays 
,- .- -. .. ---. - .- - 

STATE OF MICHIGAN ) 
) SS: 

GENESEE COLJNTY 1 

1, the undersigned, the duly qualified and acting Clerk of the Township of 
Argentine hereby certifies that the foregoing is a tlue and cozlplete copy of the 
Resolution adopted by the Board of the Township of Argeritkle zt a Regu1a.r meeting held 
on the 3oth day of April, 2001, A.D. 

Township of Argentine 



A RESOL-UTION BY THE ELECTED -----------. .--- 
TOWNSHIP OF ATLAS 

COUNCIL OF THE 
APPROViNG THE GENESEE COUNTY 

SK~DWAST~ANAGEM E NT PEN. 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission; 
and 

-- 

WHEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste -. 

k' Management Plan has  been approved by the Solid Waste Management Con~mittee and 1, 

the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the 
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

WOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the 
- TOWNSHIP OE-ATLAS --..I of the County of Genesee,  Michigan, 
that the proposed Genesee  County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable 
Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 21 day of MBY -----.I 2001 by the 
ELECTED ------ Council of the TOWNSHIP OF ATLAS, GOODRICK Michigan, 

- . - - . - - - - . . - I  

CLERK Title: , ----- .- 

K:\WAS'TEMGT\Sample Resolution Document doc 



CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF CLAYTON 
1: 201 1 MORRISH ROAD * SWARTZ CREEK, MI 48473 PHONE 1-810-635-4433 @ FAX 635-4526 

ROI 
1 

IERICK J SHUMAKER, Supervisor , 

SALLY A. LIJRVEY, Clerk % + 
PENNY I.. MESSER, Treasurer .< qq 

', .; ., ; 

JOHN SAYER, Trustee 
K. MICHAEL HARVEY, Trustee 

GLENN W HUFFMAN, Trustee 
ROGER 1 MEIER, Trustee 

RESOLUTION NO. 01-0614-01 .. v.i:, .;I;:: .; :,.. ..: :! .. : . . 

UpROVmG THE GENESEE QmTI7 SOLID \VASTE m T q A ~ ~ ~ ~ T P & & ~ : < : . :  .."=:. 

A RESOLUTION BY THE BOARD OF TRIJSTEES OF THE CXARTER TOWNSHIP 
OF CLAYTON APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOIL11 WASTE 
MANAGEMENT P'L;AN. 

- - 
WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pusuant to the Natural Resources and 

- 
- 

I: Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 45 1, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Piamling Commission; and 

WHEREAS, the propose update of the Genesee County Solid Waste Management 
Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee 
County Board of Comnissioners; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the 
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

NOW, THFJREFORE, RE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Trustees of Charter 
Townshp of Ciayton, of the Coxnty of Genesee, Micligxt~, that the proposed Genesee 
County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Plan to replace the c m n t  Plan, 
and is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 14& day of June, 2001 by the Clayton Charter 
Township Board of Trustees of the County of Genesee, Michigan. 

Signed: .7 

Title: 



A RESOLUTION BY THE DAVISON TOWNSHIP BOARD 4 F i ~ p ~ ~ ~ 8 ' ~  i 

TFIE GENESEE COUNTY SOLJD w ASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. 7aijj 

PLA!~,, T~~~~ 
WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant ti, tl~e;!@~&$J 

Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amendeti 
(NIWA), Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its ~d&istrative Rules 
by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the staff of the Genesee 
County Metropolitan Planning Commission; and 

WHEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee C2ounty Solid Waste 
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the Genesee County Board of Comrnissio~ers; and 

. - - 
WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to 

review the Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; ( 

NOW, '~kBREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the 
Township of Davison, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the 
proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable 
IDlm to replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 9" day of April, 2001 by the Davison 
Township Board of the County of Genesee, Michigan. 



CHARTER 'H'OWNSHEP OF FENTON 
RJ3SOLUTHON NO. 2001-07 

A resolution by the Charier Township of Fenton Board of Trustees approviq the 
Gerfesee County ,Yolid Waste hhznagement Plan 

WHEREAS, the Genesee Courlty Solid Waste Managernerlt Plan ("Plan") was 
prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 
451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative 
Rules by the Solid Waste Management Conxnittee and the staff of the Genesee County 
Metropolitar~ Planning Cormr1issiony and 

WHEmAS, the proposed update of the Plan has bee11 approved by the Solid 
Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Board of C:ommissioners, and 

WIFEREAS, tlle members of the Ckarter Townsllip of Fenton Board of Trustees 
have had an opportunity to review the Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is 
acceptable; 

THENFORE BE IT RESOI,VED, by the Board of Tn~stees of the Charter 
Township of' Fenton, Couxlty of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Ggnesee County 

(' Solid Waste Management Plan is m acceptable Plan to replace the current Plm, aria is 
L hereby approved. 

Motion to adopt Resolutio11 No. 2001-07 as presented. 
Motion by: Mueller 
Seconded: Krug 
Ayes: Gabrielson, Mueller, Garfield, Krug, Matl-lis, McKenna, Rowe 
Nays : None 

Motion carried. Resolution declared adopted. 

STATE OF MICHIGAN ) 
) SS: 

COUNTY OF GENESEE ) 

I, tlie undersigned, the duly qualified Deputy Clerk of the Charter Township of 
Fenton, Genesee County, Michigan, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and 
complete copy of a Resolution adopted by the Charter Township of Fenton Board of' 
Trustees at a regular meeting held on the 2nd day of April 2001, the original of which is 
on file in the office of the Township Clerk. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto affixed my official signature this 31d 

c- day of April 2001. 

-- 

Thomas Broecker, Deputy Clerk 





fXARTER TOWP3SHP OP FZ,U8EBNG 
6524 N. SEYMOIJR ROAD 

EtJXGaAR B O m  MEETIONG 
DATE: APRIL 26, UIOB TIME: 7:OO P.M. 

PHONE: 810-659-0BW FAX SZO-659-4212 
WEB PAGE; hQtp:/I~.gfn.ar~~1]~8~8/main.bhn 

ADM@JXS'fi'T&kTION lWMBERS TRUSTRCES 
SUPE.RVISOR: Audrew Trotogot Ronald R Flowem 
C1;ERK: Julia A. Morford Ann L. F o l d 8 8  
TREASURER: Cad G. Litpmann MichaeI S. Cm&er 

Ida M. Rtcd 
TOWMSHB? ATTORNEY: 
Steven Moulton of Bellairs, Deau, CooIey, 

Silcr, Moulton & Smith 

MEMBERS PRESEFVT; Flowers. Fotcaak~s, Chdnr, Iiepznann, MorfonZ, Eleed, Trotogot 
and Attorney Moulton 
~~ ABSENE Nonc 
OTHERS RRESm: Dave Gibbs, Ted Breidenstein, Joan Pajtas, Frank Kiacz, J o b  O'Brien 
ofthe Genesee C o w  Water and Wastt Selrvicts, Qc~csee County DK& Codsalorter Jeff 
W~ight, Bill Weissert, Dave and Senia Rowe, and Hexitage N e w e x  Repartar Rene' 
Rosenmtz - - - 

~ R V T S O R  TROTOGQT ~pcncd the Boad Mwtbg at 7:00 p.m. with roll call followed by 
the Pledge to lhe FIag. 

APPROVAL 41F AGENDA: POTENWS MOVED, swonded by Flowers to adopt the 
Agwids. MOTION CtUtNED. 

APPROVAL OF MXNUTES 08 MARCH t3,ZWl: LIEPMAMV M Q W ' I  seoonded by 
Fcvttsakcs to approve the mj,utcs of M a d  8,2001. k d n e n  would tike to have a oorrcction 
made: pmagr~ph 3, "published in the Hrritago Newspaper. .Flmbhg Natuxc Park" 
changed b "published in the Herifage Newspaper conceEning Cable FI& Fees; $& 
patagcaph 7, last line, "That figure represented.. ,of those affected'' should be &let&. 
MOTION&-. 

APPIQOVAI, OB MIIWJTES OF WCX 22, ZWI: @'LOWERS MOVED, se~onded by 
Liepmam Zo approve thc minutcs of Mawh 22,2001. MOTION C m .  

APPROVAL OR BILLS: F0TE:NAKYB MOVED, secondcd by Licpmaon lo pay tke bills as 
listed. The credit: card b i  will be paid as sown as we receive them, %e car& have a2ready 
been amm,v& the Baard is being Mormed of ~e amount. 
ROLL CAPaIA VOTE 
AYES: Fotdes ,  M e r ,  Liepmann, Morford, Reed, Txotogctt and Flowers 
NAB:  0 MOTION CARRIED. 

UlWTNISWD BUSEWCSG: 
SECOND Rh:ADING FOR OB33R SPACE 0;RDXNANOE. Flowers stntedthatthe Ordinance 
has had the Second Reading, FILOWE1Rs MOVED, seconded by Liqmam fhat the Sccond 
Raiding oftbe C p m  Space Oxdiamct has taken place. MOTION CARRTEII. 



IWI'EMAKES recently pwhmed a Flushing City Zoning Ordinancc dkmtory, wbich would be 
p a t  hr Flmhhg Township. h c o w  all the inhmafion that land developers, realtors, or 
anyone that bas mything to do witb Imd development to be able to have &I a quiokrefuatcc. 
The C M n a ~ c e  Book, which the Township neb, costs $30 The directory, which Fotu~I~ea 
purchased, was $3.00 0 t h ~  townsbjps use a similar book and have had great su0of:~s. 

-.- EXCOR OF MPGfIIGlhPd, IN(=. E:ONTRAg=T: 
LIFPMANN explained that Excor of Michigan, Inc., was b d  six or seven years ago to instdl 
the waSv liue ou. C!1dwatcr Road and D e h 3  Road. The Gompany quite f i v ~  or six y r x s  app 
with tk project being 95% completed; the company stilt hid appmxhately $45,000 owed to 
them. The bonding company notified Licpmam that Exax had not paid for their pipe or any 
otbor materials and they wanled the $45,000. As it turns out, the boding company was the same 
company that had r&ed to pay ths Towuship for the project on Pierson Road, Earn years befora 
the Cddwster h a d  pmje~t There was no w~o$pondence wtil six months ago when the 
Tow~M6p wccivcd a letter fiom the law fixm of flarb. A h r  &. Crafton, PLLC rcpwsting tht 
mvncy. Attorney Moulton explained thsl the bwdiag company for Excor of Michigan, kc. had 
to, not only pay out fm Flushing TomMp's contracts but sevzrd orjhm. After consulting with 
Liepmann, the insusanoc campmy will accept %40,251.64 and thts Township &om any 
other liabilities in regmh to any projects that Exoor ofMichigan, lac. unde~took 'I%& nmttc~ 
was prarviously approved by the Board of Trustees out ofthe wator linc assessment diict .  
When the Release is received, fht Towship wiU zdcwc a check for $4640,251.64. 

NEW BUSINESS: 
4:EmSEE COUNTY DRAIN COMMfSSIONER JEFF WaXGER? Water and Seweg 
.CoaMcfs: Twa w d a  ago, the Gencscc County Wahx snd Waste Advisory Boarb, the 1- 
Communities as a Whole, BaVe an approval afnew contracts. The oontraot f'or the past thirty 
(30) years haa sewed the community very we21; the contracts and hding arc ruining oui, The 
biggest change ftom the former contFact to the new contract is the fimdiog. Udcr the h e r  
coiltract, each local cornunity would determine what lhey felt they needed in sewer capacity for 
ther next 20 to 30 yem. Eaoh oomuaity paid a prioe for thbse units and most are gone. 'Ehe 
new omtmct wiU be %dcd fhmugh user fees and a wpital impvemwt fee, whkh will be 
II?vicd againet dl people that use the system, especially the developor& This fee is $1,000 fix the 
sewer system and $1,000 fm t%lc water system, The m e y  would only go to pay off tire debt of 
bad@ the new systems. The sewer syst~ms would last appmxbddy the next 25 to 30 years 
at no Iws than $60 to $65 million dollars with improvements to the ARTP Plm Monmsc Plant, 
and the Northeast Relief Sewer, tho Westemblief Sewer. Tha water contract will have 
expmditmes of $33 million over the next s e v d  years in Gmcsoe County aud mom beyond that 
period of time. 

-SC C~ZIIWX~ is the Jocd communities. Ia the past thc di&re& entities were m p s i b l e  
fir coming up with the bond service. That wodd be takep owr by C5mesae County through h 
Full Faith and Credit and the I)rain Commission will pay the d e b  The hain Cods ioncr  
would also be responsible for maktig slur; the entities have the capacity in the ink~wptor swwer 
system fiw futurt use.. Lad commwitics wodd still be ~ ~ s p o ~ i b I e  for gdting &wnt or to 
ac08pt Water through the'= own sy- but the Drain commission wodd pm in supply lines and 
water end &~sicm h e s  for the sewer system on a County-wide basiP. 

The  contract^, have been reviewed by Miller Canfield, Mear W~rner, and many local attorneys 
including Attorney Steve Moulton. 

a- 

JOEIN 01BRlEM9 ASSISTANT D'WECTBR OF WATER ANX, WASTE DMSIOM: 
The minor changes that ate occurring: Sdm 2, latcxceptot Sewer and Agrtcment Contract, the 
c d t i u  will pledge a d  give $rants excckp fg fhcir public right-of-way easeme& fc~r 
txmmction of sanitary sewers. A second word of "its" is sdded to the conaract to re- the 
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bwnships or villages and cities they would only draft on those ~asemctlts fhcy have wnml over. 
The t o d p  does not have the right to grmt private easemm. 
A seoond &nae: Wath tbc ncw system of fkmnoing, the Drain Commhsiaa convetaxl from unit 
capacity to 8chw.l flow capacity, PararmmahR, the statement of 42 million gdhm of sanitary 
sewage per day, it would iacIude 190 thousand units of capacw, tbtbe men$ system h 97 
t h o d  dts of capacity. Pmagmph 13, t a k  abour q a o i r y  that is  m e t 3  by a wup of 
commnnities (Coopemtive Community), there will be some wmmuoiries that choose not tg enter 
lha Agreement. Thase communities will be hona~td the p&ow apcmu1b in t te  capacity 
they are cutredtiy on. 

An example, whioh lXain Commissioner Wrighr eve: if'Mt.Rowc (a devclopw) was 
aomtruoting a 60-unit subdivbion, or a 6 0 . ~ ~ 3  fiicililty of any sort, the tag.in L e e  or oapW 
imp~)m~?ilt  wadd bc $60,000 for sewuz. The same applies far thc wsttr. 

The "new" customers will be payiug a larger share of Ulc casts an the misting wstomea brtsc. 
Whthcr an individuaI is on the old anew sptm, the rate will be the same.. 

Q'BRZEN e ~ ~ d  the Conusar is addug the Tmhip9 to piedge its mem-p iu tlte 
syetern fbr the H b  of &e bond. Pmcn the D d n  Commission ecUs the bond, it needs the 
guanmtee customer base to guarantee the bond. Ifanoher towhip deaides to come in at a Latch 
d&, it would pay a hctor Fate of 1.5 to get into ffie conrmct 'lbs & d y e  date is May 1,20411, 

OVRSEW also mentioned that a Committoe within tbe Water and Waste Advisory would advise 
as to what were accsptabIre levels of inflow d ia8Itration into the sewcr system. Once thstt is 
set, there will be potential fees for those communities that cxcccd that flow. 

WRKGEIT said that any new development which oomea in for request fot approval, tho local un3 
of government and/or the developer will havo to ehciw the Bmk Cammissiones's office that thc 
sewer sysbem has the physical capacity to handle that sewer. Ncw ecwcr ordiuauees are going ta 
bt proposed in fhe ffiturc 

LIEBMXW IWBVED. acconbed by Flowem that the S W ~ I  and Ciork be empowed to 
sign the ~ o n t r a ~ t s  with the Drain Commissioner fbr the Northeast Relief Sewer and the Westcrn 
Relief Sewer a ~ d  the Southern hop,  the Narrhem Loop and the &mesee County Wator 
Trammisaion Agreement when reoeived from the Commissionor wiih the changc~ as pms& 
tonight 
ROLL CALLvom 
AYES; Gardmr, Liepmann, MorfonI, Reed, Flowers, and F o t d c s ,  
NAYS: Tkcvtogot MOTION tm. 

O'BRlb:M would liko a copy of the Resolution. 

EDMlVG OF BRIAN PAIR- AS CODE ENWRCJIR: 
TROTOGUT requested approvd fur the hiring of Brian Fairchild as the Towmihip's new Code 
Enforcer, as of April 2.2001, replacing Eric Gwaoson, due to Swamson btirrg appointed to thc 
Zoning Boafd of Appcds and Planning Commirsion. Uepmann stated that becaw the position 
already existed, Board qproml would not be nece:essary but the Board should be edvised. 
Tmtogot said everyme in the Flushing Police D e p m t  had been askat ifthcy wanted the 
position. Fotenakcs and t3~dne.r felt there should haw: been a posting for ffie position, Since 
the have bttn w many c h g c s  in thc past years, it was feXt by the Board of Trustees that a 
r&ew of the Procsdur d b u a l  w d d  be in orhr. Gardner had some questions regarding the 
wfiges of the Cade Enibrcer. GAXKDmR MOVED, sswonded by Fbtcn&5 that cfbtive 
immediately, Ehc Board of Trustees post a ''&Ip Wmted" Position for a Cock Enforwment 
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Offiocr and until a t  position is filled proply according to the g u i d e k ,  thst Bnlan FaircMd 
ahauld sot bc thc Cdt Enfom. DEFEaWJ. 

g#OTOQ=DT MOVED, seconded by Liegmann to approve the hiriag ofBBrian Fairchild as our 
part-time Codc Enforccmcnt Officer as of April 26,2001. MOTION C m  

---- FLOWERB requestad that the next postings for anyone, for any qlacoment cmployccs, we 
eithw: Ehenge our mmuaI or come back to thc Board with the changcs in ow Persmel Policy 
bCfPr~ wc do anything she. Andy stated thls would be done. 

SHIRTS IFOR QFFJCE PERSOIWEL: 
TROTOGW felt that ncvv personnel should have FAu8hg Township shim. Originelly, in the 
pmviow Board of Trustees, e w o n e  received one Golf shirt and one swwsbia. GARDNER 
MOVED, seconded by Liepmsnn that from the said date, &the 71owmb.i~ docs not purchase any 
article of doWg for T m p  employees acept kbr #me, wbich are n e c e s q  for Ihe 
pe&vmanoo of th& duties. 
ROU CALI, VOTE: 
AYES: Morfomt, Fotenakes, Gardner 
NAYS: Licpmann, Rccd, Flowers, Trotogot MOTION DEl%ATE3). 

REED MOVED, seconded by Fotenalres that in the firturr, ifthc subject comes up to pmhasc 
my clodting for my of tba employees, it is brought to the Board &st hr diecwsicra MOTION 
c m .  

NIirW TABLES FOR 'IT@ HALL: 
MQRl?ORD requested pmission to ptrchmdwo 30' x 72' obfong tables and one 60" round 
table for use in ths Hall, and a magazine rack for the foyer entrance ro the Tournship Building. A 
memorandum was written to dl the Board numbers stating prices k n a  Viking PTdwtii, Staplts 
Prvdu~ts, and Qffice Miur. FOTENAKES MOVED, secouded by Reed, that Morfbrxl would 
decide which price is beat and be able to obtain the merchandise for the Tomhip Hall 
RWCALLVOTE: - 
AYES: Mo~fmd, Reed, Flowers, Fotenakes, (3ardner. Liepmann, and [Trotogot had to leave the 
room) 
NAYS: o MOTEON c m n  

APPROVAL OF S O W  WASTE MANAGEMENT PEANI. 
UEPMANN said the copy of the Solid Waste Management Plan had becn available in the 
Offiw f i r  review. The Township had to approve the P h  fm the period of 2001-2006. 
FOTENAKES MOVED, seconded by Reed that we approve the Solid Waste Managemens Plm. 
MOTION C m .  

R W  AB;RF,3MENX 
TROTOGOT i n f o n d  the Boaxd that the Ganesee County Road Commission would be 
replacing a c0rrode.d bridge wbich goes under McKinley Road; it is Wing apart. Thc Township's 
cost would bc $30,000, which would wmt out of ihe Road Budget. 

OLDIES KESWAL RARADEt . 
GARDNER W i e d  the Board that Flushing would be having their OMies Rmde on 
Wedueday, June 6,2001. Ckdner would have a float in the parade with bannas informiag the 

.- publia about the meeting dates, eto of the Township. Be would Sike to bave volunteer 
participation. 
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rnA;ULEE m m w m :  
G.DNb:R m d  that he had received new izlfom~tio~ mgarding h c h i s c  faes. The 
Townsbip is dlowed to charge h c h i s c  fees but after reading the Headlee Amendment (Section 
3 1) he %it that it w u l d  not be under the iaw that the Township charge fkencbiso fcm. 'hc 
A m c n U  was passed Novmbsr T7, 1976. Gwcintx ftlt that tht &at of this law wes to limit 
the mount of that are charged Gilzdnor Mt that the cable franEhise $es w W  violate the - intent ofthe lScadlcc hendmtst  w d  Ulat the Board would have the pawcr to rovokc rhat fu. 

ggS.EMANN stated thnt in Bolt v Llm.fin~ (1) you catltldt icvy tax= or faes ta people wha do not 
haw a choice in tht matter Wm5 they an receiving the benefit oftfie sewer or water at 
wfiatwcr the fact might bc, Thc Township is not levying a franchise fae against h indiviw 
but against the company; the individual has a ohoioe in &e matter ofwhether they want to have 
cable. ATTORPI%%! MOULTON explained the Bolt v Lansing Case ta tho audieme. 

COIMMKITEE REPORTS: 
jFloshine Senior dthem The Cantixhnd been audikd. Evexything now bidmces with the 
bank and ompuber statements. L)orothy Fay had rcpKa~cd the previous Tfe88mex. There will bt 
an elatition on June 6,2001 for f ivt new Senior G i n  Board Members 

&re Deoarment Resnonse Flowers mmtioned that an article entitled "Fira Respame 
Time" was published ia one ofthe MTA magwkcs. Our atea is 17-20 Voluztears 'IJnit an4 the 
turn omtime was supposed to be one minute end four minutes arrival Xhe t h e  is vay 

-- iqmtmt in the Township from where the Fie Rcpartment is 1 d f o  the location ofthe GI&. 

d=ou& in the Park; The Menu is out "Concerts in the Park" wifl be in the oldies Patadc. 
After thorough research, it was derenmineb by lcpmarm that the Township could not donate to 
the nsw spe&ker system, wbich the "Cmctrts" wodd likx to pwhase. The "Connark in the 

-- Park" ire a private orgauhtioa; it is not city owned Flowers said previou~ly the Township had 
.. donated to the City of Flushing. Dennis Bow has already budgeted fix the sp&r system, 

Parks- an4 Recreation: The minutes ha the Park Commission were passed out to all the 
Board Membsrs. There are owxcntly seven (7) resumes fbr the Park Manager position, witla ali 
bvhg a Baoheior of Science or Bechelor of Art dcgxee. Work bas bwn stasted on &o Park 
Mansgcr's ClfGict and thc trail system. There wilI be Park Meetings every two weeks for the nnrt 
two month, due to the fiu;t that aU the bids haw to be out and the grant mmoy mu# be spent by 
December 1,2001. 

L 1 F . w  would Like Mid--M~higtm Manufa- placed on tho May 10,2001 Agmda due 
to a xecmnm~ndation concerning goneratars for the two (2) puny,& &lions. L E R m  will 
giw more details at the meeting FLOWERS would like to see a generator at the Townshp 
HaU 

FLOWERS &led tbrowgh tbc Planning Commission stad Fitch, there have been a lot of 
nqucsts fvr prmdsldigging and the Township does not have anyrhing vertical to work with to see 
how the ppe r ty  is rtoing. Ifle would like u, see Pitch's eSce (Planning Commission) hvc a 
tramit for f i m n ~  usc on projects.. DAVE GIIBBS, PIanning Cammission, lw ar tran6it to dollate 
to thc CommibsioIk. 

ATTORNEY MOTJl,TON wanted to h a w  if the Board was going to mend thc Pcrsonne1 - Manual. ~~ suggestd #at cvcsyone review the Personnel NIanual and by the end of 
May, submit tkoir changes to ihe ~dministration and ffie Board would go over it and bring to the 
Board. 



P?JREIC C O ~ S :  
GIIIBS stated tbat Fiwlaiug Towllship had no idea b ~ w  fommate we ware to have a park fikc we 
do, espeoiaIIy with The flinding. 

MORFQ)RD stated she appreciated everyone's patienca while she was getting tbc minutes up to 
datc; thcprrrvioras minutes were just approved. -- 
NEXT REGUL?+R lMEETING will bo held on THURSDAY, MAY TO, 2011 

MlJOU-: As there being IIO further business mattem, Supervisor Tmtogot adjourned 

APPROVEL) DATE: --- 
W 2 6 0 ~  



RESOLUTION 

OF THE 
ESEE COUNTY 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resourws and 
Environmental Protection A d ,  1994 PA 451, as amended (MREPA), Part 3 15, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrafive Rules by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the  staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Cammission; 
and - 

--  - 

WHEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Pian has been approved by the Solid Waste Management CornrniBee and 
the Genesee County Board of Cammissioners; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the 
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

IT RESOLVED, by this Board af t h e  
, ,, , ., of the County of Genesee, Michigan, 

Solid Wase Management Plan is an acceptable 
Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

PASSE? AND APPROVED this & day d &?&me , 2001 by the 
-@-- Council of the F~YHCZ s 7 ' - w L  , Michigan. 

Signed; 

Title: - 

K:\WASTEMGTtSample Resolution D0cument.d~ 

D-19 



RESOLUTION 

A RESOLUTION BY THE . B o d  GX3H44X OF THE 
Township of Gaines --- APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNW 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENTLAX 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Pr.otection Act, 1994 PA 451, a s  arnended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the staff of the Genesee Courity Metropolitan Planning Commission; 
and-  - 

WHEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee County ~ 4 d  Waste 
Management Plan has  been approved by the Solid Waste ~ a n a ~ e m e n t - c o m m i t t e e  and 
the Ger~esee  County Board of Commissioners; and i 

WHEREAS, the merrlbers of the Board have had an opportunity t o ~ e v i e w  the 
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the 
Township of Gaines ------! of the County of Genesee, Michigan, 

that the proposed Genesee Courity Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable 
Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved. - 
PASSED AND APPROVED this 6th day of June -.-! 2001 by the 
--- J 3 o d  -- BEIXEX of the _Township of -es ., Michigan. 

K:\WASTEMGT\Sample Resolution Document doc 



A MSQkUZtXON BY T E  APPROVING 
'IRE GENESEEi C O W Y  $OED WASTE WAWmW PLAN. 

W3EREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natura1 Reserures and 
Environmental Prottf~tion ACP, 1994 PA 451, as mended (NMPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Manqernent, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the s t ~ f f  of the gieneses County .Metropolitan P l d n g  Commission; and 

lVBEREM, The pmpused update of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Wmte Management Committee and 
the @en~sea County Board of@om~iasione~~; and 

WHEREAS, the: members o f  the &ward have had an opgarlunity ta, review t h ~  
Plan and have detgrmined ahat the proposed Plan is acccqtable; and 

- - 

(-- NOW, ~ R E F D ~  BE IT RESOLVED, by thir Board of (he $'3+RTER 
TOWNGHKB" OF GENESEE, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed 

h Genesee County SaIid Waste &agemen$ Plan is an accr:ptiabie Plan to replace the 
ourrent Plan, and-is hereby approved. 

B ASSED AND APlPR8WD this && day o ,2001. 

Siened: .W-.~/\.-MLZL( 
Title:. ----- - --. 



RESOLUTION 

Qlarter Township of Grand Blanc 
A RESOL.UTION BY THE --OF T ~ T S ~ P P S  ,. COUNCIL OF THE 

APPROVING THE GENESEE COUN-N 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENTPLAN.- 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natukal Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451,  as amended (NREPA), Part 11 5, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission; 
and 

WHEREAS, 'The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Pian has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and 
the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and - - - 

-- 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the 
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and li 

t, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT' RESOLVED, by this Board of the 
Grand Blanc Township Board ----- -.--- --> of the County of Genesee, ~ ich igan,  

that the proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Managerrlent PIan is an acceptable 
Pian to replace the current PIan, and is hereby approved 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 10th day of , W' , 2001 by the 
Tawnshi~ Board -- ~ounc i l  of the - , Michigan. 

Wastemgmtisaniple resolution 



RESOLUTION 

TOWNSHIP A RESOLUTION BY THE - COUNCIL. OF 'THE 
MT. MORRIS CURTER TOWNSHIP BOARD APPROVING THE: GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENTPLSN.' 

WHEREAS, the plan was  prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the  Soiid Waste Management 
Committee and the  staff of the Genesee  County Metropolitarl Planning Commission, 
and 

WHEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee  County Solid Was te  
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste  Management Committee and 
the  G e n e s e e  County Board of Commissioners; and 

- .  WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the  

( .  Pfan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable, and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the  
CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF MT. MORRIS 

--.---- . . - - - . - - -  t of the County of Genesee ,  Michigan, 
f l a t  the proposed Genesee  County Solid Waste Management Pfan is a n  acceptable  
Plan to replace the  cc~rrent Plan, and is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 3- day of MARCH ------I 2001 by the  
TOWNSHTP ------------- Council of the  MT. MORRIS CHARTER TDWNSHEP, Michigan. ---..---- 

Signed: 

CLERK Title 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - -  

Wzsterngmffsample resolution 



CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF MUNDY 

RESOLUTION NO. 01-9 

A RESOLUTION BY THE Mundy-Tow11sh.ip Board xlxx&.W= OF THE 
Char t e r  Township ofundv APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY 

SO1.iD WASTE MANAGEMENT PIAN. 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 'i 994 PA 45?, as amended (NREPA), Part 1 15, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management 
Corrlrnittee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission; 
and 

WHEREAS, T-he proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Pian has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and 
the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and -- - 

- - - 
WHEREAS, the membys of the Board have had an opportunity to review the 

Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and i 
\\ 

NOW, 'THEREFORE, BE l'r RESOLVED, by this Board of the 
-Char te r  Towr1shi.p of Murldy -- --------. - I of the County of Genesee, Michigan, 

that the proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable 
Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 10tt,- day of September , 2001 by the 
Township Board @QXlXKkl of the Charter Township of Mundy----, Michigan. - 

Signed. --- 
Donald G. Halka 

Title: - Superv isor  

Wastemgmffsample resolution 



Richfield Township Resolution 
Resolution 0 1-06 

Solid Waste Management Plan 

Whereas, The plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 45 1 as amended (NREPA), Part 1 15 Solid Waste 
Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Committee and the SWE of 
C~enesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission And 

- .  

Whereas, The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan has been approved by the solid Waste Management Committee and the 
@nesee County Board of Commissioners And 

Whereas, The members of the RicEeld Township Board of Trustees have 
had an opportunity to review the plan and have determined the plan is acceptablei(&w q .  

Therefore Be It Resolved,  hat the ~ e s t ~ d  of Trustees for ~h ) ,  

Township of Richfield, Comty of Genesee, in the State of Michigan, finds the prop+ed 
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable plan to replace the ' ' +r 

, :" 3' 

current plan. : 3" .-, *.{{I ,? 
:N?, I 

I 

4'i<<?//.< t ,  

At a meeting of the Richfield Township Boasd of Trustees on the foregoing rkko$ti$n7 
:*.4;q *""J 

was moved by Spencer and supported by Vohwinkle , + t l ~ + $ ~ ~  ) 

% "  "J..,.* ".. I 115 " J '1 
Voting for. 4 

Voting Against,. 0 

Absent: 1 
The Supervisor declares this resolution adopted 

I, Magaret Her.riman, Deputy Clerk for the Township of FGcMield, Coumty of Genesee, 
do hereby c e d e  the forgoing resolution was made and passed by the Richfield 
Townsllip Board of Trustees at a regular meeting on this 8th day of May 2001, at 7.30 



RESOLUTION 
6-4-01-1-2 

No. -. f-- 

1 

d the 

A RESOLUR(IJN APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE 
MANAGEMENT P U N  

At a regular rneerting of the t m s h i p  Board of the Charter Township of Vienna, 
Geneses County, Michigan, held on the 4 th day of June , 200 A, at 
5:30 P. M, Local Time. 

pment: a-M~Kerchfel S c o t t ,  ~tr t tenbac l~er ,  Corba, Freseaa. -- 
Z inn 

Absent: None 

After discussion, the fotlowlng wsolutlon was offered by . . Lut:f " , I \ ~ ~ c ~ ! ? - - .  
and seconded by Z i n n  

WHEREAS, The plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resourcss and 
Environmental Pmbction Act, I994 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Sofid Waster Management 
Cornmittee_&nd the staff of the Genesee C~unty Metropolitan Planning Commissioners; 
and 

- 
. -- - 

WHEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and 
the Oanesee County Board of Commissioners; and < 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the 
Plan and have debnninad that the proposed Plan Is acct3ptable. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by this Board of the Charter Township 
of Vlenna, County of Genesee, Michigan. that the proposed Genesee Cour~ty Sotitl 
Waste Management Pian is an a~ceptable Plan to replace the current Plan, and is 
hereby approved. 

ADOPTED: 
Ridlep, Preaaau, Corba, tutcenbacher, S c o t t ,  McRerchic, Z inn  yeas: - - - - - -  .- ..._-.- ------ 

Nays: None 
, --- - 

CERTIFICATION; 

STATE OF MICHIGAN ) 
) SS; 

G O U N N  OF GENESEE ) 

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the foregoing is ei true and complete 
copy of a resolu€ion adopted by the Township Board of the charter Township d Vienna, 
Genesea County, Michigan at a regular meeting d u y  called and held o t ~  the 

4th day of .- ~ u ' n  t , 2 0 0 ,  the original of which is on fife in 
my office. 

-. 
Anthony ~c~erchie ,  Supervisor 

C w LC.--- -8u6- 
Richard E. Scott, Clerk 



WESOLITTION MBPRgP~Nd; THE GENESEE 4~0UNTJiT SClLD WASTE 
W A G E m N T  PLAN 

Moved by Commissioner Neejlham, supported by Commissioner Morningstar, to adopt the 
faflowing: 

WEeEwAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Nat11ra1 Resa~~rces arid Environnlentd 
F'ratsction Act, 1994 PA 45 1, as amended (N KEPA), Part 1 15, Waste Management, and its 
Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management Committee: and the Genesee County 
Metropolitan Blannirlg Commission; and 

wEtEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste Maflagernent Plan 
bas been approved by the Solid Waste Manag~mnt Committee and the Cenesee County Board of 
Commissioners; and -- - 

. - - WHEREAS, the nzernbers of the Board haye had an oppmmity to review the Plan and b v e  
I determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; 

I 
h 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by t h s  Board of the City of Clio, of the 
Couaty of Genesee, Michigan, that b~e proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management P h  is 
an acceptable Plan to replace the current Plan, and i s  hereby approved. 

Voting yes: A1 yeas 
Voting no: None 
Absent: None 

f?ated: May 21,2001 

1 declare this resoiution approved. ATTEST: 

&-ti 3 XI. /b -.-7--- 

Ann I.,. M[~~crta, City Clerk 

r)ateck - f i .23-  O/ .-. 13ated: -.-- ~ c / L ~ / D /  - 



200 E. FLINT STREET 
P O BOX 130 
DAVISON, MICXIGAN 48423-0130 

TEI,EPHONE (8 10) 653,.2191 
FAX (810) 65:3-9621 

A RESe)P,UTIT BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
DAV1SQ.N APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID 
WASTE MANAGEMENT P U N .  

WHEREAS, The plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and 
E~lvironmerital Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, 
Solid Waste Management, and its A&nistrative Rules by the Solid Waste - - 
Management Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan 
Planning Commission; and c. 
WHEREAS, The proposed update -of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the Genesee County Board of Clommissioners; and 

WHEREAS, The mernbers of the Board have had an opportunity to review the 
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
Davison of the County of Genesee, Nlxchigan, that the proposed Genesee 
County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Plan to replace the 
current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

%uiiw( 2001, PASSED ANT) APPROVED this - 9 t h day of Apr i 1 
by the City Council of the City of Davison, Michigan. 

7- 
Cynthia L. Payton, Qty Clerk " 



The following resolution wsbs offered by Rauch, seconded by I m n d .  

A resoEuthrt by the City Cbt:mcil of the City of Fenton approving the @mesee County Sofid. 
Waste Management P h  

WElEREkS, the p h  was prepared p u r m t  to  the Natud  Resources a d  anr9nviromnent.d 
Protection Act, 1994 PA $5 1, as mended (NRBPA), Part 1 15, S o u  Waste Management, and its 
A e a ~ v e  Rules by the SoM Waste Management C o d t e e  and h e  staffof the Genesee 
County Metrogolitan Plajvling Codssion; and 

+Wl3%.EAS, the proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste M-em: Plan has 
approved. by the SoEd Waste Management Conunittee d the Genesee County Board of 
Co&Sismrs; 4 

-- 

l V H E m S ,  the members of the City Council have had aq opportmky to review the Plan aod :- 
bavg determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; md 

NOW, T m M F O E ,  BE IT RESOLVEI), by t.& City Corrncil of the City of F a o q  of the 
County of Genesee, Michigan that the proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan 
is an acceptable Plan to repbe the m e n t  Pfan, and is hereby approved. 

YEAS: Osbonm, Prirneau, Rauch, %mc)nd. 
NAYS: Mge1uski, King. 
ABSEN?': Doh. 

Resolution declared adopted. 

1, Melinda Carrier, Deputy City Clerk of the City of Fenton, hereby certify this to be a true 
and complete copy of a reso1uti.011 duly adopted by the Fenton City Council at a regular nleeing 
held on Monday, July 23,2001. 



RESOLUTION 

A RESOLUTION BY THE FLINT ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF FLINT 
APPROVING THE OENESEE COUNN SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT P U N .  

The Genesee County Sdd Waste Management Pian was prepared pursuant to 
he Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1984 PA 451, as amended 
NREPA), f art 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Adminlstratlve Rules by the Sdid 
Waste Management Committee and the staff of the Genesee GounQ Metropolitan - 
alarming Commission: 

--  

The proposed update of Me Genesee ~ o k t y '  Solid Waste Management Plan has 
men approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee end the Genesee County c- 
3aard of Cornmirrsioners; and 

The member$ of the Cwncil have determined that the prrgp~sed Plan is 
acceptable; and 

NOW. THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED, by this City Coundl d the City of Rint. 
of the County of Genesee, Michigabthat the proposed Genesee County Soiid Waste 
Management Plan is an acceptable Plan to replam the arrmnt Plan, and is hereby 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 29th day 07 Ma\r . ,2001 by the Flint 
City Council of the City of Flint, Michigan. 

APPROVED RV 
,CITY CBIJWCjL 



CITY OF FLUSHING 
RESOLU'FION NO. 01-0514 

A RESO1,UTION BY THE CITY COITNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLUSHING 
APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

WKEREAS, the Plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Managenlent, and its Adrniiiistrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the staff of the Geriesee County Metropolitan Plaruiing Cornrnissior~; and 

WEIiEREAS, the pioposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Conunittee and 
the Genesee C:ounty Board of C:oh.nissioners; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the City Council have had an opportunity to review 
the Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

-. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City ~o&ci l  of the City of 
Flushing, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Genesee County Solid 
Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby 
approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 1 4 ~ ~  day of May, 2001 by the City C:ouncil of the City 
of Flushing, Michigan. 

Yanice L. Gensel, Mayor 

STATE OF MICIIIGAN J 
I ss 

COUNTY OF GENESEE 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of a resolution 
offered and adopted by the Flushing City Council at a Regular meeting held on May 14, 
2001. 

/9 



f 
1 

CITY OF LINDEN 

WSOLWION NO. 560 

A BESOLUTION APPROVING TEE GENESEE COUPTIT SOLID WASTE W A G E m N T  
PLAN 

WHEREAS the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Enviro~mental Protection 
Act, 1994 PA 45 1, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules 
by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission; and, 

WWEREAS the proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan has been 
approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and, 

WHE1WEAS the City Manager has reviewed the Solid Waste Management Plan and has determined 
that the proposed plan is acceptable; - 

THEN NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Linden, 
County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an 
acceptable PIan with the fi~llowing amendments 

- 1. In Tables 1 and 2 (pp 52 and 54, respectively), the Collection Frequency for the City of Linden 
should indicaie weekly collection, not bi-weekly. Additionally, Table 2, Materids Collected, should also 
indicate glass (e) and metals (0 c 

'%Y 2 In Table 3 (p 5 7), the Collection Frequency for the City of Linden should indicate season collection 
(sp, su, fa). AdcEitionaIly, the legend for Table 3 (p 59) does not accurately reflect the Materials Collected. 

3 Table 4 @. 60) indicates that "There are cur~ently no cornposting programs in the County " The City 
of Linden (through its solid waste collector, Waste Management, Inc ) has coIlected compost for several years 
on a weekly seasonal basis 

CONSIDERED AND ADOPTED this 9h day of April, 2001, by the City Council of the City of 
Linden, Michigan 

1 

William Rose 
Mayor 

ATTEST: 

V 
City Clerk 

I certify the foregoing is a true and exact copy of Resolution No. 560 adopted by 
the Linden City Council 0x1 Monday, April 9,2001. F 

Lfiq 
Martha A. Domelly, City Clerk 



A RESOLUTION BY 'THE CITY OF HONTROSE COUNCIL OF THE 
COUNTY OF GENESEE - APPROVING THE GENESEE COUI\SJ-k' 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

WHEREAS, the  plan was prepared pursuant to  the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Adnlinistrative Rrlles by the  Soiid Waste Management 
Committee a n d  the  staff of the  G e n e s e e  County Metropolitan Planning Commission, 
and 

- .. 

WHEREAS; "The propesed update of the  Genesee  County Soiid Was te  
Managemerit Plan h a s  been approved by the  Solid Waste  Management Committee and 
the  G e n e s e e  County Board of Comrnissioners; and 

WHEREAS; the  members of the  Board have  had a n  opportunity to  review the 
Plan and have determined tha t the  proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

NOW, 'THEREFORE, BE l'r RESOLVED, by this Board of the  
---- CITY OF MONTRGiE- - - - . - - - - - - -  I of the  County of Genesee ,  Michigan, 
that the  proposed G e n e s e e  County Solid Waste Management Plan is a n  acceptable  
Plan to replace the  current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

MAY PASSED AND APPROVELI this day of , 2001 by t he  
CI-TY OF-XONTROSE Council of the COUNTY OF GENESEE ,l Michigan. 

Title: CITY CLERK -.---..------ 

K:\WASTEMGT\Sample Resolution Document.doc 
D-33 



CITY OF MT. MORRIS 
RESOLUTION NO. 0 1-25 

WKEREAS: The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan was prepared pursuant to the 
Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 45 1, as amer~ded 
(NREPA), Part 11 5, Solid Waste Management and its Admhktrative Rules by the 
Solid Waste Management Committee and the staff of the Genesee County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission; and 

WHEREAS: The proposed update of the Genesee County SoM Waste Management Plan has 
been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee 
Cou~ity Board of Co~nmissioners; and 

WHEREAS: Staff has reviewed the plan and has recommended approval and the members of 
this Council have had an opportunity to review the Plan and the executive 
summary and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

NOWTHEREFORE, BE IT RESO1,VED: -- 
- - - 

That the Mt. Morris City Council does hereby determine that the proposed 
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Plan to replace ( 
the current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

Moved by Council member -?a*urgeJ' , seconded by C~ouncil"member 
Lave lle - atld thereafter ado~ted by the City Council of the City of Mt. 

7 - 

Morris at a regular meeting held Monday, March 26: 2001 at  730  p:m. 

6 Yea 0 
,------ --- Nay 1 ------. --..-... Absent 

(Swedorski)  

L../' Lisa Baryo, City ~ g r k  

C-\caf\MtMorsis\RESOL\waste management ptae.wpd D-34 



Village of Gaines 
113 Genesee St. P.O. Box 178 ?. 

Gaines, Michigan 48436-0178 
Sf 7-271-8386 

" C i * ?  

RESOLUTION 2002-002 ,/ 

A RESOIJIJI'ION BY TEE VILLAGE OF GAINES COUNCIL OF THE 
VILLAGE OF GAPNES APPROVING TEB GENESEE COUNTY SOLID " .  
WASTE W A G E m N T  PLAN. 1 

W E E ~ A S ,  the plan wis prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources 
and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 45 1, as amended (NREPA), 
Part l 15, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules b the Solid 
Waste Management Committee and the staff of the~enesee County 

-. - Metropolitan Planning Commission; and 
( 

WEEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management 
Committee and the Genesee County Bond of (~ornmissioners; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board had had an opportunity to review the 
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

NOW, TmREFORE, BE IT RESOI,VED, by this Board of the 
VILLAGE OF GAINES, of the County of Genesee, Mchigan, that the 
proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable 
Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this e d a y  of May, 2001 by the VILLAGE 
OF GAHNES COUNCIL of the VILLAGE OF GAINES, Michigan. 



ADOPTIOR OF TB[E GENESEE COUNTY SOLD W A S T E  ~~ PUN 2800-2805 ' 

WESOLuTiOro% 2001-06 

gI.ELBGE A RESOLUTION BY THE COUNCIL OF THE 
VILLAGE OF @OODUCIE APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

WHEREAS, the  plan was  prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and  
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid 
Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Soiid Waste Management 
Committee and the staff of the Genesee  County Metropolitan Planning Commission; 
and 

WHEREAS, The  proposed update of the Genesee  County Soiid Waste 
Management Plan h a s  been approved by the Soiid Waste  Management Committee and  
the  Genesee  County Board of Commissioners; and 

-- 
WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity t o  review the  - 

Plan and have d&ermined.that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the(- 
VILEAGE OF GOODRICE , of the County of Genesee ,  Michigan, 

g a t  the proposed ~ e n z e e  COU$ Solid Waste Management Plan is a n  acceptable 
Plan to  replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 9m day of APRIL , 2001 by the  
.-- Council of the wnP-, Michigan. 

1, Gloria Jean Bradley, Clerk of the BZXl.age of Goodrich, Genesee County, State of 
MicTcaigan, do certify that the above resolution 2001-06 was adopted at a regular 
meeting of the Village of Goodrich Council on the 9th day of April 2001, 



LISTED CAPACITY 

Documentation from landfills that the  County h a s  access to their listed capacity. 



Citizens Dirmsa h 
236 1 West Grand Blanc Road 
Grand Blanc, Michigan 48439 

810.655.4207 
8 10.655.4 147 fax 

Genesee County Metropolitan Planriing Commission 
Room 223 
1 10 1 Beach Street 
Flint, Michigan 48502- 1470 

Attention: Chapin W.. Cook, AICP 
Director,-Coordinator 

Re. Genesee Cormty Solid Waste Plan LJpdate 
-- - 

Gentlenien:. 

Ir 
This letter is in response to you1 correspondence of June 18, 2001 regarding the 1, 

Genesee County Solid Waste Plan. 

Citizens Ilisposal, Inc. currently operates a Licensed Type I1 Sanitary Landfill at 2361 
W. Grand Blanc Road in Mundy Township, Genesee County, Michigan. The Facility 
is included in the existing Genesee County SoIid Waste Plan as well as the Proposed 
Genesee County Solid Waste Plan Update. 

Citizens Disposal, Inc. intends to operate the facility in excess of 10 years, accepting 
Non-hazardous solid waste generated from both within & outside Genesee County in 
compIiance with State and Federal Regulations. 

Sincerely, 

Robert S. Thornton 
Site Manager, Citizens Disposal, Inc. 



VENICE PARK RECYCLING 
A WASTE MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

95 36 East Lennon Road 
Lennon, MI 48449 
(810) 621.9080 
(810) 621-3156 Fax 

February 7,2001 .-, - -. -- & "  
,-- c 

p "> "" :; 
" ,, 5 *- - c-*- 

' r i  

Chapin W. Cook b . .  _ , I/ r = 
.P1 

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission i - ,, k.. - 
Room 223 - .r?r . ' a t , :  i-+. L L A u  

I 101 Beach Street D - 
Flint, Mi.. 48502-1470 ,: . .. -:! ! . .  

: j !  :' , ! 
$ 

.;., , ,. : ,:,, !i,i gC;a$:' $1 
) ; z a : > s 5 :  :YF*- *,,. ?"'"* p;. ;,j,ib;{!;%;i! yA,:> .,, . ., 

Subject: Solid Waste Management Plan , i .,. .i LL .. . 

Dear Mr. Cook, 

Please consider this correspondence as Waste Management's (Venice Park) 
acknowledgement that it can provide primary disposal for Genesee County's waste for a 
period of at least 10 years at our Shiawassee County Facility. c 
Genesee County is approved to send waste to the Venice Park Lar~dfill as noted in the 
currentShiawassee County Solid Waste Pfan and its proposed plan update. 

If you have any questions please call Mr. ~ h r i s  Basgall at 810-621-9080 or myself at 
61 6-945-2260. 

Sincerely, 

&bdL/ Steve EssIing 

~overnment& ~ e ~ u l a t o r y  Affairs 



f e  Dfl- ~ ~ c c ; \ \ < r  L 
GFi ;'. " " ~ ~ : ~ i @ y  4 

Brent Run Landfill, inc. 
8335 Vienna Road 1 2501 

February 28, 2001 

Genesee Councj Metropolitan Planning Commission 
1 101 Beach Street, Room 223 
Flint, MI 48502-1 470 

-- 

In response to your inquiry letter of January 12, 2001 the Brent Run 
Landfill would like to state that yes we do have room for ihe Cenesee 
County Waste for 10 years and even more* 

If  you have any further questions, please feel free to contact me, Tim 
Johston, a t  the Brent Run Landfill at (810) 639-3077. 

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to serve you. 

Sales -/J 
Brent Run Landfill 





( Citizens Disposal, inc Type I1  Sanitary Landfill I 





I Brent Run, Inc Type II Sanitary Landfill - 



Averill Recyc Transfer and Recycling 
Process Station 

-- ---- 



CBC RECYCLING PROCESSING FACILITY 1 
PROCESSING FACILITY i 



City of Flint Transfer Station (Proposed) Transfer Station 



I Resource Recovery of Flint, I ~ C  Solid Waste Transfer Station and / 
Recycling 



Valley Rubbish & (valley -1) 
Solid Waste Transfer Facility 
and Processing Plant 




