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JOHN ENGLER RUSSELL J. HARDING
GOVERNOR DIRECTOR
April 18, 2002

Mr. Richard Hammel, Chairperson
Genesee County Board of Commissioners
1101 Beach Street, Room 312

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,
therefore, not approvable. In order to make the criteria objective and measurable,
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 pian
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 Pian 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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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 115, Solid Waste Management, of the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, and the Part 115 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.

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
517-373-4750.

Sincerely,

[l Z

GCT) MWE
Russell J. Harding
Director
517-373-7917
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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

bce: Ms. Joan Peck, DEQ
Mr. Seth Phillips, DEQ — Shiawassee
Ms. Rhonda Oyer Zimmerman, DEQ
Ms. Lynn Dumroese, DEQ
Genesee County File
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DIRECTOR-COORDINATOR
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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 quéstiGns
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 OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION



2000 PLAN UPDATE COVER PAGE

The Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended (NREPA),
Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules, requires that each County
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 entitted “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.

- N/A

The following lists all the municipalities from outside the County who have requested and have
been 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

N/A

DESIGNATED PLANNING AGENCY PREPARING THIS PLAN UPDATE:

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

CONTACT PERSON: Thomas Goergen, Assistant Director
ADDRESS: 1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, Michigan 48502
PHONE: {810) 257-3010 FAX: (810) 257-3185
Applicable E-Mail: gempce@co.genesee.mi.us
CENTRAL REPQOSITORY LOCATION(S):

Same as Above
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

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

OVERVIEW OF THE COUNTY
Township or Population Land Use Economic Base
Municipality Name 1995 Urban Rural Com* Ind*
CITIES
BURTON 28,540 90% 23% 5% 1%
CLIO 2,659 18% 68% 3% 1%
DAVISON 5,757 48% 49% 3% 1%
FENTON 9,363 13% 82% . 3% 2%
FLINT 138,164 100% 0% 4% 17%
FLUSHING 8,750 . 68% 28% 4% 0%
GRAND BLANC 8,336 44% 54% 1% 1%
LINDEN ' 2,778 21% 77% 2% 0%
MONTROSE 1,908 2% 70% 3% 1%
MOUNT MORRIS 3,295 26% 70% 3% 0%
SWART CREEK 4,996 52% 31% 13% 4%
TOWNSHIPS
ARGENTINE 5,849 5% 95% 1% 0%
ATLAS 5,076 5% 94% 1% 0%
**CLLAYTON 7,358 14% 86% 1% 0%
DAVISON 15,448 13% 87% 1% 0%
FENTON 11,450 26% 72% 1% 1%
FLINT 33,592 31% 61% 6% 2%
FLUSHING 9,582 14% 85% 1% 0%
“*FOREST 3,763 1% 99% 1% 0%
*GAINES 6,152 10% 90% 1% 0%
GENESEE 23,791 63% 3% = 5% 0%
GRAND BLANC 26,077 11% 89% 1% 0%
MONTROSE 6,386 6% 92% 1% 0%
MOUNT MORRIS 24,818 33% 65% 1% 0%
MUNDY 11,812 12% 85% 1% 1%
RICHFIELD 7,578 5% 93% 2% 0%
THETFORD 8,392 1% 98% 1% 0%
VIENNA 13,310 14% 85% 1% 0%
VILLAGES:
GOODRICH 1,127 9% 91% 2% 0%
OTISVILLE 730 17% 83% 3% 0%
TOTAL 436,835

*Ind = Industry; Com = 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 Committee 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.

. Waste reduction ~ The County will focus on an alternative that will reduce the
amount of solid waste being generated in the County.
L 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.
e Education — The County will expand its efforts to educate communities on the

importance of waste reduction through public workshops and seminars.




INTRODUCTION

Goals and Objectives

To comply with Part 115 and its requirements, each Plan must be directed toward goals and
objectives based on the purposes stated in Part 115, Sections 11538 (1)(a), 11541 (4) and the
State Solid Waste Policy adopted pursuant to this Section, and Administrative Rules 711(b)(!)
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 quality of 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:

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

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

Objective 1b:
Adopt collection, recycling, and disposal methods that will not adversely impact the
public health and/or the environment.

Goal 2:

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

Objective 2a:
Reduce the volume of solid waste to be landfilled by recycling and/or incineratjon for

energy production when feasible.

Objective 2b;
Encourage development and implementation of recycling programs by government,

business, industry, and the public.



Obijective 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 waste management system that is technically feasibie, economically
competitive; politically acceptable, environmentally safe and implementable.

Obiective 3a:
Develop and enforce methods of solid waste management that are consistent with state

and local laws and requirements.

Obijective 3b:
Development a program fo serve the total solid waste management needs of

government, business, industry, and the public.

Obijective 3c:
Coordinate the development of programs by individual municipalities to prowde 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.

Obijective 4a:
Develop a method and procedure for implementing 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.

Obijective 5a:
Evaluate multi-county aspects for solid waste management.

Obijective 5b:
Maintain a database of existing solid waste conditions.

Objective Sc:
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:

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

Objective Ba:
Achieve or exceed where practicable the goals from the State of Michigan Solid Waste

Policy.

Objective 6b:
Encourage appropriate local, state, and federal legislation to provide incentives for waste
reduction, source separation, and recycling.
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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. The database will be
subdivided into five (5) segments.

Waste

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

The Solid Waste Collection Services;
Evaluation of Deficiencies and Problems; -
Demographics and Land Development.

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. The results were compared to data received from landfill operators.
The data for residential waste is derived by using 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. The 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 Township 5.50 Ibs. x 6386* / 2000 Ibs. = 17.56 Tons/day
17.56 X 365 = 6409Tons/year

* population

The reported data in Table 1 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 needing 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 (10) 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 itemns,
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, landfill operators are managing the wasie stream efficiently.
Although, 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 1

Total Quantity of Solid Waste Generated
Genesee County

Tons Per

Year 1995
Cities:
Burton 28647
Clio 2669
Davison 5779
Fenton 8398
Flint 138682
Fiushing 8783
Grand Blanc 8367
Linden 2788
Montrose 1913
Mt Morris 3307
Swartz Creek 5014
Townships:
Argentine 5871
Atlas 5095
*Clayton 7386
Davison 15506
Fenton 11493
Flint 33718
Flushing 9618
*Forest 3777
*Gaines 8175
Genesee 23880
Grand Blanc 26175
Montrose 6410
Mt. Morris 24911
Mundy 11856
Richfield 7606
Thetford 8423
Vienna 13360
Villages:
Goodrich 1131
Otisville 732
INDUSTRIAL
GM-Flint Metal Center 2700
GM-Delphi Automotive E 22680
GM-Delphi Automotive W 20148
GM-NAO Flint Operations 70800
Commercial 39,315
Municipal Sludge 11,000

Totals 605,113

Tons Per
Year 2000

28791
2682
5808
9586

138673
8827
8409
2845
1023
3323
5040

5988
5120
7422
15816
11723
34392
9666
3796
6206
24000
26699
6442
25035
11916
7449
8271
13123

1126
712

2700
22680
20148
70800

39,653
11,000

607,790

Tons Per
Year 2005

28848
2688
5819
9634
139655
8844
8425
2859
1926
3330
5050

8018
5131
7438
15895
11781
34461
9685
3803
6218
24048
26832
6455
25086
11940
7660
8483
13453

1139
738

2700
22680
20148
70800

39,752
11,000

610,422

*Villages of Gaines, Lennon and Otter Lake are included in township totals

Tons Per
Year 2010

28906
2693
5831
9682

139934
8862
8443
2873
1930
3337
5060

6049
5141 _
7452 "
15975
11840
34530
9704
3811"
6231
24096
26966
6468
25136
11964
7675
8500
13480

1141
740

2700
22680
20148
70800

39,851
11,000

611,628

e




Table 2

Total Quantity of Solid Waste Needing Disposal

Genesee County

Year 2000
2000 Tons Per
Population Day
Cities:
Burton 28683 79
Clio 2672 7
Davison 5786 16
Fenton 9850 26
Flint 138155 380
Flushing 8794 24
Grand Blanc 8378 23
Linden 2834 8
Montrose 1916 5
Mt. Morris 3311 9
Swartz Creek 5021 14
Townships:
Argentine Township 5966 16
Atlas Township 5101 14
*Clayton 7395 20
Davison 18757 43
Fenton 11679 32
Flint Township 34264 94
Flushing Township 9630 26
*Forest Township 3782 10
*Gaines Township 6183 17
Genesee Township 23910 66
Grand Blanc Township 26599 73
Montrose 6418 18
Mt. Morris Township 24942 62
Mundy Township 11871 33
Richfield Township 7616 21
Thetford Township 8434 23
Vienna Township 13377 37
Village:
Goodrich 1133 3
Otisville 735 2
Industrial:
GM-Flint Metal Center 7
Delphi Automotive E 62
Delphi Automotive W 55
GM-NAO Flint Operations 194
Commercial 39653
Municipal Siudge 30
Totals
Total Amount in Landfill 458,816

*Villages of Gaines, Lennon and Otter Lake are included in township totals

Tons Per Recycling

Year Per Year

28791 288
2682 100
5808 130
o586 288
138673 15133
8827 383
8409 242
2845 28
1923 0
3323 98
5040 57
5988 196
5120 19
7423 0
15816 158
11723 117
34392 89
o666 287
3796 115
6206 267
24000 1040
26699 267
6442 0o
25036 14
11916 585
7645 195
8466 195
13427 304
1137 11
738 26
2700 2693
22680 18512
20148 19233
70800 66625
39752 22139
11000 (8]
149,805

Amount
in Landfill

28503
2582
5678
9298

123540
8473
8168
2816
1923
3226
4983

5792
5101
7423
15658
11606
34304
93798
3681
§5940
22960
26432
6442
25022
11331
7449
8271
13123

1126
712

7
4168
915
4175
17612
11000

458,816



Table 3

Total Quantity of Solid Waste Needing Disposal
Genesee County

Year 2005
2005 Tons Per Tons Per Recycling Amount
Population Day Year Per Year in Landfill
Cities:
Burton 28740 79 28848 288 28559
Clio 2678 7 2688 100 2588
Davison 5797 16 5819 130 5689
Fenton : 9598 26 9634 288 9346
Flint 139133 383 139655 15133 124522
Flushing 8811 24 8844 353 8491
Grand Blanc 8394 23 8425 242 8184
Linden 2848 8 2859 29 2830
Montrose 1919 5 1926 19 1807
Mt. Morris 3318 9 3330 98 3233
Swartz Creek 5031 14 5050 57 4993
Townships:
Argentine 5096 __ 16 6018 196 5822
Atlas 5112 ~ 14 5131 19 5112
*Clayton 7410 20 7438 74 7363
Davison 15836 44 15895 159 15736
Fenton 11737 32 11781 118 11663
Flint 34332 94 34481 89 34372
Flushing 9648 - 27 9685 287 9398.
*Forest 3789 10 3803 115 3688
*Gaines 6195 17 6218 267 5952
Genesee 23958 66 24048 1040 23008
Grand Blanc 26732 74 26832 268 26564
Montrose 6431 18 6455 85 6391
Mt. Morris 24992 69 25086 14 25072
Mundy . 11895 33 11940 585 11355
Richfield 7631 21 7660 195 7464
Thetford 8451 23 8483 195 8288
Vienna 13403 37 13453 304 13149
Villages:
Goodrich 1135 3 1139 11 1128
Otisvilie 735 2 738 26 712
Industrial:
GM-Flint Metal Center 7 2700 2693 7
Delphi Automotive E 62 22680 18512 4168
Delphi Automotive W 55 20148 19233 915
GM-NAO Flint Operations 194 70800 66625 4175
Commercial 39,315 39,653 39,752 39,851
Municipal Sludge 11,000 11,000 11,000 167,678 200,678
Totals 127,539 632,521
Total Amount in Landfill 632,521

*Villages of Gaines, Lennon and Oftter Lake are included in township totals



SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITIES

There are two (2) landfills in operation 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 contamination 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 Venice Park in Shiawassee County, requesting information as to the
capacity, type, and estimated life of their facility.

Presently {he landfills are capable of managing not only Genesee County’s waste, but
also waste from other counties for over the next ten (10) 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 the
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.
8247 Vienna Road
Montrose, Ml 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 Management/Venice Park Recycling & Disposal Facility
9536 Lennon Road
Lennon, Ml 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 I
waste. :

10



Richfield Landfill
5360 North State Road
Davison, M| 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 requirements for the issuance of a construction permit at the site
are met and approved by the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality.

11
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type; _Type I1 Sanitary Landfill

Facility Name: g o0+ Run, Inc.

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [X] Yes [J No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or
Transfer Station.wastes:

[IPublic [X]Private Owmer: ponypiic Services of Mi¢higan, Inc.

Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply)
[X] open X residential
[ closed X commercial
OJ Heensed X industrial
() unlicensed X construction & demolition_
O construction permit contaminated soils -
- open, but closure special wastes *
pending (] other:
T * Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

Non-hazardous, Non-regulated solid waste (soil, paint filters, etc.)

Site Size:
Total area of facility property: 243.17 acres
Total area sited for use: _106.47 acres
Total area permitted: o acres
Operating: 38.91 acres
Not excavated: _67.56 acres
Current capacity: 12,000,000 (] tons or XJyds*
Estimated lifetime: _20+ years
Estimated days open per year: 280 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 384,000 X7 tons or[ ] yds®
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: N/A megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: M megawatts
12



FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type; Type I1 Sanitary Landfill

Facility Name: Citizens Disposal, Inc.

Coumty: Genesee  Location: Town: T6N Range: R6E Secrion(s): 23
Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: Xl Yes [] No

If facility is ab Incinerator or 2 Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or
Transfer Station wasies: N/A

[TPublic (3] Private Owner: (it4y0ns Disposal, Inc.

Operatng Staws (check) Waste Types Received (check all thar apply)
X open residental
O closed | commercial
il licensed ] industrial
] unlicensed xJ construction & demolition
O construction permit X contaminated soils
{Jopen, bur closure special wastes *
pending ] other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

Non-hazardous solid waste requiring prior review and approval including analyt’

reviev.

Site Size:

Total area of facility property: 301 acres
Total area sited for use: _258 acres
Total area permirtted: acres
Operaring: _bl.66 acres
Not excavated: =0~ acres
Current capacity: _.20.4 M [TJons or K]yds’
Estimated lifetime: _ 30 years
Estimated days open per year: 310 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 1,066,711 ons or (Myds®
(if applicable)

Annual epergy production:
Langfill gas recovery projecis: 2.4 megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: N/R megawaits

13




FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Typep__lype II and Type ITI

Facility Name:  Wgste Management/Venice Park Recycling & Disposal Facility

County:Shiawassee ocation: Town: 7N Range: RAESection(s):

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: K] Yes [] No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and Jocation for Incinerator ash or
Transfer Station wastes:

[JPublic [X] Private Owner: Waste Management

Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received {check all that apply)

open Xl residential
O closed - : xJ comumerciat™
O licenséd I industrial
O unlicensed "I construction & demolition
O construction permit X] contaminated soils
[:]open, but closure Ix] special wastes *

pending J other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:
Asbestos; Medical waste; Venice Park RDF is also licensed to solidify 'non-hazardot

1iquids on site

Site Size:
Total area of facility property: 325 acres
Total area sited foruse: 80 acres
Total area permitted: acres
Operating: 36.04 acres
Not excavated: =0~ acres
Current capacity: 666,667 [Xtons or [ Jyds®
Estimated lifetime: 2 years
Estimated days open per year: 281 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 333,333 Xltons or [Jyds®
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: 1.2 megawatts

Waste-to-energy incinerators: megawatts

14



FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type;_ TYPE II - Solid Waste

Facility Name: gonesee Landfill (Richfield Landfill)

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [X] Yes [T] No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or

Transfer Station. wastes:

L] public K1Private Owner: geopge A. Gahagher 1II, Ronald L. Ferguson Trust

Operating Status (check)

open

closed

licensed

unlicensed
construction permit
open, but closure
pending

CIOEIOCE

Waste Types Received (check all that apply)
residential

commercial

industrial

construction & demolition
contaminated soils

special wastes *

other:

OOOEEREEF

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

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

Current capacity:
Estimated lifetime:
Estimated days open per year:

Estimated yearly disposal volume:

(if applicable)

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

300 acres
12 acres
o acres
_______ ; acres
_A0 acres
840,000 (] tons or {Jyds®

- years

days

[ tons or[] yds®

megawatts
megawatts
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Genesee
Genesee
Genesee
Genesee

FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS OF TRANSFER STATIONS LOCATED

IN GENESEE COUNTY

ing Inc

Y
City of Flint Transfer Station

CBC Recycling Process

Resource Recovery of Flint

Valley Rubbish
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Typey_Iransfer and Recycling Process Station

Facility Name: Averill Recycling Inc.

County: Genesee  Location: Town:_T7/NRange: R7E Section(s): 9

Map identifying location included in Atwachment Section: [ ] Yes [X] No On Rowe Site Plan

If facility is an Incinerator or a Tranﬁfer Statié)nc list the ﬁmﬁ_cgiq]p(f){_sglzl]sfte and Jocation fot %nt:i:%e;ator ashor

Transfer Stationwasees:_Brent Run and Citizens in Genesee Coun

ste Types Received (check all that apply)

Operating Status (check) Wa

1 open X residential

] closed X commercial

I licensed ' industrial

Tl unlicensed X construction & demolition

O coustruction permit O contaminated soils

[Jopen, but closure J __special wastes * -
pending ] 7~ other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a sFeqiﬁc list and/or conditions:
No special waste, only Type Il inside of building

Site Size:

Total area of facility property: 16.5 ° acres
Total area sited for nse: 9 acres
- Total area permitted; 16.5 acres
Operating: 5 acres
Not excavated: 2 ) acres
Current capacity: 300 KJtons or [Jyds®
Estimated lifetime: 30 years
Estimated days open per year: 6 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 85,000 Kltons or [Jyds®
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: N/A megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: N/A megawatts

1 The transfer facility at the time of this‘p1an update is currently in the
proposal stage.
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type;____Processing Facility

Facility Name:  (BC Recyéling Processing Facility

County: Genesee Location: Town:.l/N Range: R7E Secrion(s): 19
Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [ ] Yes [] No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incimerator ash or
Transfer Station.wastes:

[Jpublic K] Private Owner: CBC Recycling

Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply)
open K] residential-

] closed i1 commergial -

._ licensed XJ industrial
1, unlicensed X3 construction & demolition

construction perniit O contaminated soils

{TJopen, but closure M special wastes *
pending ] other:

xplanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:
* Bxplanat f special waste: Inding a specific list and/ d

Site Size:

Total area of facility property: 4.5 acres
Total area sited for use: i acres
Total area permitted: 1 acres
Operating: 1 acres
Not excavated: ‘ _:3___;5 acres
Current capacity: 3000 [Jtons or [_Jyds®
Estimated lifetime: I years
Estimated days open per year: 285 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 10 [Ttons or [Jyds®
(if applicable)
Anmual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: N/A megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: N/A megawatts

L. The transfer facility at the time of this plan update is currently fin the
proposal stage.
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS
Facility Type; (PROPOSED) TRANSFER STATION

Facility Name: CITY OF FLINT TRANSFER STATION

County: _Genesee Location: Town: T6N Range: RSE Section(s): 19
Map identifying location included in Attat:iunenc Section: [X] Yes [[] No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposa% site and Jocation for Iucﬁinérator ash or
Transfer Station wastes: __venice Park Lennon, Michigan (Waste Management

Xpublic (] Private Owner: City of Flint

Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply)

I open XJ residential

[ closed ' ] commercial

O licensed O industrial

X unlicensed X1 construction & demolition

O construction permit O contaminated soils ‘

[Tlopen, but closure ] special wastes * -
pending X] other: ¢

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

Total area of facility property: 16.5 acres
Total area sited for use: 2 acres
Total area permitted: acres
Operating: o acres
Not excavated: o acres
Current capacity: ‘ [Ctons or [Jyds®
Estimated lifetime: 20 years
Estimated days open per year: 312 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 150,000 L Jtons or [Xyds®
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: o megawatts
‘Waste-to-energy incinerators: o megawatts

L The transfer facility at the time of this plan update is currently 1in the

proposal stage.
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type;__S011d Waste Transfer Station and Recycling

Facility Name: Resource Recovery of Flint, Inc.

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [ ] Yes ] No

If facility s an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, Fhsri 1ihe final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or
Transfer Stationwastee: _Srent Run Land F1

[Jpublic KJPrivate Owner: Resource Recovery of Flint, Inc.

=

Operating Status (check)- Waste Types Received (check all that apply)
open X7 residential
closed K1 commercial
licensed O industrial
unlicensed ¥J construction & demolition
consttuction permit I contaminated soils
[_lopen, but closure 7 special wastes ¥
pending N other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

Site Size:
Total area of facility property: 3.5 acres
Total area sited for use: 3.5 acres
Total area permitted: acres
Operating: 3. acres
Not excavated: o acres
Current capacity: 300 [eons or Rlyds® per day
Estirnated lifetime: years
Estimated days open per year: 350 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 108.000 [tons or [{Jyds®
(if applicable)
Anmal energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: _N/A megawatts
Waste~to-energy incinerators: _N/A megawatts
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type;S011d Waste Transfer Facility and Processing Plant

Facility Nawme: ya17ey Rubbish (Valley-1)

County: Genesee Location: Town: TGN Range: R5E_Section(s): 29
Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [ ] Yes (] No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Trapsfer Station, Ii,shthe final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or
Transfer Staﬁon Wactee: Ven'tce PaY‘k Landf.‘ )

(] Public []Private Owner:: yaste Management of Michigan, Inc.

Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply)

] open O residential
[ closed ] commercial
licensed i industrial
M unlicensed i construction & demolition
7 construction permit [ contaminated soils o
I _ open, but closure 3 --special wastes *
pending ] other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

THis facility is not currently being used.

Site Size:

Total area of facility property: 1.5 acres

Total area sited for use: ' acres

Total area permitted: , 1.5 acres
Operating: *1.5 acres
Not excavated: 1.5 acres

Current capacity: [] tons or [Jyds®
Estimated lifetime: years

Estimated days open per year: days ,
Estimated yearly disposal volume: e [J tons or[_] yds®
(if applicable)
Annual epergy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: megawatts

*Building area is 5625 ft’
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SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL COLLECTION SERVICES

All of the local units except the City of Flint contract with a private collection hauler. The
majority of the local units 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 fransportation infrastructure that is utilized within the

-

county to collect and transport solid waste.

Burton Waste Management Recycling Included
Clio Waste Management Recycling Included
Davison BFI/Allied Recycling Included
Fenton Waste Management Recycling Included
Fiint City of Flint Recycling Included
Flushing - Waste Management Recydling Included
Grand Blanc Waste Management Recycling Included
Linden Waste Management Recycling Included
Montrose Waste Management No Recycling

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

Townships: ”

Argentine Waste Management Recycling included
Atlas Waste Management Recycling included
Clayton Waste Management No Recycling
Davison BFi/Allied Recycling Included
Fenton BFi/Allied Recycling Inciuded
Flint Waste Management Recycling included
Flushing Waste management Recycling included
Forest Waste Management Recycling Inciuded
Gaines Waste Management Recycling Included
Genesee Waste Management Recycling Included
Grand Blanc BFi/Allied Recycling Included
Montrose Waste Management No Recycling

Mt. Morris Waste Management Volunteer Recycling
Mundy BFl/Allied Recycling Included
Richfield Waste Management Recycling Included
Thetford Waste Management Recydling Included
Vienna Waste Management Recycling Included

Villages

Gaines Waste Management Recycling Included
Goodrich Waste Management Recycling included
Otisville BFI/Allied Recycling Included
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EVALUATION OF DEFICIENCIES AND PROBLEMS

There are no major concerns in the existing solid waste system, although the following is a
description of problems or deficiencies that the County 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 in the
County.

) All residents should have knowledge of all of the recycling and composting
opportunities in their community.

o 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.

e A standardized reporting system submitted to the County that reports waste
generation and amounts recycled from commercial, residential and industrial
sectors.
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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 utilize population densities as well as
municipal boundaries to determine the best management plan.

The data represented in Table three (3) gives present and projected population from
1990 to 2010. Genesee County is expecting a two~three percent increase in population
over the next ten (10) years. With this very small increase in projections the rate of solid
waste generation should not vary significantly over the next ten (10) years. However,
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
development patterns of adjacent counties and with development patterns experienced
in Michigan. The trend should continue for the next ten (10) years. Individual 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 facilities, 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

Land Use in Genesee County
(in acres)

Commercial Industiral
2% 1%
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TABLE 3

GENESEE COUNTY
POPULATION ESTIMATES
LOCAL UNIT 1990 CENSUS| 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
CITIES:
BURTON 27,617 28,540 28,683 28,740 28.798 28.855 28913
CLIO 2,629 2,659 2672 2,678 2,683 2,688 2694
DAVISON 5,693 5757 5,786 5,797 5,809 5,821 5832
FENTON 8,444 9,363 9,550 9,598 9,646 9.694 9.743
FLINT 140761 | 138,164 : 138855! 139,133 139411| 138690 : 139,969
FLUSHING 8.542 8.750 8794 8,811 8820 _ .8847 8.864
GRAND BLANC 7.780 8.336 8378 8,394 8.411 8.428 8.445
LINDEN 2415 2,778 2,834 2.848 2,862 2,876 2,891
MONTROSE 1,811 1,906 1916 1819 1,923 1,927 1,931
MOUNT MORRIS 3.292 3,295 3.311 3.318 3.325 3,331 3338
SWARTZ CREEK 4,851 4,996 5,021 5,031 5,041 5,051 5,061
TOWNSHIPS:
ARGENTINE TWP 4,651 5.849 5,966 5996 6,026 6,056 6,086
ATLAS TWP 4635 5076 5101 5112 5,122 51321 5142
CLAYTON TWP- 7.368 7,358 7.395 7.410 7424 7.439 7,454
DAVISON TWP 14,671 15,448 156,757 15,836 15,915 15,994 16,074
FENTON TWP 10,055 11,450 11.679 11,737 11.796 11,855 11.914
ELINT TWP 34,081 33,692 34,264 34,332 34,401 34,470 34,539
FLUSHING TWP 9223 9,582 9,630 9,649 9.668 0.688 9,707
FOREST TWP* 3,685 3.763 3.782 3.789 3.787 3.805 3.812
GAINES TWp* 5.391 6.152 6,183 6.195 6,208 6.220 6,232
GENESEE TWP 24,083 23,791 23.910 23.958 24,006 24,054 24,102
GRAND BLANC TWP 25392 26,077 26,599 26,732 26,865 27,000 27,135
MONTROSE TWP 6,236 6,386 6418 6.431 6444 6.457 6469
MOUNT MORRIS TWP 25198 24,818 24,942 24,992 25042 25082 25142
MUNDY TWP 11.511 11,812 11.871 11,895 11,819 11,942 11,966
RICHFIELD TWP 7,271 7,578 7,616 7,631 7.646 7.662 7877
THETFORD TWP 8,333 8392 8434 8,451 8,468 8.485 8,502
VIENNA TWP 13.210 13,310 13.377 13,403 13,430 13,457 13,484
VILLAGES:
GOOQODRICH 916 1.127 1,133 1,135 1,137 1,138 1142
OTISVILLE 724 730 734 735 737 738 740
TOTAL 430,459 | 436,835 | 440,588 | 441,686 | 442,787 | 443,892 | 445001
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT
AND BUDGET ESTIMATES 436,700 | 437,700 { 435500 | 431,100| 425300 | 419.000

*Villages of Gaines, Lennon, and Otter Lake included in township population {otals

Adopted by Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 10/7/97
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ALTERNATIVE SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Committee reviewed the alternatives
approved in the 1990 Solid Waste Management Plan to reduce the amount of solid waste
ending up in sanitary landfils. The alternatives were analyzed from economical and
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 major sites; two located in the County and one locdted in an adjacent county. The 1990
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 must 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 intent of this plan to remain flexible and develop a strategy for management. To
attempt to foresee the future of such a dynamic industry and mandate 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 technologles and management techmques available are briefly
described as follows: - - :

1. 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 and 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 assembily 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.
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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
items 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 similar types of organizations.

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 rather 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.

Composting - Composting is a low technology application for reducing homeowners
grass clippings and leaves from 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 composting 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 evaiuated for effectiveness.

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 B 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 successiully at a larger scale.

27




Currently there is no real incentive for residents to want to recycle. These incentives
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 system could work in the same manner as bottle returns.

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

recycling.

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

® air emissions;
® ash disposal;
. power sales.

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

6. Landfilling - The landfilling of solid waste is the final component 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- landfill
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

managementfor Genesee County.

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

Management 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 Committee 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.

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
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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 CONDITIONS AUTHORIZED in the Current Import Volume Authorization of Solid Waste table.

CURRENT IMPORT VOLUME AUTHORIZATION OF SOLID WASTE

Allegan Genesee
Antrim Genesee
Bay Genesee
Branch - (Genesee
Cathoun Genesee
Cass Genesee
Charleviox Genesee ~
Clinton Genesee (\
Eaton - Genesee
Emmet Genesee
Grand Traverse Genesee
Gratiot Genesee
Ingham Genesee
Jackson Genesee
Kalkaska (enesee
Lapeer Genesee
Lenawee (Genesee 1100TPD
Livingston Genesee
Macomb Genesee
Montcalm Genesee
Qakland (enesee
Saginaw Genesee 1000TPD
Sanilac Genesee 1166TPD
Shiawasee Genesee
St Joseph Genesee
Tuscola (Genesee
Washtenaw Genesee
Wayne Genesee
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SELECTED SYSTEM

Ifa 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 fo 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
e

Genesee Allegan

Genesee Antrim

Geneses Bay

Geneses Branch

Genesee Calhoun N N
Genesee Cass -

Genesee Charleviox

Genesee Clinton

(Genesee Eaton

Genesee Emmet

Geneses Grand Traverse

Genesee Grafiot

Genesee Ingham

Genesee Jackson

Genesee Kalkaska

Genesee Lapeer

Genesee Lenawee 1100TPD
Genesee Livingston .
Genesee Macomb

Genesee Montcaim

Genesee Oakiand

Genesee Saginaw 1000TPD
Genesee Sanilac 1166TPD
Genesee Shiawasee

Genesee St Joseph

Genesee Tuscola

Geneses Washtenaw

Genesee Wayne

31



 PACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type;_1ransfer and Recycling Process Station

Facility Name: Avarill Recycling Inc.

County: Genesee  Locauon: Town:_1/NRange: R7E Section(s): 9

Map idenﬁfying location included in Attachment Section: [] Yes [K] No On Rowe Site Plan

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and Jocation for, Incinerator ash or
Tmnsferygmﬁm wactae:  Brent "RUn“and Litizens ﬁ.an%pfsﬁsf in Genesee: Eoungcy

[Jpublic [X] Private Owmer: Averill Recycling Inc.

Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply)
open S residential
O closed commercial
D licensed [X] industrial
] unlicensed X construction & demolition
] constructiofipermit J " contaminated soils =
[TJopen, but closure ] special wastes *
pending ] other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific Jist and/or conditions:

No special waste, only Type II inside of building

Site Size:
Total area of facility property: 16.5 acres
Total area sited for use: 9 acres
Total area permitted: 16.5 acres
Operating: ' 5 acres
Not excavated: __2___ acres
Current capacity: 300 KJtons or [lyds®
Estimated lifetime: 30 years
Estimated days open per year: 6 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 85,000 Kltons or [_yds®
Gf applicable)
Annual epergy prodoction:
Landfill gas recovery projects: N/A megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: N/A - megawalts
1

The transfer facility at the time of this plan update is currently in the
proposal stage.
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type;___Processing

Facility

Facility Name:  0BC Recye¢ling Processing Facility

County: Genesee Location: Town:_ T7N Range: R7E Section(s): 19

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [[1Yes [J No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or

Transfer Station wastes:

Ulrublic K] Private Owner:

CBC Recycling

Operating Status (check)

] open

I closed

L] licensed
unlicensed

] construction permit

[ Jopen, but closure
pending

Waste Types Received (check all that apply)
residential -~

commercial

industrial

construction & demolition
contaminated soils

special wastes*

other:

UOOBREE

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

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 volume:

(if applicable)

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

4.5 acres

1 acres

. acres

1 * acres

3.5 acres

3000 [tons or [ Jyds®
- years

285 days

10 [CJtons or [Jyds®
N/A megawatts

N/A megawatts

L The transfer facility at the time of this plan update is currently in the

proposal stage.
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS
Facility Type: (PROPOSED) Transfer Statiqn

Facility Name: City of Flint Transfer Station

County: _Genesee Location: Town:_T6N Range: R5E Section(s): 19

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [X] Yes [] No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Trangfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinarator ash or
Transfer Stafion wastas: Venwcergarktiennon, i1 CR1GaR fhaste anageme %3

[X Public [ Private Owner: Ci ty of Flint

Operating Statug (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply)
] open ‘ X residential
O closed ] commercial
J licensed O industria)
[y unlicensed X construction & demolition
J construction permit [ contaminaced soils
O open, but closure | special wastes *
pending ] other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

Site Size:

Total area of facility property: 15_5 acres
Total area sited for use: __Z__ agres
Total area permitted: — acres
Operating: . acres
Not excavated: . acres
Current capacity: o [ tons or [yds®
Estimated lifetime: 20 years
Estimated days open per year: 31z days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 150,000 [ rons or[X yds®
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: o megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: — megawatts

The transfer facility at the time of this plan update is currently in the

proposal stage.
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type;__S011d ‘Waste Transfer Station and Recycling

Facility Name: Resource Recovery of Flint, Inc.

County: _@_e_n_gsee Location: Towzx:__Ij‘__N Range: ___E_S_E_Secﬁou(s): 32
Map identifying lbcation included in Attachment Section: [_] Yes [ No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer ftan%n Fh,s ?zc final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or

Transfer Station wastes: _Brent Run

[publie K]Private  Owner: Resource Recovery of Flint, Inc.

I I =

Operating Stafus (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply) =
open K] tfesidential
closed XJ commercial
licensed | industrial
unlicensed XJ construction & demolition
“ construction permit ] contaminated soils
[Jopen, but closure ] special wastes ¥
pending ] other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

Site Size:
Total area of facility property: 3.5 acres
Total area sited for use: 3.5 acres
Total area permitted: acres
Operating: 3.5 acres
Not excavated: o acres
Current capacity: 300 [Teons or [Klyds* per day
Estimated lifetime: — years
Estimated days open per year: . 350 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 168,000 [ Jtons or X)yds®
(if applicable)
Anmual energy prodoction:
Landfill gas recovery projects: _N/A megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: _N/A megawatts
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type; So1id Waste Transfer Facility and Processing Plant

Facility Name: ya]1]ey Rubbish (Valley-1)

County: Genesee Location: Town: TGN Range: RSE_Section(s): 29

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: [_] Yes [ ] No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Statio
Transfer Station wastes: Venice Pal"k‘ Lan

,fiis]t ‘ {he final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or
i

K] Public [1Private Owner: : yaste Management of Michigan, Inc.

Operating Status (check)

construction permit
open, but closure
pending

] open

O closed

XJ licensed
O unlicensed
]

]

Waste Types Received (check all that apply)

P |

residential

commercial

industrial

construction & demolition
contaminated soils g
special wastes *

other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

This facility is not currently being used.

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 volume:

(if applicable)

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

*Building area is 5625 ft2

1.5 acres
acres

1.5 acres
*1.5 acres
1, acres

[ tons or [Jyds®
years
days

{7 tons or] ] yas®

megawatts
megawatts
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FACHLITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type;___type 1I and Type III

Facility Name:  jlaste Management/Venice Park Recycling & Disposal Facility

County:Shiawasse& ocation: Town: 17N Range: R4E Section(s):

Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: ] Yes [ No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or
Transfer Statior.wastes:

[Jpublic [¥] Private Owner: Waste Management

Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply)
open Xl residential
closed - ¥ commercial
] licensed - ] industrial
O unlicensed construction & demolition
O construction permit ] contaminated soils
[_lopen, but closure X special wastes *
pending N other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list ahd/or' conditions:
Asbestos; Medical waste; Venice Park RDF is also licensed to sotidify'non-hazardoL

liguids on site

Site Size:
Total area of facility property: 325 acres
Total area sited for use: __ 80 acres
Total area permitted: acres
Operating: ’ 36.04 acres
Not excavated: =0 acres
Current capacity: 666,667 [Xltons or [lyds®
Estimated lifetime: 2. years
Estimated days open per year: 281 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 333,333 [Xltons or [Jyds®
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: _1.2 megawatts
Waste~to-energy incinerators: o megawatts
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type:___Type II Sanitary Lémdfﬂ"]

Facility Name:  Brent Runy Inc.

County: Genesee Ipcation: Town; TON Range: R5E Section(s):

Map identifying location included in Atachment Section: [ ] Yes [J No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the fina] disposal site and location for Incinemtor ash or
Transfet Stationsastes:

[ rublic K] Private Ownmerr  Republic Services of Michigan, Inc.

Operating Status (check) Waste Types Received (check all that apply)

¥ open ] residential

] closed d commercial

O licensed X industrial

] unlicensed X construction & demolirion

1 construction permit X contaminated soils

J open, but closure X special wastes * -
pending - J other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions:

Site Size:
Total area of facility property: ___Z_af_ .17 acres
Total area sited for use: .243.17 acres
Total area permitted: —— acres
Operating: _ _38.91 acres
Not excavated: _67.56 acres
Current capacity: 12,000,000 (] tons or [Yyds®
Estimated lifedme: _20+ years
Estimated days open per year: 280 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 324,000 X3 tons o1 ] yds®
(if applicable)
Anmual énergy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: NA negawats
Weste-to-energy incinerators: NA Megawatts
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type:_ Type II Sanitary Landfill

Facility Name: Citizens Disposal, Inc.

County: Genesee  Location: Town:_IB6N Range: R6E Section(y): 23
Map identifying location included in Attachment Section: X) Yes [] No

If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or
Transfer Stanion wasies:

[Jpublic [X] Private Owner: ¢iizens Disposal, Inc.

Operating Status (check) - Waste Types Received (check alizthat apply)
X open residential o
O closed xJ commercial
O licensed X industrial
O uniicensed X construction & demolition
O CODStruction permit X conaminared soils -
[TJopen, bur closure special wasies *
pending ] other:

* Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list and/or conditions: o . P
Non-hazardous solid waste requiring prior review and approval including analyti

review.
Site Size:
Total area of facility property: 301 acres
Total area sited for use: 258 acres
Total area permirted: acres
Operating: __51.66 acres
Not excavared: =0~ acres
Current capacity: _20.4 M [Clons or X]yds®
Estimated lifetime: 30 years
Estimated days open per year: 310 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 1,066,711 Deons or (Kyds®
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: 2.4 megawalts
Waste-to-energy incinerasors: N/K megawais

e,
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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.

Burton Waste Management - Recycling included
Clio Waste Management Recycling Included
Davison BFI/Allied Recycling Included
Fenton Waste Management Recycling included
Flint City of Flint Recycling included
Flushing Waste Management Recydling included
Grand Blanc Waste Management Recycling Inciuded
Linden . Waste Management Recycling Included
Montrose Waste Management No Recycling

Mt. Morris Waste Management Recycling Included_
Swartz Creek Waste Management Recycling Included

Townships:

Argentine Waste Management Recycling Included
Atlas Waste Management - Recycling Included
Clayton Waste Management No Recycling
Davison BFI/Allied Recycling included
Fenton BFl/Allied Recycling Included
Flint Waste Management Recycling Included
Flushing Waste management Recycling Inciuded
Forest Waste Management Recyrcling 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 BFI/Allied Recycling Included
Richfield Waste Management Recycling Included
Thetford Waste Management Recycling Included
Vienna Waste Management Recycling Included

Villages

Gaines Waste Management Recycling inciuded
Goodrich Waste Management Recycling included
Otisville BFI/Allied Recycling Inciuded
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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 handie 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
accommeodate the present and future waste stream in Genesee County.

Resource Conservation Efforts

The following 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 landfills and incinerators is estimated for
each effort to be used, if possible. Since consefvation 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,
which will reduce the amount of materials requiring disposal.

Maximum utilization of recycling facilities in Unknown 40,000 65,000
Genesee County and surrounding counties
Composting and Recycling workshops for the Unknown 20,000 40,000

residents of Genesee County.

increase the private sector participation in waste Unknown 15,000 30,000
reduction efforts

Research the feasibility of a county wide recycling | Unknown 38,000 50,000
and composting program

Additional efforts and the above information for those efforts are listed on an attached
page.
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Waste Reduction, Recycling, & Composting Programs

Volume Reduction Technigues

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 listed. 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 programs is attached.

f il B B auhot s,
Encourage product reuse in the private and Unknown

public sector
implement volume reduction technigues for Unknown 2,000 5,000

GM: compacting and paper shredding
investigate the feasibility of implementing a Unknown 30,000 50,000

compacting and paper shredding program in

Genesee County

Additional efforts and the above information for those efforts are hsted on an attached
page.
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Overview Of Resource Recovery Programs

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 which exist or which may exist in the future are listed, followed by a discussion
regarding reducing or eliminating such impediments.

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

0 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:

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

0 Composting 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
Commission, local units of government and the private waste industry.

. 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 materials from the County's waste stream has
been evaluated and it has been determined that it is not feasible fo 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 portion 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.
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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.

Recycling

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 systerri intends to use a combination of thé following techniques to
increase the County’s recycling rate:

Investigate techniques to motivate the public to recycle;

Educational workshops on proper recycling techniques ;

Aggressive marketing efforts to promote recycling;

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 combination
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:

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 recyclable materials;

Maintaining the public interest by informing them of program results and
benefits.
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. On going publicity of the program through flyers, television commercials,
handbooks, etc.

The selected system 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 composting 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.higher
resource recovery rate for the county. The alliance would also meet among themselves
to discuss the progress of recycling 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 can 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 benefifs and
techniques of backyard composting. The program would include the following:

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

° The different types of composting methods:
> The bin system: a method using one or more bin 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).

» Vermicomposting: a method of composting using worms to recycle
food waste (excluding fatty foods, bones and meat) into a soil
conditioner that can be used as a fertilizer for plants and gardens.

» 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
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Existing Recycling Programs

Recycling
Recycling
Recycling
Recycling
Recycling
Recycling
Recycling
Recycling
No Recycling
Recycling
Recycling

Recycling
Recycling
No Recycling
Recycling
Recycling
Recycling
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
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Recycling Flushing Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Forest Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Gaines Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Genesee Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Grand Blanc Private o] b 5 5 5
No Recycling Montrose
Volunteer Mt. Morris Private d m 5 5 5
Recycling Mundy Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Richfield Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Thetford Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Vienna Private c b 5 5 5
Villages:
Recycling Gaines Private c 5 5 5
Recycling Goodrich Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Otisville Private c b 5 5 5

Yidentified by where the program will be offered. If throughout the planning area:, then listed by bianning area; if only in specific counties, then listed by county; if
only in specific municipalities, then listed by its name and respective county.

|dentified by 1= Designated Planning Agency; 2= County Board of Commissioners; 3= Department of Public Works; 4= Environmental; 5= Private
Owner/Operator; 6 = Other .

3identified by ¢= curbside; d= drop-off; o= onsite; and if other expiained. i
:Identified by d= daily; w= weekly; b= biweekly; m= monthly; and if seasonal service also indicated by Sp = Spring; Su = Summer; Fa = Fall; Wi = Winter.

Identified by the materials collected by listing of the lefter located by the material type. A= Plastics; B= Newspaper; C= Corrugated Containers; D= Other Paper;
E= Glass; F= Metals; P= Pallets; J= Construction/Demolition; K= Tires; L1, L2 efc.
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Proposed 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
Recyciing
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
Private
Private
Private
Private
Private
Private
Private
Private
Private
Private
Private
Private
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Villages:

Recycling Gaines Private c b. a,b,c,d 1 5 C 1
Recycling Goodrich Private c b a,b,c,d 1 5 1
Recycling Otisville Private c b ab,c,d 1 5 1
Recycling Commercial Private o b a,b,c,d,ef,p,k 5 5 1
Recycling Industry Private 0! b a,b,c,d,ef,p.jk 5 5 1
Recycling Vienna Private G b ab,cd 1 5

‘Identified by where the program 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 municipalities, then listed by its name and respective county.

2ldentified by 1= Designated Planning Agency; 2= County Board of Commissioners; 3= Department of Public Works; 4= Environmentai Group; 5= Private
Owner/Operator; 6 = Other .

31dentified by c= curbside; d= drop-off; o= onsite; and if other expiained.

“|dentified by d= daily; w= weekly; b= biweekly; m= monthly; and if seasonal service aiso indicated by Sp = Spring; Su = Summer; Fa = Fall; Wi = Winter.
S|dentified by the materials collected by listing of the letter located by the material type. A= Plastics; B= Newspaper; C= Corrugated Containers; D= Other Paper;
E= Glass; F= Metais; P= Pallets; J= Construction/Demolition; K= Tires; L1, L2 efc.
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Proposed Composting

Cities:
Burton

Clio

Davison
Fenton

Flint
Flushing
Grand Blanc
Linden
Montrose
Mt. Morris
Swariz 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

OO 000000000

Q0 0 O Q 0 O O

TABLE 3

s8££ &2 g ¢x

w,sp,su,fa
w,sp.su,fa
w,sp,su,fa

g,
a,l
gl
gl
gl
gl
g,
g.l
g,l

a.l.w,a,
g,l,w,a

g.lw,a
glw,a
gl

g,w,a
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Gaines Resident
Genesee Private
Grand Blanc  Private
Montrose Resident
Mt. Morris Private
Mundy Private
Richfield Private
Thetford Private
Vienna Private
Villages:

Gaines Private
Goodrich Private
Otisville Private

Commercial Private
Industry Private

OO0 0000000

(@]

w,sp,su,fa
w,sp,su,fa
w,sp,su,fa
w,sp,su,fa

w,sp,su,fa

g.lw,a
a.lw, 1 5 1
a.l.w, 1 5 1
g,lw 1 5 1
a.bw 1 5 1
glw,a
a.lw 1 5 1
g.d.w,a
g.lw,a
g,!,v:/:a
g.lw,a
g.i,w,a
gl fw 5 5 1
gl.fw.am 5 5 1

1Identiﬁed by where the program will be offered. If throughout the planning area, then listed by pianning area; if only in specific counties, then listed by county; if
only in specific municipalities, then listed by its name and respective county. '

2 dentified by 1= Designated Planning Agency; 2= County Board of Commissioners; 3= Department of Public Works; 4= Environmental Group; 5= Private

Owner/Operator; 6 = Other .

3identified by c= curbside; d= drop-off; o= onsite; and if other explained.

:Id‘ent!f!ec! by d= daily; w= weekly‘; b= bivye_ekly; m= monthly; and if seasonal service also indicated by Sp = Spring; Su = Summer; Fa = Fall; Wi = Winter.
Identified by the materials collected by listing pf the letter located by the materiat type. A= Plastics; B= Newspaper; C= Corrugated Containers; D= Other Paper;
E= Glass; F= Metals; P= Pallets; J= Construction/Demolition; K= Tires; L1, L2 efc. ' '
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TABLE 4

Existing Composting

There are currently no composting programs in the County. Only two local units of
government have their own programs that they implement.
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Identification Of Resource Recovery Management 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 resource 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:

Environmental Groups;
School System;

Local Units of Government;
Industry;

Commercial;

Waste Industry;
Community Groups;
Universities.

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 Depariment, 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:
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Annually

solid waste management programs

Evaluate and assist the efforts of local municipalifies to participate in| Annually
alternatives to land filling solid waste

Maintain education programs throughout Genesee County Annually
Promote home composting Annually
Promote waste reduction and resource conservation efforts Annually

Maintain a program of monitoring the efforts of the private sector on| Annually
recycling, composting and other alternatives to landfilling

Monitor importing waste from other counties 2000 - 2005

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

Construction Permits

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

Currently there is a movement to limit the amount of solid waste generated in Genesee County.
Limiting the amount of waste will be achievedthrough 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 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 Implementation Committee

The Solid Waste Management Implementation Commitiee 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 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
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.
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Ongoing Planning, Coordination and Implementation

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.

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.
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.

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.

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 faciliies shall be
constructed 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.
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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 implementation. These
programs are offered to avoid any miscommunication, which may result in improper handiing 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.

45 w blp " DPA
- 1,2,34.5 W ot — local municipalities DPA
14,5 ot = quide book © blp EX, DPA
1 ,'2,3,.4 e (expo) p.b.i.s O-a collaboration
of program
providers,
1234 w - s (6-12) LS.DPA
1,2,34 ot guide book, w, 0 Oo EX, DPA, EG

! Identified by 1 = recycling; 2 = composting; 3 = household waste; 4 = resource conservation; 5 = volume
reduction; 6 = other which is explained.

2 |dentified 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.

®|dentified 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.

* Jdentified by EX = MSU Extension; EG = Environmental Group (ldeniify Name); OO = Private
Owner/Operator (identify Name); HD = Health Department (ldentify Name); DPA = Designated Planning
Agency; Cu = College/ University (identify Name); LS = Local School (identify Name); I1SD = Intermediate
School District (Identify Name); O = Other which is explained.

Additional efforts and the above information for those efforts are listed in Appendix E.
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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 Il and Type lil landfilis, transfer stations,
processing plants and waste to energy faciliies are to be reviewed. The Solid Waste
Management Planning Commitiee 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 intend to retain the option of developing a landfill should conditions dictate the
need for such an action.

The criteria are intended to provide a reasonable, objective basis of evaluating potential
sites so that needed facilities can be developed in a manner, which will minimize
negative environmental impacts and community disruptions.

The criteria are intended to avoid arbitrary or discriminatory actions, which would prevent
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.

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.

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. ‘
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A.

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITIES

Primary Landfill Siting Criteria

1.

Minimum Isolation Distances (required by Act 451)

a. The active work area for new sanitary landfills or expansions to existing

sanitary landfilis shall not be located cioser 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 ruhway
of an airport licensed by the Michigan Aeronautics Commission. (Act
451, Sec. 30 (5)).

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

Floodplains and Wetlands

a. Although landfill siting in these areas is not strictly prohibited by Act 451,

- Genesee County 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.

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 borings and soil analysis will be required for each proposed
landfill site.

Site Accessibility

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

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

the proposed active fili area.

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

6.  Environmental, Historic, and Archaeological Areas
The site should not be located in an environmental area, nor in a designated
historic or archaeological area.

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 .

natural sites and 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 landfiling shall be determined with the
application for siting.

3. Description, 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. Adjacent 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 surrounding area. Any 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 nonconforming 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
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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:

Certain ancillary construction details, such as landscaping and screening

Hours of operation
Noise, liter, odor and dust control
Facility security

Schedule for Development
A proposed plan for development shall be submltted 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.

Surface Drainage
The plan shall show ali 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.

Enforcing Agent Review
The proposed developer shall obtain a written advisory analysis from the

Genesee County Health Department.

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.

60




Negotiations

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

As a starting point, the county, the host municipality, and the private owner/operator 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 greenbeilts, landscaping, screening and fencing
Hours of operation '
On-site access roads
Control of noise, litter, dust, odors, and vectors
Operating records and reports i =
Security
Monitoring of wastes accepted and prohibited, and waste separation/diversion for
_ recycling
. Surcharges or royalties

¢ & & ¢ ¢ o o

The owners/operators 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 Sclid 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
include the reasons and facts, which support that decision.

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-Application Conference (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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Michigan Department of 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.

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 withthe development of a dlsposal
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 contammg
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.
. Date, north point, and scale.
The dimensions of all lot and property lines for the subject property and
- ali 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 dwellmgs within a one (1) 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 planmng commitiee
formed to appeal the request.

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
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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 notify the
developer of any deficiencies in the submission and shall have a thirty (30) day
review period after written confirmation {o 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.

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
Pfanning 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.

Primary Transfer Station Siting Criteria

1. Minimum Isolation 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 exiting 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 allow 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 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 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 pian 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 1186 will not be allowed.

6. Sensitive Environmental, Historic, and Archaeological Areas
The site should not be located in a sensitive environmental area, nor in a

designated historic or archaeological area.

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. Proposed 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 & Easemenis
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.
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Adjacent Land Use

It is the intention of the county to have new fransfer stations sited in a manner
that will minimize adverse impacts on the surrounding area. Any 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 shail show
coordination with the local municipalities’ master plan. The local municipality
must confirm Non conforming use or special use permit requirements.

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 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 Management Plan. Allowable areas of local

regulation include:

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

C. Noise, liter, odor and dust control

d. Facility security

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.

Surface Drainage
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.

Enforcing Agent Review
The proposed developer shall obtain a written advisory analysis from the

Genesee County Health Department.

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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Negotiations

Although Act 451 does not specifically require negotiations between a transfer station
owner/operator 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
owner/operator 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 municipaity, and the private owner/operator 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 greenbeilts, Iandscapmg, screenmg, and fencing
Hours of operation

On-site access roads

Control of noise, litter, dust, odors, and vectors

Operating records and reports __
Security '

Monitoring of wastes accepted and prohibited

Surcharges or royalties

ENODO A LN

The owners/operators of transfer stations should recognize the importance of negotiating
with the county and the municipality to ensufre 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.

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 fransfer station may request a pre-application
conference with a representative of the designated solid waste planning agency,
Genesee 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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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 and required information.

Submission of Proposed Site for Form Review

The applicant shouid 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.

property and all adjacent parcels.
The location of all existing structures on the subject property.

®
. The location of all existing access roads
o The location and right-of-way widths of all abutting roads.
° 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 County.

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



completion of its review, the agency shall submit its report and recommendations
to the developer, the Genesee County Health Department and the local
municipality. f 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.

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 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 as consistent with the county plan
thirty (30) days after written confirmation that all required data has been

submitted.
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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 Commissioners.

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

j Ten years of disposal capacity has not been identified in this Plan. The

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

e,
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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 evaluatxons 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 recycling or composting.

Materials Volume Being Recycled Volume Available
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 composted 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 composted 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:

Equipmént Selection

Existing Programs:
The local muknicipalities 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 focal
zoning and or building regulations and are subject to local government approval.
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Composting Operating Parameters:

The following identifies some of the operating parameters whxch 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:

Program Name: pH Range Heat Range Other Parameter Measurement
' ‘ Unit
Proposed Programs:
Program Name: pH Range Heat Range Other Parameter Measurement
Unit
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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 necessary 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 impiementing 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.

A-4
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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.

System Component’

Estimated Costs

Pbtential Funding Sources

Resource Conservation Efforts | Unknown | Private/DPA
Resource Recovery Programs | Unknown Private/DPA
Volume Reduction Techniques | Unknown Private/DPA
Collection Processes Unknown Private
Transportation Unknown Private
Disposal Areas Unknown Private
Future Disposal Area Uses Unknown Private
Management Arrangements Unknown Private/Designated
Planning
Committee
Educational & Informational | Unknown Designated Planning
Programs Agency

' These components and their subcomponents may vary with each system.




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 fo
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

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.

Economics
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:

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.
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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 pubhc and private
sector on solid waste issues.

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

4.  The existing technology is capable of handling 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.

6. The selected system is economically feasible.

7.

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

Disadvantages

1.

Household hazardous waste collections are very expensive to run.
The selected system uses the landfills as it primary means of disposal.

Recycling markets are very unstable.

Keeping track of the amount of material being recycled in the County may be difficult.

Record keeping of waste generation in the County is dificult.
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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 non-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 weli for the County for the past two (2)
decades, no alternative system was evaluated. ‘

System Components

The following briefly d’escribes the various components of the non-selected system.

- Resource Conservation Efforts

_ Volume Reduction Technigues

Resource Recovery Programs

Collection Processes

Transportation

Disposal Areas

institutional Arrangements
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Educational And Informational Programs

Capital, Operational, And Maintenance Cosis

Evaluation Summary of Non-SeIecfed 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 manageme'rﬁ system has pros and cons relating to its implementation within
the County. Following is a summary of the major advantages and-disadvantages for this non-
selected system.

Advantages
1.
2
3.
4
5.

Disadvantages

1.

2.

B-2
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND APPROVAL

The following summarizes the processes which were used in the development and local
approval of the Pilan including a summary of public participation in those processes,
documentation of each of the require approval steps, and a description of the appointment of
the solid waste management 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 committee, 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 poliution information, collected by the
University of Michigan, for the Genesee Township Power Plant, for the plan.
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GENESEE COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
August 20, 1998

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp.

Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon

Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition
Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint

Gregory A. Reed, Citizen Representative
Mark Stephens, Citizen Representative
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal
Steve Thurman, General Motors Corp.

OTHERS PRESENT:

Chapin W. Cook, GCMPC
Tom Goergen, GCMPC
Claude Miller, GCMPC

Lynn Randalil, GCMPC

Sue English, Mundy Township
John Petit, Health Department

MEMBERS ABSENT: -

Floyd Clack, County Commissioner

Terry Cooney, City Environmental Services

Robert DeOrsey, BFI

Eidon Dunklee, City of Montrose

Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative
CALL TO ORDER

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

Mr. Cook asked those present to introduce themselves.
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OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS THE COMMITTEE
There were none presen't.
HISTORY 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 1879 with the adoption of the county’s “641 Solid
Waste Plan.” The plan was updated in 1984 and 1990. It was amended in both
1992 and 1994. ,

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 AN ELECTION SUBCOMMITTEE
Mr. Cook stated that the committee needs to establish an élection 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.
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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, 1998
April 15, 1999

July 15, 1999

The following dates will be used if they are needed:

February 18, 1999 - -
March 18, 1999

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

k:\wastemgtiminutes
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GENESEE COUNTY

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
November 19, 1998

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint, Chairperson :
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson
Terry Cooney, City Environmental Services

Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose

Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp.

Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition

Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V

Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative

Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal

Steve Thurman, General Motors Cofp.

" OTHERS PRESENT:

Chapin W. Cook, GCMPC
Tom Goergen, GCMPC
Lynn Randall, GCMPC
- Sue English, Mundy Township
MEMBERS ABSENT:
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner
Robert DeOrsey, BFI

Gregory A. Reed, Citizen Representative
Mark Stephens, Citizen Representative

CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Cook called thve 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.
Cook asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes.

C-5



Action Taken -- Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Kuhlmann, to approve
the minutes of August 20, 1998.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS THE COMMITTEE

There were none present.

ADOPTION OF BY-LAWS

Mr. Goergen 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 Commitiee By-Laws as

presented. o

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

ELECTION OF OFFICERS

Mr. Cook asked for nominations for both Chairperson and Vice Chairperson. Mr.
Hammer and Mr. Kuhlmann both volunteered to be chairperson, and Ms.
Johnson volunteered to be Vice Chairperson. By secret ballot;. 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 Chairperson 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 o maximize recycling and resource recovery. He stated that
items 1-5 were out of the existing Genesee County Solid Waste Management
Plan, while ltem 6 dealt with the new regulations issued by the State of Michigan.
He further stated that the percentage of waste-to-energy (ltem 6a) may need to
be adjusted fo be attainable by the year 2005.
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REVIEW OF EXISTING WASTE GENERATION AND DISPOSAL

Mr. Goergen provided copies of the survey results to those present. He stated
that surveys had been mailed to industrial waste generators, transporters,
recyclers and facilities. He further stated that the survey results were in 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 reminded 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. Cooney, to adjourn the
meeting of the Solid Waste Planning Committee.

= MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
The meeting was adjourned at 3:00 p.m.

Submitted by,

Lynn Randall
Secretary

k:\wastemgtiminutes
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: GENESEE COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
January 21, 1999

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint, Chairperson

Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson
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 Thurman, General Motors Corp.

. OTHERS PRESENT:
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 Hammer, Davison Twp.
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region 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, 1998, meeting were presented for review. Mr.
Kuhimann asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes.

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

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS THE COMMITTEE

Mr. Kuhimann stated that he had a video from BFIl 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. He also introduced Ms. Comeakco Copeland as the staff person

= assigned to the Solid Waste Committee. Mr. Herberholz and Mr. Tefertiller
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 recommendation, 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 modified 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 DISPOSAL
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. ‘
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REVIEW OF POPULATION AND HOUSING ESTIMATES
Mr. Goergen stated that the population estimates were adopted by the Genesee
County Metropolitan Planning Commission 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. Kuhimann entertained a motion for adjournment.

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

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

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

Submitted by, i - -

Lynn Randall
Secretary

k:\wastemgt\minutes
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GENESEE COUNTY ~
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
April 18, 1999

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Hans Kuhimann, 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:
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
Eidon Dunklee, City of Montrose
Ed King, BFI '
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V
CALL TO ORDER
Ms. Johnson called the meeting to order at approximately 1:30 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.
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Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Keim, supported by Mr. Cooney, to approve the
minutes of March 25, 1999.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE

None.

CRITERIA FOR COUNTIES REQUESTING INCLUSION 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.
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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
FACILITIES

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, whlle the national
average is 4.5 |bs. per day.

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

SCHEDUL!NG OF AREA LANDFILL TOUR
The tour of Citizens Landfill in Grand Blanc was scheduled for June 17, 1999 at
11:00 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 County 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 1:30 p.m.

ADJOURNMENT

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

Submitted by,

Lynn Randall
Secretary

k:\wastemgt\iminutes
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GENESEE COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
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

MEMBERS ABSENT:

Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint, Chairperson

Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose

Ed King, BF!

CALL TO ORDER

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

MINUTES - April 15, 1999

The minutes of the April 15, 1998, meeting were presented for review. Mr.
Hammer asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes.
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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 INDIVIDUALS 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 explalnmg 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 specxfy 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. Composting facilities outside of a landfill
could be kept separate. Landfills and transfer stations would be two separate

portions.
COUNTIES REQUESTING IMPORT/EXPORT INCLUDSION 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 solid

C-15
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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 LANDFILL TOUR

Mr. Goergen 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 11 from
12:00 to 4:30 p.m. for the general public to tour the landfill.

REPORT ON THE MICHIGAN RECYCLING COALITION CONFERENCE
Mr. éoergen stated that on May 20 he had attended the Michigan Coalition’s
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 comes 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 UNANIMOUSLY

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

Submitted by,

Lynn Randall
Secretary

k:\wastemgt\minutes

C-16



GENESEE COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
June 17, 1999

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Terry Cooney, Waste Management
Kevin Hammer, Davison Twp.

Dan Harrett, General Metors 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
Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC

Sue English, Mundy Township

Tom Goergen, GCMPC

John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept.
Lynn Randall, GCMPC

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint, Chairperson
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose : -
Ed King, BF! o
CALL TO 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 - 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 Mr. Ragsdale, supported by Mr. Thornton, to approve the minutes of
May 27, 1999 as presented.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE

None.
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DISCUSSION OF SECTION 2 - DATA BASE
A facility 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 1.6

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 B

Section 4 was distributed to those present. Mr. Goergen stated that provisions have been made
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 cancelied.

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Thornton, supported by Mr. Ragsdale, to cancel the July 15

meeting and reschedule it for August 19.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Hammer entertained a motion 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, , 63

Lynn Randall
Secretary

kiwastemgfiminutes
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GENESEE COUNTY

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
September 16, 1999

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Hans Kuhimann, City of Fiint, Chairperson

Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson
Fioyd Clack, County Commissioner

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-Coerdinator, GCMPC o
Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC

Nancy Dillingham, 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 -lealth Dept.

Lynn Randall, GCMPC

Jeff Woolstrum, Honigman Miller Schwartz and Cohn

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose
Ed King, BFI
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative
I CALL TO ORDER
Chairperson Kuhlmann called the meeting to order at approximately 1:48 p.m.

i MINUTES - June 17, 1999

The minutes of the June 17, 1999 meeting were presented for review. Chairperson Kuhlmann
asked for corrections and/or additions to the minutes.

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

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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L.

V.

S

OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE

Mr. Bagleykdistributed a flyer regarding Genesee County’s Household Hazardous Waste
Collection Day.

SELECTED SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

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

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Hammer, supported by Mr. Harrett, to approve the Draft Revision

- of the Alternative Solid Waste management System section.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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: Sy

Discussion ensued regarding those counties that put restrictions on the amount of waste that ¢ '
they would receive from Genesee County and those counties that have capacity problems. Staff e
recommended that the following counties be included Genesee County’s Solid- Waste
Management Plan as potential importers/exporters: Allegan, Antrim, Bay, Branch, Cathoun,
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, Lenawee, Livingston, Mason, Monroe, Montcalm, Oakland, Ottawa
St. Joseph, Shiawassee, Tuscola, and Washtenaw.

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

MOTION CARRIED

- Action Taken — Motjon by Mr. Thornton, 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. Kuhimann, B. Thornton ?
Nays: S. Johnson, H. Keim .

MOTION CARRIED
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V8. FINANCING OF SOLID WASTE PROGRAMS
Discussion centered around ways to finance the implementation of and future updates to the
solid waste plan, including tipping fees, host agreements, licensing fees and donations from

landfill operators. Mr. Clack suggested that a subcommittee be formed to look into possible
funding scenarios. It was decided that the subcommitiee 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 3:50 p.m.

Submitted by,

Lynn Randaﬂr
Secretary

kiwastemgtiminutes
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GENESEE COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING NOTES
January 20, 2000

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp.
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 County Health Dept. =
Dave Herberholz, Waste Management

John Pettit, Genesee County Healith Dept.

Lynn Randall, GCMPC

MEMBERS ABSENT:

I

Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint, Chairperson

Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice Chairperson
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner

Terry Cooney, Waste Management

Eldon Dunkiee, City of Montrose

Ed King, BFI

Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V

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.

MINUTES - September 16, 1999
No action faken.

OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE

None.
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v.
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
separation/diversion for recycling if feasible .
- Under Submission of Proposed Site for Form Review (pages 6 & 7) - expand to include
private/public water systems/sewer/gas lines/utility easements
- Under Submission of Proposed Site for Form Review (page 7, 15" paragraph) insert the
word “whether” after the word “determination”
Under Responsibilities for Conducting Review (page 7, #4) - remove “the Genesee
County Metropolitan Planning Commission” :
;
- 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.
Vi, SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMPONENTS
The Solid Waste Management Components section was distributed to those members present.
VIl.  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 at 1:30 p.m.
The meeting was adjourned at approximately 2:30 p.m.
Submitted by,
Lynn Randall

e .

{
SITING CRITERIA FOR SOLID WASTE FACILITIES, TRANSFER STATIONS AND

Office Manager
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GENESEE COUNTY ,
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
February 24, 2000

MEMBERS PRESENT:

OTHERS 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)

Darren Bagley, MSU Coop Extension
Comeakco 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

CALL TO ORDER

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

MINUTES - September 16, 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 ltem 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
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v.

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.

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, L.A.1.a. “exiting” should read “existing”.

Ms. Johnson requested that the distance requirement from domiciles be changed from
300 feet to ¥ mile and that those structures within the %% 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 Taken -- 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 from 300 feet to % mile and that those structures
within the Y2 mile radius be purchased.

MOTION FAILED DUE TO LACK OF SUPPORT

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Cooney, supported by Mr. Kuhimann, to accept the
section entitied “Siting Criteria for Solid Waste Facilities, Transfer Stations and Recycling

Facilities” as presented.

Ayes: T. Cooney, D. Harrett, H. Kuhimann, B. Rosa, B. Thornton, J. Webber

Nays: S. Johnson
Abstentions: H. Keim

MOTION CARRIED
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.

C-25
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Action Taken - Motion by Ms. Johnson, supported by Mr. Rosa, to accept the section
entitied “Overview of Resource Recovery Programs” as presented.

- MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
VL 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. Keim, to accept the section
entitled “Solid Waste Management Components” as presented.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Vil. 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
1’\ Genesee County. She explained that column 1 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

organization/agency 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
Vill.  ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 2:30 p.m.
Submitted by,

Lynn Randall
Office Manager
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GENESEE COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
March 16, 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
Tom Goergen, GCMPC
Terry Guerin, Granger

John Pettit, Genesee County Health Dept.
Lynn Randall, GCMPC

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint, Chairperson
Floyd Clack, County Commissioner
Eldon Dunkiee, City of Montrose
Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V
James Webber, Great Lakes (Allied)
L CALL TO ORDER
Vice Chairperson Johnson called the meeting to order at approximately 1:35 p.m.

. 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
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Iv.

OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE

None.

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 from domiciles could be changed from 300 feet to 2 mile and whether
those structures within the %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 iong as they do not preclude the location of
the landfill. However, landfills cannot be required to purchase the homes of residents in
the restrictive area.

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 members to review the Plan and submit any
questions or comments that they may have in writing prior to the May meeting.

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 Commissioners and that we wanted to avoid reciprocal

agreements.

NOTICES

4/15/2000 Genesee County, MSU Extension and Urban Garden League were
hosting a one day backyard composting bin sale. Composting bins would
be sold for $35.00 (1/2 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.
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5/13/2000 Household Hazardous Waste Collection will be held at the following
locations:

10:00 - 2:00 Fenton High School on Owen Road

10:00 - 2:00 Skill Center in Mundy Township
10:00 - 4:00 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 1:30 p.m.

The meeting was adjoukrned at 1:58 p.m.

Submitted by,

Lynn Randall

- Office Manager
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GENESEE COUNTY
 SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING NOTES
April 20, 2000

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Terry Cooney, Waste Management

Jim Jacques, Richfield Township

Hans Kuhimann, 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, Republic/Tri-County

Terry Guerin, Granger

Angie Lavengood, 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
. 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.

i MINUTES - March 16, 2000
No action taken.

il OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE

None.
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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. Kuhiman requested the list of the transfer stations. They are:

> Averill Resource
> CBC
> Valley -
e Chupek (new)
> City of Flint (proposed/new)

Mr. Goergin stated that the Solid Waste Management Plan approval prbcess would be
as follows:

> Solid Waste Committee, the plan will be brought before the committee on
May 18, 2000, upon approval;

> 90-day Public Comment Period;

> Board of Commissioners, if approved,

> Local Units, pending 2/3 majority approval;

> DEQ (they have 45 days to approve)

ADJOURNMENT

The next Solid Waste Management Meeting was scheduled for May 18, 2000 at 1:30
p.m.

The meeting was adjourned at approXimately 2:20 p.m.

Submitted by,

Angie Lavengood

Secretary
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GENESEE COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
6/22/00

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Eldon Dunkiee, City of Montrose
Dan Harrett, General Motors Corp.
Sharon Johnson, Genesee Audubon, Vice-Chairperson
Hal Keim, G.C. Area Recycling Coalition
Hans Kuhimann, City of Flint, Chairperson
- Jerry Ragsdale, GLS Region V
Brian Rosa, Citizen Representative
Robert Thornton, Citizens Disposal
James Webber, Great Lakes (Allied)

OTHERS PRESENT: -

Comeakco Copeland, GCMPC : o
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
L CALL TO ORDER
Chairperson Kuhiman called the meeting to order at approximately 1:35 p.m.

{8 MINUTES - March 16, 2000

The minutes of the March 16, 2000 meeting were presented for review. Chairperson
Kuhlman asked for corrections and/or additions o the minutes.

Action Taken -- Motion by Mr. Dunklee, supported by Mr. Ragsdale, to approve the
minutes of the March 16, 2000.

Hi. OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS COMMITTEE

None.
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GENESEE COUNTY 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 Commissione4s decision
* any Public Hearing minutes
. Public 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 settiement to the dispute.

Mr. Thornton 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 meetall 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 commitiee 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 foliows:

o 90-day Public Comment Period;

J a Public Hearing on the Draft Plan;

o Board of Commissioners (30 days), if approved (they can request
changes); '

® Local Units, pending 2/3 majority approval (no time requirement);

® DEQ (they have 45 days fo approve)

Chairperson Kuhiman 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.
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V. ADJOURNMENT
Chairperson Kuhlman adjourned at approximately 2:15 p.m.
Submitted by,

Angie Lavengood
Secretary
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Solid Waste Management Plan
PUBLIC HEARING

GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
1101 BEACH STREET, 3" FLOOR, HARRIS AUDITORIUM
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 2000
6:00 P.M.

A-G-E-N-D-A

Call to Order
Introduction of Staff
Brief Explanation of the Solid Waste Management Plan

Opportunity for Individuals to Comment on the Solid Waste Management
Plan

Adjournment



PUBLIC NOTICE

Tne Geneses Comnty Sofid Waste Management Plan Update that ls requived under Act 451, Part
145 of the Michigan Environmeital Protection Act, 1994 as amended has been released for
nubllc review and comiment.
The release of the draft plan is the first task in the approval process of the plan. As of
September 12, 2000, the reguired S0-tay public somement periad an the plan Iz in effsct. The
draft plan can be revigwed at gl public fbraries, focal Unlts of govemment and the Genesse
County Metropolitan Fianning Garmmission. A public hearing for the plan is scheduled for
Thirstay, Novamber 16, 2000, at 5:00 p.m.
Hamiz Auditotrivm, 3rd Finor
fiencses Comty Adminkstralion Building
1101 Beach Street, Fiin,
After the somment period, the Solid Waste Planning Commitiee will make any necessary
changes based on comments received, either in wiiting or at ihe public fiearing. Al witten
comments should be submilted in writing to: =

{3enesee Counly Metropelitan Planning Comrmission
At Thomes Goemen
1101 Reach Street, Room 223
Flint, Michigan 48502
{810} 257-3010

1509534
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Genesee County
Solid Waste Plan Public Hearing
Harris Auditorium
November 16, 2000
6:00 p.m.

Public present:

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, Inc., P.O. Box 68, Wayne, Ml

Dan Harrett, General Motors, Mfg., G-2238 W. Bristol Road, Flint, Ml

Boyt Johnson, United Plastics, 1227 Garfield St., Flint, Mi

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Rd., Flint, Ml

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Fiint, Ml

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
Genesee 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 opening up the comment
period. He 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 Commission

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission

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 Planning 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

1 person from county

1 person from townships

1 person from villages

3 individuals at large.
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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. He 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 exampie recycling.
He stated that the plan is designed to identify how the county will handle the waste stream for
the next 5 years. In another 5 years the plan would need to updated again.

Mr. Goergen explained that there are 2 active landfills 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 1/2 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 one 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 maintain their own collection facilities, all of the other cities,
townships, and villages basically contract with a hauler or with a company to handie 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
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 amount 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. He 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
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
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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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Early on the Board knew there would be this fee structure. Is that is here somewhere?

Tom Goergen, Assistant 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, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
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 should the county
board choose. It is up to the County Board of Commissioners to make that determination.

Comnjissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Fiint, M!
You don't know the page?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

No, | 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., Flint, Ml

You are saying, and | remember the meeting where | 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 Director - Genesee 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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI
This cost will be to update the Plan to 2005?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
That's right.

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.
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Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
What would it be in today's dollars?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 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 80,00. 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 Commission

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 the
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 plan.

Commissioner Fred Shaliz, Couhtv Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI
That's this 80,000.007

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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Mi
There are dollars above this 80,000.00.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
No. The 80,000 are to update the Plan. That is in five years, yes.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach 8t., Flint, Ml
Is there any other cost?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan 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, MI
When you do this maintaining and these studies it is at a cost?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yes, that is going to be a cost.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Will that cost be above this 80,000.007

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
What we are planning is a full-time person working on that.
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Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
How much is that about 40,000.00 to 50,000.00?7

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Probably closer to 50,000.00 1o 60,000.00.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
That's salaried.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commissio
Salary, fringes... :

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
So that a year?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Um hmm. '

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Mi
The_80,000.00 is after 5 years. So | have to take the 50,000 time 5 and call it 250. Now we got

80 into 250, now is there any other costs?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission ~
One of the things that the Solid Waste Committee would like the County to undertake was {o
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, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 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 and
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. [f they
are dirty they may not be recycled. They may actually end up in a landfill because the recycling
firms are not going to take the time to recycle them. So basically what we are looking at is o
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 Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, M
So is that something that the salaried person is going to be doing?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yes.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, M|
Is this educate thing. Perhaps this is something the private sector could do?
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Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
But the private sector hasn't.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Could they take that over?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 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, Ml
So | 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 Piannmq Commission
Not off the top of my head.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Mi

Are you saying you want the private sector to pick that cost up?

Tom Goergen, Aésistant Director - Genesee County Mé—f-ropolitan Planning Commission

What | was asked by the County Board was to develop a system for the private sector to
develop that.

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 Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

No. The haulers are not all listed in there. | 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 implementation of the Plan.
That is what we were designing the system to do.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Who would be a part of that?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
I am trying to arrive at how many entities we have that would be assessed to pay for this.
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Tom Goergen, Assistant Director - Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

That would be determined basically by the County Board. Our recommendation to the County
Board would be that it would be the landfills, the haulers, and the transfer faciliies. 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, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
How many are there?

Tom 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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
How many waste haulers are there about? '

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 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 doresidential and commercial hauling.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
There are 7 entities that will pay for this?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Génesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Ummhmm.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Let's assume all 7 are about the same size. Is it fair to say that | would divide 7 into the 3307

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County MetropolitanPlanning Commission

No. What we were going to do in order to make it fair was o 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 shouidn't be paying the same amount as a firm
that handles a million cubic yards of waste.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Fiint, Ml
Are you saying that when you add those dollars up by tonage or however you are going to do it,
you would pay this 330,0007

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yeah, that is what it is for.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI
Now back to my question, we have the 7 entities.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Ummhmm.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Let's assume all 7 are equal in size and equal in tonage. Would | divide the 7 into the 3307
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Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yes.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Mi
That's 47,000.00 every & years?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
No, that is per year.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
So it is 47,000 per.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
| don't follow what... '

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission :
Yes it would be the total. The 330,000 would be the total cost for the 5-year process.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Oh, Ok. l am sorry.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
So this would be the total for 5 years. If it were divided by 5 then, we'll say 9,000.00 a year

each. Correct?

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
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, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning

Commission
Your math is right.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
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, Ml
Your formula could be different, If | understand this you are going to ask the private sector pick
up this cost. What are other counties doing?
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Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

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., Flint, Ml
Now the Board of Commissioner 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 Planning Commission
Lennon wouldn't be. ' ’

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 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.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, Counfty Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI
What page are you on? ' -

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
I'm on page 9.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, M|
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 Beach St., Flint, Ml
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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
OK

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Shiawassee County portion of Lennon are not.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
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.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 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.
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Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
So we have to talk about this cost here.

Tom Goérqen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County 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, Ml
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, Ml
And there will be nothing in this Plan dealing with the doliars to pay for it?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County 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 Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners: 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
" So we have time then, the Board has time to discuss this.

N

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yes. Absolutely. B

Chapin W Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning

Commission
Plenty of time.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Maybe 3 years.

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning

Commission
We are hoping not 3 years.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
We are hoping that is will be pretty much in place by summer.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Because really, for the record, this cost you know the private sector, really bothers me. | 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 Commission

Yep.
6;

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
And are they familiar with this cost?
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Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yep

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
And what do they say about it?

- Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
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, Dlrector/Coordmator of the Genesee County Metropolitan 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 can be collected.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
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 fo deal with the costs.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Well, in the interim what | am 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 chhlgan inc., P O Box 68, Wayne, Ml
Have you run the Plan past DEQ.

Tom GoerqenLAsszstant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yes

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, Inc., P O Box 68, Wayne, M|
There are parts of the fee structure that are ambiguous.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
| 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 O Box 68, Wayne, Ml
‘No you are talking about the fee structure.

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission .

No we are talking about the Plan.

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, Inc., P O Box 68, Wayne, M|
I am talking about the fee structure.
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Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan 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, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI
The law says we have to approve a Plan.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yes. '

Commissioner Fred Shailtz, County Board of Commissioners, 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 we-have to approve that?

That depends on the local units. If the local units address the Plan immediately, my guess is by
March we will be submitting it to DEQ. Now that is really opftimistic Fred. But, by March
potentially we could send it to DEQ.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Mi
Let's say we get it back in June

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
That would be perfect.

Commissioner Fred Shaliz, County Board of Commissioners, 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, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Mefropolitan 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, Counfy Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Waste haulers and these other companies probably thought they would just deal with the dollars
fo pay for it at another time.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
They understand the quandary that county is in and how to pay for it. {won't say they fotally
embraced the concept "yeah, we want to give you money to cover these costs', but they do
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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 Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
The big cost, as | 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. |
think | kind of like that. [t is certainly better than the total of the 300,000.00.

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road. Flint, Ml
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, Fiint, Ml
You are going to have a program in set.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan 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, MI
With the dollar error we should set up a little recycling training center.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Rather than hiring someone? ‘

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road, Flint, M
Oh, exactly. | could take that 9,000.00 and...

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
I think that is going to be the big thing.

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road, Fiint, M!
Educate. If you educate the children...

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
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.
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Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Fiint, Ml
But when they find out that instead of the 80,000.00 it is going to be 330,000.00. | 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, AICP, Director/Coordinator 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 all of
that money, how many plans have they put in place on recycling?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
| don't' know of any. ‘

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission
So, what you are saying could happen, whether it will...

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
That's a long shot.

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning

Commission
And | think that is really the issue and | think that is the issue that concerned staff, and as a

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 the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
That's right '

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator 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, M
Well, maybe these people shouid start working on a plan, and education plan maybe.

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 S. Averill Road, Flint, Mi
| think that would be an appropriate idea. | think 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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
They weren't making any money on it
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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, Dsrector/Coordlnator of the Genesee County Mefropolitan 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 reasonable. 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 falked about has absolutely nothing to
do with the Pian.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
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 has never chosen to do a fee structure.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI

But | am saying when you come to the Board and we are going to come up with the dollars, how
we are going fo 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 Metropolitan Planning Commission
Yep. That's right.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Mi

All | 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 Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, MI
This is a good Plan; everything else in here is fine.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Ok. Ok, now what | 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, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
I thought this was the Public Hearing.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
This is just the discussion.
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Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
Well, | will have to repeat my comments then for the record.

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning

Commission »
We have now done roman numeral number 3, Brief explanation. Now we have an opportunity

for comments,

Commissioner Fréd Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml
But he asked for questions.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
| did.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Mi
In the yellow up there be ready because | will have to ask these same questions and everything

all over again.

Tom Goerqeh, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
But understand Fred, the Plan only mentions the ability to 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.

Siephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, inc., P O Box 68, Wayne, Ml
| 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 Box 68, Wayne, Ml
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 O Box 68, Wawne, Ml
This is the section that | 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, Ml
What you just said where is that at here?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

It is the last sentence under D, Financial Capabilities. The County Board has the 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
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- those comments.

County Board wish to do it, it doesn't need to say that, the County Board has the ability to do
that regardiess, to establish fees or to not establish fees, you know that.

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissionhers, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Mi
| know that.

John Moore, Averill Recycling, 200 8. Averill Road, Flint, Ml
I think | could run and manage what you are talking about without having to charge those fees.

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Doit.

Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission
So, the real reason we are here today is for questions just like that, please feel free to make

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
What | need you to do it talk into the microphone. Please say your name, spell your last name
for us, for the record, and your address if you represent a firm, identify that, and it will go onto
the record.

Stephanie Glysson, Republic Services of Michigan, Inc., P O Box 68, Wayne, Ml

My name is Stephanie Glysson. | represent Republic Waste Services of Michigan. | am the
owner/operator of the Brent Run landfill in Montrose Township. My address is P.O. Box 68
Wayne, Michigan, 48184. | 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. | am curious as to how this database would be
achieved whereas, as a hauler for Genesee County, our commercial accounts are proprietary
information and | am not interested in sharing that information 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 form that
would not be subject to a foyer request, but being a governmental agency everything is foyered.
| 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, but 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. | have a
problem with this little thing called a fee structure here. it is listed on page 65 that the 'private
waste industry will provide financial assistance", that statement in and by itself is ambiguous. |
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. | had
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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. | am not in favor of the fee structure. This is taxation. These fees will be passed on
to the generators. The other question | 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, | am not
sure that | want this one on the record.

Daniel Harrett, General Motors Manufacturing, G-2238 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 2™ and 3¢ entities are Delphi Automotive and Delphi Automotive
West there is no longer any corporate connection with General Motors to them. Also | 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 | have...

Commissioner Fred Shaltz, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Flint, Ml "~
Do | 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, Ml
Did you?

Tom Goergen, Assistant Director of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 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, County Board of Commissioners, 1101 Beach St., Fiint, Mi
Thanks Tom, you did a good job.
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MEMORANDUM
TO: John Gleason, Chairperson
Community and Econpmic Development Committee
FROM: Chapin W. Cook, AICP, Director/Coordinator

SUBJECT: Solid Waste Management Plan Update Approval Process

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

| 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 municipalities that may be affected or that have requested the
opportunity to review the plan
* The designated regional solid waste management 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 public hearing before formal adoption by the County; 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



e If necessary, the GCMPC shall revise the plan based on comments made at the public
hearing and shail then submit the plan back to the Solid Waste Management Planning

Committee.

e 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.

e [f the County Board of Commissioners approves the proposed plan as submitted, it is then
submitted to each municipality in the county for approval.

o Ifthe 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 Commitiee shall have 30 days to review the 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.

e 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
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PLANNING COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT PROCEDURE

The Planning Commitiee appointment procedure is as follows:

1. Public Advertisement

2. Letters to the solid waste industry

3. Letters fo environmental interest groups
4, Letters to the local unit associations

After the noted procedure has been completed, proposed names for representation from each
segment of the committee is submitied 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.
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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 Kuhimann, City of Flint

One representative from an industrial waste generator:

1. Dan Harrett, 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. o

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:

1. James Jacques, Richfield Township

One representative from a city government:

1. Eldon Dunklee, City of Montrose

One representative from the regional solid waste planning agency:

1. 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)

-RR



()

APPENDIX

D-0



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 onthe selected technical aliernative. 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 Depariment, 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:

ntain knowledge ©
solid waste management programs

Evaluate and assist the efforts of local municipalities to participate m Annually
alternatives to land filling solid waste

Maintain education programs throughout Genesee County Annually
Promote home composting ' Annually
Promote waste reduction and resource conservation efforts Annually

Maintain a program of monitoring the efforts of the private sector on| Annually
recycling, composting and other alternatives to landfilling

Monitor importing waste from other counties 2000 — 2005

Ensure that the designee is monitoring each part of the educational | 2000 — 2005
component

Construction Permits |

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
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Solid Waste Management Plan, when constructmg 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 implementation Commitiee

The Solid Waste Management Impiementation 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 and
arranging for the implementation of the plan. The commitiee is to function throughout a five
year planning update. The commitiee 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.

A. Ongoing Planning, Coordination and Implementation

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.
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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

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 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 implementation. 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.
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4.5 w b, l,p DPA
12,345 w ot — local municipalities DPA
145 ot = guide book b.l.p EX, DPA
1,2,‘3,4 e (expo) p,b.i,s 0O-a collaboration
of program
providers,
1234 W s(6-12) LS,DPA
1,2,3.4 ot guide book, w, 0 Oo EX, DPA, EG

' Identified by 1 = recycling; 2 = composting; 3 = household waste; 4 = resource conservation; 5 = volume
. reduction; 6 = other which is explained.

2 |dentified 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.

® |dentified 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.

* |dentified by EX = MSU Extension; EG = Environmental Group (Identify Name); OO = Private
Owner/Operator (Identify Name); HD = Health Department (Identify Name); DPA = Designated Planning

Agency; Cu = College/ University (identify Name); LS = Local School (identify Name); ISD = Intermediate
School District (Identify Name); O = Other which is explained.

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

The following are resolutions from County Board of Commissioners approving municipality's
request to be included in an adjacent County's Plan.
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TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE GENESEE
COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE COUNTY, MICHIGAN
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 placed
on file with the official records of today's [December 19, 2000] meeting of this

Board).

YN

*COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE T

*Consideration by Committee to be Waived

B121900__

JGM;jm
12-15-00

‘Revised
12-19-00

12-19-C7 c7 6
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RESOLUTION 2001-01

A RESOLUTION BY THE TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ARGENTINE TOWNSHIP
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
Vaste 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
Plan 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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the Township of
Argentine, 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 héreby
approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 30" day of April, 2001 by the Argentine Township
Board of Genesee County, Michigan.

Adopted: 4 Yeas -Nays

e e i e e

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
GENESEE COUNTY )
I, the undersigned, the duly qualified and acting Clerk of the Township of

Argentine hereby certifies that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of the
Resolution adopted by the Board of the Township of Argentine at a Regular meeting held

on the 30" day of April, 2001, A.D.

Cheryl AbMiller, Clerk
Township of Argentine

D-7



R L

AR

RESOLUTION
A RESOLUTION BY THE ELECTED . COUNCIL OF THE
TOWNSHIP OF ATLAS 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 Solid Waste Management
Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission;
and

'WHEREAS, The proposed update ‘c_:»f the Genesee County Solid Waste
Management Plan 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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the
TOWNSHIP OF ATLAS , of the County of Genesee, Michigan,

that the proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an accepiable
Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 21 day of _ MAY , 2001 by the
ELECTED Council of the TOWNSHIP OF ATLAS, GOODRICH WMichigan.

Sig n ed : QﬁA)&" 6“{)-—-4--.-;:_?#

Title: CLERK

KIWASTEMGT\Sample Resolution Document.doc

Y ""’7\.\’



(“\

) - CHARTEkK TOWNSHIP OF CLAYTON

2011 MORRISH ROAD » SWARTZ CREEK, Ml 48473 ¢ PHONE 1-810-635-4433  FAX 635-4526

RODERICK J. SHUMAKER, Supervisor
SALLY A. LURVEY, Clerk
PENNY L. MESSER, Treasurer

JOHN SAYER, Trustee
K. MICHAEL HARVEY, Trustee
GLENN W. HUFFMAN, Trustee
ROGER L. MEIER, Trustee

-y
T

RESOLUTION NO. 01-0614-01
APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENEPLAR

A RESOLUTION BY THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE CHARTER TOWNSHIP
OF CLAYTON APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOILD WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN.

N 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 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 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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Trustees of Charter
Township of Clayton, 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 14™ day of June, 2001 by the Clayton Charter
Township Board of Trustees of the County of Genesee, Michigan.

Signed Sazey A L syt Cmc.

~~~~~ ) 5,
Title: f&t&ﬁw&ﬂx,j’) WQ
{l .
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RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION BY THE DAVISON TOWNSHIP BOARD A‘iPPRpVIN G’ e

THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMEN T PLAN. <407

Plaw, His
WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to "the aﬁ}kﬁ}
Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amende
(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
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management
Committee and the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Béard have had an opportunity to
review the Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable;

and

NOW, THEREFORE, 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
Plan 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.

Signed: "%«f s’ %u/

Title:%%:@x/ T Seecmlivisoe

D-10
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CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FENTON
RESOLUTION NO. 2001-07

A resolution by the Charter Township of Fenton Board of Trustees approving the
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan

WHEREAS, the Genesee County Solid Waste Management 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 Committee and the staff of the Genesee County

- Metropolitan Planning Commission, and

WHEREAS, the proposed update of the Plan has been approved by the Solid
Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Board of Commissioners, and

WHEREAS, the members of the Charter Township of Fenton Board of Trustees
have had an opportunity to review the Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is
acceptable; '

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Trustees of the Charter
Township of Fenton, 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.

Motion to adopt Resolution No. 2001-07 as presented.
Motion by: Mueller
Seconded: Krug
Ayes: Gabrielson, Mueller, Garfield, Krug, Mathis, McKenna, Rowe
Nays: None
Motion carried. Resolution declared adopted.

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) SS:
COUNTY OF GENESEE )

I, the 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 21 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 31

day of April 2001. P /
P ,
C;-;'::‘47%?"/*"’ A

Thomas Broecker, Deputy Clerk

D-11



Charter Township of Flint

SUPERVISOR -
1490 S. Dye Road & Bally Shaheen Joseph, J.D. )
Flint, Michigan 48532 g CLERK TREASURER
Phone: (81 - . _
. @ .O) 732-1350 -’ David S. Leyton, J.D. Sandra S. Wright
Fax: (810) 732-0866 -
- TRUSTEES
George J. Menoutes Linda R. Barber
Karen E. Aligood Vernon Burns
CONSTABLES
Nikolas Anagnostopoulos
Brady D. Smith

At a regular meeting of the Charter Township of Flint Board of Trustees held on Monday, May
21, 2001 at 7:00 p.m. located at 1490 S. Dye Road, Flint, Ml 48532, :

The foliowing motion was moved by D. Leyton and second by G. Menoutes:

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant fo 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 Management Plan has
been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Board of
Commissioners; and o

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the Plan and have
determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and

7N

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the Charter Township of Flint, 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.

YEAS: D. LEYTON, 5. WRIGHT, V. BURNS, L. BARBER, G. MENOUTES
NAYS: NONE |
ABSENT:  B. SMITH, J. MACGILLIVRAY 2 . Lo

RESOLUTION DECLARED ADOPTED

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
)ss
COUNTY OF GENESEE)

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of a Resolution adopted at a
regular meeting of the Township Board of the Charter Township of Flint, County of Genesee, Michigan
held on the 21st day of May 2001 and that the minutes of said meeting are filed in the office of the
Township Clerk and are available to the public. Public notice of said meeting was given pursuant to and
in compliance with Act No. 267, Public Acts of Michigan, 1976.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, | have hereunto affixed my official signature this 22nd day of May 2001.

%M&A <= C

David Leyton, Clerk '@
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" CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLUSHING
6524 N. SEYMOUR ROAD
REGULAR BOARD MERTING
DATE: APRIL 26, 2001 TIME: 7:00 P.M.
PHONE: 810-659-0808 FAX 810-659-4212
WEB PAGE; htipi//www.gfu.org/flnshing/main. bt

ADMINISTRATION MEMBERS TROUSTEES
SUPERVISOR: Andrew Trotogot Ronald R. Flowers
CLERK: Julis A. Morford Ann L. Fotenskes
TREASURER: Cari G. Licpmann Michael 8. Gatdner

Ide M. Recd
TOWNSHIP ATTORNEY:

Stsven Moulton of Bellairs, Dean, Coolay,
Siler, Moulton & Smith

MEMBERS PRESENT: Flowers, Fotensakes, Gardner, Lieprnann, Morford, Reed, Trotogot
and Attorney Moulton \
MEMBERS ABSENT: None

QTHERS PRESENT: Dave Gibbs, Ted Breidenstein, Joan Pajtas, Frank Kiacz, John O'Brien
of the Genesee Comty Water and Waste Services, Geoesee Couaty Drain Commissioner Joff
Wright, Bill Weissert, Dave and Senia Rowe, and Heritage Newspaper Reporier Rene’
Rosencrantz -

SUPERVISOR TROTOGOT opencd the Board Mesting et 7:00 p.m. with rofl call followed by
the Pledge 1o the Flag, '

APPROVAL OF AGENDA: FOTENAKES MOVED, scconded by Flowers to adopt the
Agenda, MOTION CARRIED, :

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MARCH §, 2081; LIEPMANN MOVED, seconded by
Fotenakes to approve the minutes of March 8, 2001, Gardner wonld liks to have a correction
made: Page ], paragraph 3, "published in the Heritage Newspaper. .. Flushing Nature Park”
changed to "published in the Heritage Newspaper concerning Cable Franchise Fees; Fage 5,
patagcaph 7, last line, "That figurc represented. ..of those affected” should be deleted.
MOTION CARRIED,

APPROVAIL OF MINUTES OF MARCH 22, 2001: FLOWERS MOVED, seconded by
Lizpmann to approve the minuies of March 22, 2001, MOTION CARRIED.

APPROVAL OF BILLS: FOTENAKES MOVED, seconded by Licpmann to pay the bills as
listed. The credit card bills will be paid as soon 28 we receive them, The eards have aleady
been approved; the Board is being informed of the amount.

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Fotenakes, Gardner, Liepmann, Morford, Reed, Trotogot and Flowers

NAYS: 0 MOTION CARRIED,

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

SECOND READING FOR OPEN SPACE ORDINANCE. Flowers stated that the Ordinance
hag had the Second Reading, FLOWERS MOVED, seconded by Liepmana that the Sccond
Rending of the Open Space Ordinance has taken place. MOTION CARRIED.
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FOTENAKES recently purchesed a Flushing City Zoning Ordinance direciory, whick would be
great for Flushing Township. Tt contains all the information that land developers, realtors, or
anyone that hag anything to do with land development to be able to have for a guick reference.
The Oxdivance Book, which the Township sells, costs $30. The directory, which Fotenakes
purchased, was $5.00. Other townshipx use a similar book and have bad great success.

EXCOR OF MICHIGAN, INC. CONTRACT:

LIEPMANN explained that Excor of Michigan, Inc., was hired six or seven years ago to install
the water line on Coldwater Road and Deland Road. The company quite five or six years ago
with the project being 95% completed; the company still had approximately 545,000 owed to
them. The bonding company notified Licpmann that Excor bad not paid for their pipe ot any
other materialy and they wanted the $45,000. As it tums out, the bonding company was the same
company that had refused to pay the Township for the project on Pierson Road, four years before
the Coldwater Road project. There was no comespondence unfil aix monfhs ago when the
Township received a letter from the Jaw firm of Harb, Alber & Crafion, PLLC requesting the
moncy. Attomey Moulion explained that the bonding company for Excor of Michigan, In¢, had
to, not only pay out for Flushing Township's contracts but several others. After congulting with
Lisprusnn, the insurance company will acoept $40,251.64 and release the Township from any
other liabilities in regards o any projects that Excor of Michigan, Inc. undertook. This matter

“was previously approved by the Board of Trustees out of the water line assessment district.

‘When the Release is received, the Township will release a check for $40,251.64.

NEW BUSINESS:

GENESEE COUNTY DRAIN COMMISSIONER JEFF WRIGHT: Water and Sewer
Contracts: Two weeks apo, the Genesee County Water and Wasie Advisory Board, the
Communities as a Whole, gave an approval of new contsacts. The contract for fhe past thirty
(30) yoars has served the commmunity very well; the contracts aud funding arc running out. The
bigpest change from the former contract to the new contract is the funding. Under the former
cantract, each local cormmmnity would determine what they felt they needed in sewer capacity for
the next 20 to 30 years. Each community paid a price for those units and most are gone, The
new contract will be fimded through user fees and g capital improvemeut foe, which will be
Ievicd against all people that use the sysiem, especially the developers. This fee ia $1,000 for the
sewer systerq and $1,000 for the water system, The money would only go to pay off the debt of
building the new systems. The sewer systems would last approximately the next 25 to 30 years
at no Jess thau $60 to $65 million dollars with improvements to the ARTP Plant, Montrose Plant,
and the Northeast Relief Sewer, the Western Relief Sewer. The water contract will have
expenditnres of $33 million over the next several years in Genesse Coumty and more beyond that

petiod of time,

The bigpest change is the local communities. In the past the different entities were respousible

for coming up with the bond service. That would be taken over by Genesee County through its
Full Faith and Credit and the Drain Commission will pay the debt. The Drait Comudssioner
would slso be responsible for making sure the entitics have the capacity in the interceptor sewer
system for fotore vse. Local communitics would still be responsible for geiting affluent or to
aceept water through their own system, but the Draio Conunission would pat in supply lines and
water end transmission lnes for the sewer system o a County-wide basis,

The Contracts have been reviewed by Milier Caufield, Mear Wamer, and many losal attomeys
inchnding Arorney Steve Moulton, .

JOBEN O'BRIEN, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF WATER AND WASTE DIVISION:

‘The minor changes that are ocomring: Section 2, Interceptor Sewer and Agrecment Coniract, the
compannities will pledpe and give prants excess to their public right-of-way easements for
construction of sanitary sewers. A second word of "its" is added to the contract to reaffitm the
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townships or villages and cities they would only draft on those casements they have control over.
The township does not have the right to grant private easements,

A sccond change: With the now system of financing, the Drain Commission converted from unit
capacily to actual flow capacity. Paragraph 9, the statement of 42 million pallons of sanitary
sewage per day, it would include 190 thousand units of capacity; the current system is 97
thousand units of capacity. Paragraph 23, talks about capaoity that is owned by a group of
communitics (Cooperative Commmunity), there will be some communities that choose not to enter
the Agreernent. These communities will be honored the previous agresmeants in the capasity
they are corrently on.

An example, which Drain Commissioner Wright gave: if Mir.Rowe (= developer) was
constructing & 60-unit subdivision, or a 60-unit facility of any soxt, the fap-in fees or capital
improvement would be $60,000 for sewer, The same applies for the water,

The "new" customers will be paying a larger share of the costs on the existing customer base.
Whether an individual is on the old or new system, the rate will be the same.

O'BRIEN explained the Contraet is asltlng the Townships 4o pledge its membership in the
gystem for the life of the bond. When the Drain Comunission sclis the bond, it needs the
guarantee custorer base to guaranice the bond. If another township decides to come in at a later
date, it would pay a factor rate of 1.5 t get into the contract. The ¢ffective date is May 1, 2001,

O"BRIEN also mentioned that 4 Commitiee within the Water axxd Waste Advisory would advise
ax to what were acceptable levels of inflow and infilration into the sewer system.- Onee that is
set, there will be potential fees for those communities that exceed that flow.

WREGHT said that any new development which comes in for xeqnest for approval, the local unit
of government and/or the developar will have to show the Drain Commissioner's office that the
sewer systom has the physical capacity to bandie that sewer. New sewer oxdinances are going
be proposed in the future.

LIEPMANN MOVED, scconded by Flowers that the Supetvisor and Cledk be empowerad to
sigm the contracts with the Drain Commissioner for the Northeast Relief Sewer and the Western
Relief Sewer and the Southem Loop, the Northemn Loop and the Geneses County Water
Transmission Agreemant when reoeived from the Commissioner with the changes as presented
tonight.

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Gurdner, Liepmann, Morford, Reed, Fiowers, and Fotenakes,

NAYS: Trotogot  MOTION CARRIED,

O'BRIEN would like a copy of the Resolution.

HIRING OF BRIAN FAIRCHILD AS CODE ENFORCER:

TROTOGOT requested approval for the hiring of Brian Fairchild as the Township's new Code
Enforcer, as of April 2, 2001, replacing Eric Swanson, due to Swanson being appointed to the
Zoninyg Board of Appeals and Planning Commission. Licpmaon stated that because the position
already existed, Board approval would not be necessary but the Board should be advised,
Trotogot said everyone in the Flushing Police Department had been asked if they wanted the
position. Fotenekes and Gardner foit there should have been & posting for the position, Since
there have been so many changes in the past years, it was felt by the Board of Trustees thata
review of the Procedursl Manual would be in ordar. Gardner had some questions regarding the
wages of the Code Enforcer.  GARDNER MOVED, scconded by Fotenakes that effective
immediately, the Board of Trustees post 2 "Help Wanted” Position for @ Code Enforcerent
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Officer and until that position is filled propesly according to the gundelmes that Briag Fairchild
should pot be the Code Enforcer. DEFEATED.

TROTOGOT MOVEDR, secouded by Liepmann 1o approve the hiring of Brian Fairchild as our
part-time Clode Enforcement Officer as of April 26, 2001. MOTION CARRIED

FLOWERS requested that the next postings for anyone, for any replacernent employees, we
either change our manusl or come back to the Board with the changes in our Personnel Policy
before we do anything else. Andy stated this would be done.

SHIRTS FOR OFFICE PERSONNEL:

TROTOGOT felt that new personnel should have Fiushing Township shirts. Originally, in the
previous Board of Trustees, everyone received one Golf shirt and one sweatshirt. GARDNER
MOVED, seconded by Liepmann that from the said date, the Township does not purchase any
article of clothing for Township cmployees except for these, which arc necessary for the
perfonmance of their duties.

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Morford, Fotenakes, Gardner

NAYS: Licpmanp, Reed, Flowers, Trotogot MOTION DEFEATED.

REED MOVED, seconded by Fotenakes that in the fitture, if the subject comes up to purchase
any clothing for any of the employees, it is brought to the Board first for discussion, MOTION

LARRIED

NEW TABLES FOR THE HALL:

MORFORD requested permission to purchasétwo 30’ x 72’ oblong tables and one 60" ronnd
table for use in the Hall, and & magazine rack for the foyer entrance to the Township Building, A
memorandum was written to all the Board members stating prices from Viking Products, Staples
Products, aad Qffice Max. FOTENAXKES MOVED, secondsd by Reed, that Morford would
decide which price is best and be able to abtain the merchandise for the Township Hall.

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Morford, Reed, Flowess, Fotenakes, Garduer, Lxepmann, and (Trotogot had to Jeave ths

FOoOm)
NAYS: 0 MOTION CARRIED.

APPROVAL OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN:

LIEPMANN said the copy of the Solid Waste Management Plan had been available in the
Office for roview. The Township had to approve the Plan for the period of 2001-2006.
FOTENAKES MOVED, seconded by Reed that we approve the Solid Waate Management Plan.

MOTION CARRIED.

ROAD AGREEMENT:
TROTOGOT infored the Boaxd that the Genesea County Road Commission would be

replacing a corroded bridge which goes under McKinley Road; it is falling apart. The Township's
cost would be $30,000, which would come out of the Road Budget.

OLDIES FESTIVAL PARADE:

GARDNER informed the Board that Flushing would be having their Qldies Parads on
Wednesday, June 6, 2001, Gardner would have s float in the parade with banners informing the
public about the meeting dates, stc of the Township. He would like to bave volumteer

patticipation.
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HEADLEE AMENDNENT;

GABDNER stated that he had received new information regarding fanchise fees. The
Township is allowed to charpe franchise fees but after reading the Headlee Amendment (Section
31) be felt that it would not be under the law that the Township charge franchise feos. The
Amendment was passed November 7, 1978. Gardner felt that the intont of this law was to mit
the amount of taxes that arc charged. Gardner felt that the cable franchise fees would violate the
intent of the Headiee Amendment and that the Board would have the powet 1o rovoke that fec.

LIEPMANIN stated that in Bolr v Lansing (7} you cannot levy taxes or fees to people wha do not
have a choice in the matter unless they are receiving the benefit of the sewer or water of
whatever the fact might be, The Township is not levying a franchise fee agninst the individual,
but against the company; the individual has & choice in the matter of whether they want to have
cable. ATTORNEY MOULTON explained the Bolt v Lansing Case to the audience.

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

Finshing Senior Citizens: The Center hiad beep aud:bed Eve:ythmg now balances with the
bank and computer statements. Dorotlyy Fay had replaced the previous Treasurer. There will be
a0 cloction on June 6,2001 for five new Senior Citizen Board Members

Fire Departinent Responge Time: Flowers mentioned that an article entitied "Firs Response

Time" was published in one of the MTA magazines, Our ater is 17-20 Volunteers Unit and the
ety over time was supposed 1o be one minute and four mitites arrival. The time is very
important in the Township from where the Fixe Department is located to the location of the call.

Concerts in the Park: The Menu is out. "Concerts in the Park™ will be in the Oldies Pasade.

" After thorough research, it was determined by Licpmann that the Township could not donate to

the new speaker system, which the “Concerts” would Iike to pwchase. The “Concerts in the
Park" is a private oxganization; it is not city owned. Flowers said previously the Township had

.. donated to the City of Flushing, Dennis Bow has alrendy budgeted for the speaker system,

Parks and Recreation: The minutes from the Park Commiission were passed out to all the
Board Members. There are currently seven (7) resumes for the Park Manager position, with, all
baving e Bachelor of Science or Bacheior of At degree. Work has been siarted on the Park
Mapager's (ffice and the trail system. There will be Park Meetings every two weels for the next
two months, due to the fact that all the bids have to be out and the grant money mwust be spent by
Decerber 1, 2001.

LIEPMANN would like Mid-Michigan Manufacturing placed on the May 10, 2001 Agenda due
to a recommendation concerning generators for the two (2) pumping stations. LIEPRMANN will
give more details at the mecting. FLOWERS would like to see s geperaior at the Township
Hall,

FLOWERS stated through the Planning Commission and Fitch, there have been & lot of
requests for ponds/digging and the Township does not have anything vettical to work with to sec
how the property is doing. He would like to see Fitcl's office (Planning Commission) bave a
transit for fimre vse on projects. DAVE GIBRBS, Planning Commission, has & trangit 1o donste

to the Commission.

ATTORNEY MOULTON wanted to know if the Board was going to amend the Personnel
Manual LIEPMANN suggested that everyone review the Personnel Manual and by the end of
May, submit thetr changes to the Administration and the Board would go over 1t and bring 1o the

Board,

D-17




08/08/2001 00:13 FAX

04/26/01 Regular
PUBLIC COMMENTS:
GIBBS stated that Flushing Township bad no idea how fortunate we were to have a park fike we
do, especially with the fundiog.

MORFORD stated she appreciated sveryone's patience while she was getting the minutes up to
date; the previous minutes were just appraved.

NEXT REGULAR MEETING will be held on THURSDAY, MAY 10, 2001

ADJOURNMENT: As there being no further business matters, Supervisor 'I‘mtagot adjourned

YN/ WA

Andrew Tro;:ognt, Supervisor
APPROVED DATE: _ <9/ 00/ 0/
(42601 Rogular 7

Bor

- ~D=18

S

7™



? L . = B e ey A A ™ FeLavy

RESOLUTION

'A RESOLUTION BY THE M __dE_M@Q | OF THE

ﬂa)aség’{p ot Foregh APPROVING. THE GENESEE COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant fo the Natural Resources and

Environmental Protection Act. 1894 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 Geneses Counly Metropolitan Planning Commission;
and -

WHEREAS, The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Wasie
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Commitiee and
the Genesees County Board of Commissioners; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opporiunity to review the
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and

NOW, THER FORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the
Tz M . of the County of Genesee, Michigan,
that the propo ed Geneses County Solid Waste Management Plan Is an acceptable
Plan fo replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this zﬂ day of gZé;aQ 2001 by the
WCOUHC)? ofthe  fote <7 7bwesllia Mnchlgan

Signed: { ifﬁg@m 2/ g;éémg
Tite: _Clhud

KWASTEMGT\Sample Resolution Document.doc
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RESOLUTION
A RESOLUTION BY THE . Board EOouNGHL OF THE
Township of Gaines ’ APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, 1894 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 updéte of the Genesee County S&:id Waste
Management Plan 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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the
Township of Gaines , 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 6th  day of _June , 2001 by the
Board KREXKK of the Township of Gaines , Michigan.

Signed: M ulxé/

Sharon Cowell
Title: Mﬁﬁaﬂi%@ %éﬁ /
Clerk

KIWASTEMGT\Sample Resotlution Document.doc
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RESOLUTION
61-06

A RESOLUTION BY THE CHAR - p LE 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 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 Plan 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

NOW, THERERORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the CHARTER
TOWNSHIF OF GENESEE, 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 10tk day of Apgil, 2001,
b (23 Ayeh

B gy

Signed: Chocdwn 2 MWW
Title: W

D-21



RESOLUTION

' Charter Township of Grand Blanc
A RESOLUTION BY THE Roard of Trustees COUNCIL OF THE
L 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 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 Plan 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
Pian and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the
Grand Blanc Township Board , 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 10th  day of May , 2001 by the
, Michigan.

Township Board ___ Council of the

Signeé: &AM@

Title: SUPERVISOR

Wasterngmi/sample resolution
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RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION BY THE TOWNSHIP COUNCIL OF THE
MT. MORRIS CHARTER TOWNSHIP BOARD  APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, 1894 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid
Waste Management, and its Adminisirative 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 Plan 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
Pian 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 , 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 26  day of MARCH . 2001 by the

TOWNSHIP Council of the MT. MORRIS CHARTERTTOWNSHIP Michigan.

Signed: [}%”M) %VL"&T

Title: CLERK

Wastemgmi/sample reseciution
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CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF MUNDY

RESOLUTION NO. 01-9

A RESOLUTION BY THE _ Mundy Township Board . CRONTIK OF THE
APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY

Charter Township of Mundy

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 Solid Waste Management
Commitiee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission;

and

WHEREAS, The proposed updafe 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 -

= 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, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of -the
Charter Township of Mundy , 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 19¢n day of September , 2001 by the
Township Board Grmmcil of the Charter Township of Mundy ,'Michigan.

S:vi?gned: &m/\qpﬁ Q&p’ /f% @égc{/

Donald G. Halka
Title: Supervisor

Wastemgmt/sample resolution

D-24

x/“‘\

“)



Richfield Township Resolution
Resolution 01-06
Solid Waste Management Plan

Wh ereas, 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 Committee and the staff of
Genesee 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
Genesee County Board of Commissioners. And

Whereas, The members of the Richfield Township Board of Trustees have

had an opportunity to review the plan and have determmed the plan is acceptabl N W

s

Therefore Be It Resolved, That the Board of Trustees for The N

Township of Richfield, County of Genesee in the State of Michigan, finds the propased

Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable plan to replace thé™ ¢~
current plan. | o

At a meeting of the Richfield Township Board of Trustees on the foregomg rehamj
was moved by Spencer and supported by Vohwinkle.

Voting for; 4
Voting Against’ 0

Absent: 1
The Supervisor declares this resolution adopted

James Jacqu&s@u etvisqﬂ Mazgar erriman, Depuft lezk
§

I, Margaret Herriman, Deputy Clerk for the Township of Richfield, County of Genesee,
do hereby certify the forgoing resolution was made and passed by the Richfield
Township Board of Trustees at a regular meeting on this 8th day of May 2001, at 7:30

p.m. - .
/f}ﬁkLQaﬁzthuzz?';;—;;;4L4k497ﬂL4>¢~J
Mafgaret Herrifnan, Deputy Clerk
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RESOLUTION

Na. 6=4=01=12

of the
CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF VIENNA
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN

At a regular feeting of the Township Board of the Charter Township of Vienna,
Genesee County, Michigan, held on the __4th_dayof _ June L2001, at
5:30 P. M. Local Time,

Present: McEKerchie, Scort, Luttepbacher, Corba; Presesu, Ridigy..
Zinn Co

Absent: None

After discussion, the following resolution was offered by Luttenbacher

and seconded by Zino :

WHEREAS, The plan was prepared pursuant to the Naturai Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, 1954 PA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid
Waste Management, and its Adminisirative Rules by the Solid Waste Management
Commitiee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commissioners;

and

'WHEREAGS, 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 opporiunity to review the
Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan Is acceptable.

'NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by this Board of the Charter Township
of Vienna, County of Geneses, Michigan, that the proposed Genesee County Solid
Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Pian to replace the current Platy, and is
hereby approved.

ADOPTED:
Yeas: Ridley, Prasesu, Corbs, Lutrenbascher, Scott, McKerchie, Zinn

Nays: _None

CERTIFICATION:

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) 88
COUNTY OF GENESEE )

I, the unde{signed, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and complete
copy of a resolution adopted by the Township Board of the Charter Township of Vienna,
Gen%see County, Mlchiggn,ﬂa; a regular mesting duiY called and held on the

day of u . 200__"_, the original of which is on fite in
my office, ’
¢
M/y) Q&‘(M Wﬁu
Anthany McKerchie, Supetvisor Richard E. Scott, Clerk

D-26

N



RESOLUTION NO. 01-20

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN

Moved by Commissioner Needharm, supported by Comrmissioner Morningstar, to adopt the
following:

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 Genesee County
Metropolitan Planning Coramission; and

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

Commissioners; and . o

= WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the Plan and have
determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the City of Clio, 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.

Voting yes:  All yeas
Voting ne:  None

Absent: None
Dated: May 21, 2001
I declare this resolution approved. ATTEST:
e L o & thiete
ﬁ;\%' Ann L. Huerta, Ci‘;y Clerk

Dated: o222y Dated: 5 /2’3 / o/
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%@/{% (/ @ auison

200 E. FLINT STREET
P.O. BOX 130
DAVISON, MICHIGAN 48423-0130

TELEPHONE (810) 653-2191
FAX (810) 653-9621

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
DAVISON 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 Solid Waste
Management Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan o
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 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

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Davison 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 __9th _ dayof April VKK 2001,
by the City Council of the City of Davison, Michigan.

{dM/¢W £ %%@W

Ma or Y,{ay Ann E. Adair

Cmtﬁia L. Payton, City Clerk ”
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CITY OF FENTON
RESOLUTION NO. 20061-16
The following resolution was offered by Rauch, seconded by Hammond.

A resolution by the City Council of the City of Fenton 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 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 Plan has been
approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the (xenesee County Board of
Commissioners; and

WHEREAS, the members of the City Council have had an opportunity to review the Planand  __
have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this City Council of the City of Fenton, of the
County of Genesee, Mlchlgan that the proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management Pian
is an acceptable Plan to replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

YEAS: Osborn, Primeau, Rauch, Hammond.
NAYS: Angeluski, King.
ABSENT:  Dolza.
Resolution declared adopted.
CERTIFICATION OF CLERK

I, Melinda Carrier, Deputy City Clerk of the City of Fenton, hereby certify this to be a true
and complete copy of a resolution duly adopted by the Fenton City Council at a regular meeting

held on Monday, July 23, 2001.
)/Z\i&—ﬂ-zdf&—j @&/&M
Melinda Cagrier;-Deputy-City, Clezk
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3Y THE MAYOR:

RESOLUTION

-

A RESOLUTION BY THE FLINT CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLINT
APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan was prepared pursiant 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: )

The proposed update of the Genesee Coaﬁty Solid Waste Management Plan has
been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County U

Board of Commissioners; and -

The members of the Council have determihed that the proposed Plan is
aceeptable; and : ,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this City Councll of the City of Flint,
of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Geneses County Bolid VWaste
Management Plan is an acceptable Plan fo replace the current Plan, and is hereby
approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this __29th day of ____ Way __, 2001 by the Flint
City Counclil of the City of Flint, Michigan.

APPROVED AS TO FORM

APPROVED BY
_CITY COUNCIL

MAY 2 9 200t

. { Uiea TodX ko

,, ' p
Chief Legal Officer
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CITY OF FLUSHING
RESOLUTION NO. 01-0514

A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLUSHING
APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

v 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
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and
the Genesee County Board of Corhmissioners; and

WHEREAS, the members of the City Council have had an opportumty to review
the Plan and have determined that the proposed Plan is acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Couﬁcil 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 14” day of May, 2001 by the City Council of the City
of Flushing, Michigan.

Dpios At

“fanice L. Gensel, Mayor

STATE OF MICHIGAN ]
1ss
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.

B /

Naricy G. Parks@?iiy Clerk/Treasurer
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CITY OF LINDEN
RESOLUTION NO. 560

A RESOLUTION 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 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 Plan has been
approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and,

WHEREAS 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 Plan with the following amendments

1. In Tables 1 and 2 (pp 52 and 54, respectively), the Collection Frequehcy for the City of Linden
should indicate weekly collection, not bi-weekly. Additionally, Table 2, Materials Collected, should also

indicate glass (¢) and metals (f).

2. InTable 3 (p. 57), the Collection Frequency for the City of Linden should indicate season collection
(sp, su, fa). Additionally, the legend for Table 3 (p. 59) does not accurately reflect the Materials Collected.

3. Table 4 (p. 60) indicates that “There are currently no composting programs ini the County.” The City
of Linden (through its solid waste collector, Waste Management, Inc ) has collected compost for several years

on a weekly seasonal basis.

CONSIDERED AND ADOPTED this 9* day of April, 2001, by the City Council of the City of

Linden, Michigan.

William Rose
Mayor

ATTEST:

‘Martha A. Donnelly
City Clerk

I certify the foregoing is a true and exact copy of Resolution No. 560 adopted by
the Linden City Council on Monday, April 9, 2001.

C s - ,
Thaidho - Dosman ///ja .
Martha A. Donnelly, City Clerk
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ResoLuTion 9/-27
A RESOLUTION BY THE _CITY OF MONTROSE COUNCIL OF THE
COUNTY OF GENESEE: 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 Solid Waste Management
Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission,
and : .

Wf-%EREASl,: ' The proposed update of the Genesee County Solid Waste
: Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and
N 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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the

CITY OF MONTROSE , of the County of Genesee, Michigan,
that the proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptabie
Plan fo replace the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this _15TH day of _ MAY , 2001 by the
CITY OF MONTROSE Council of the _COUNTY .OF GENESEE: , Michigan.

. ‘_,,.—-'-:7 — ’
Sig necy”%v/\/ o p_//{/;DONALD J. DOWELL

Title: CITY CLERK

KAWASTEMGT\Sample Resolution Document.doc D-33
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CITY OF MT. MORRIS
RESOLUTION NO. 01-25

WHEREAS: The Genesee County Solid Waste Management 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 Management Plan has
been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee
County Board of Commissioners; and

WHEREAS: Staff has reviewed the plan and has recommended apj)roval 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

NOW-THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

That the Mt. Morris City Council does hereby determine that the B}oposed
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Plan to replace
the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

T

Moved by Council member LaFurgey , seconded by Council member
Lavelle , and thereafter adopted by the City Council of the City of Mt.
Morris'at a regular meeting held Monday, March 26, 2001 at 7:30 p.m.

6 Yea 0 Nay 1 Absent
(Swedorski)

Bt D
Robert D. Slattery, Jr., Mayorx’ /-
e

— d
T2 o 1000
" Lisa Baryo, City Clérk

C:\caf\MtMorris\RESOL \waste management plan.wpd D - 3 4



Village of Gaines
113 Genesee St. « P.O. Box 178 5

Gaines, Michigan 48436-0178
517-271-8386

"RESOLUTION 2001-002

ARESOLUTION BY THE VILLAGE OF GAINES COUNCiL OF THE
VILLAGE OF GAINES APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY S.L.
WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. bl

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 b 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 Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management
Committee and the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; 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, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the
VILLAGE OF GAINES, 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 9 day of May, 2001 by the VILLAGE
OF GAINES COUNCIL of the VILLAGE OF GAINES, Michigan,

D-35
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VILLAGE OF GOODRICHE TL,?“; oL
GOODRICH, MICHIGAN /o

ADOPTION OF THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 2000-2005

RESOLUTION 2001-06

A RESOLUTION BY THE VILLAGE " COUNCIL OF THE
VILLAGE OF GOODRICH 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 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 Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Commitiee 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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the{. '
_VILLAGE OF GOODRICH , 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 9TE day of _APRIL . 2001 by the
_viuace  Council of the yr11ace oF cooprIch,cooprzcaMichigan.

I, Gloria Jean Bradley, Clerk of the Village of Goodrich, Genesee County, State of
Michigan, do certify that the above resolution 2001-06 was adopted at a regular
meeting of the Village of Goodrlch Council on the 9th day of April 200l1.

(.7
Signed: /@’L«LA{/ %“ﬂ/ ‘/j//’ffl/g{;(%z -
Title: (/LM&?,// CW’««
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LISTED CAPACITY

Documentation from landfills that the County has access to their listed capacity.

D-37



Citizens Disposal

2361 West Grand Blanc Road
Grand Blanc, Michigan 48439

810.656.4207
810.655.4147 fax

07/11/2001

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Room 223

1101 Beach Street

Flint, Michigan 48502-1470

Attention: Chapin W. Cook, AICP
Director-Coordinator )

Re:  Genesee County Solid Waste Plan Update

Gentlemen:

This letter is in response to your correspondence of June 18, 2001 regarding the .

Genesee County Solid Waste Plan.

METROPOLT AN
BLANNING COMMISSION

Citizens Disposal, Inc. currently operates a Licensed Type II Sanitary Landfill at 2361
W. Grand Blanc Road in Mundy Township, Genesee County, Michigan. The Facility
is included in the existing Genesee County Solid 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

compliance with State and Federal Regulations.

Sincerely,

Robert S. Thornton
Site Manager, Citizens Disposal, Inc.
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VENICE PARK RECYCLING & DISPOSAL FACILITY
A WASTE MANAGEMENT COMPARNY

9536 East Lennon Road
Lennon, MI 48449
(810) 621-9080
; (B10) 621-3156 Fax
February 7,200

Chapin W. Cook

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Room 223 - C o s ooon
1101 Beach Street R
Flint, Mi. 48502-1470

Subject: Solid Waste Management Plan
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.

Genesee County is approved to send waste to the Venice Park Landfill as noted in the
current Shiawassee County Solid Waste Plan and its propesed plan update.

If you have any questions please call Mr. Chris Basgall at 810-621-9080 or myself at
616-945-2260.

Sincerely,

%
Steve Essling

Government & Reguiatory Affairs
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Brent Run Landfili, Inc. G%’
8335 Vienna Road moR - 12001
Montrose, MI 48457 Sl AN
(810) 639-3077 oL ANNING COMMISSION

February 28, 2001

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, Ml 48502-1470

In response to your inquiry letter of January 12, 2001 the Brent Run
Landfill would fike to state that yes we do have room for the Genesee

County Waste for 10 years and even more.

If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact me, Tim
Johston, at the Brent Run Landfill at (810) 639-3077.

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to serve you.

e o _.—_

Sa!es

Brent Run Landfill
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