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Evaluation of Recycling

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

There is no additional information regarding the implementation and evaluations of various components of the selected system. A
complete evatuation of the selected system is expressed in previous sections of the plan.
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Detailed Features of Recycling and Composting Programs

Currently, Genesee County does not track the amount of different types of materials being recycled and composted throughout the
County. Part of the plan amendment calls upon an improved database system that will track these amounts.

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

Equipment Selection:

Existing Programs:

Proposed Programs:
There are no proposed programs for equipment selection. Equipment use will remain the choice of the operators of those facilities,

Site Availability and Selection:

Existing Programs:

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

Proposed Programs:

N/A
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Composting Operating Parameters

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

composting programs.

N/A
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Coordination Efforts

and federal regulatory framework for protecting public health and the quality of the air, water, and land. The following states the
ways in which coordination will be achieved to minimize potential conflicts with other programs and, if possible, to enhance those

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 cancel or enter into new or revised
arrangements as conditions change during the planning period. The entities responsible for developing, approving, and enforcing
these arrangements are also noted.

Ultimate responsibility for implementing the County’s solid waste plan rests 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.
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Costs and Funding

Resource Conservation Efforts

The following estimates the necessary management,
capital and operational and maintenance requirements
on an annual basis for each applicable component of

Curbside Recycling,
Composting

Resource Recovery Programs

the solid waste management system. In addition,
potential funding sources have been identified to
support those components.

Household Hazardous Waste
Collection?

Volume Reduction Techniques

Collection Pracesses
Transportation
Disposal Areas

Future Disposal Area Uses

Management Arrangements?

1 Educational and Informational
Programs

Vs 2 COMpONE L -

Unknown

Unknown

Unknown

N/A

N/A

N/A

None

Unknown

Unknown

2 Muncipalities contribute ona voluntary basis

EstimatediCostS I

DPA, Private, Municipalities

DPA, Private, Municipalities

DPA, Private ‘

Privat;e Sector
Private Sector

Private Sector
- N/A

DPA, Private

DPA, Solid Waste Ordinance
Fee - Private Sector

' These components and their subcomponents may vary with each system

3 Funding specified for this component only includes what Genesee County is
responsible for. This does not include private sector funds.
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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 €nergy 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 informationai programs. Impacts to the resource recovery programs created by the solid waste collection system,
local support groups, institutional arrangements, and the population in the County in addition to market availability for the
collected materials and the transportation network were also considered. Impediments to implementing the solid waste
management system are identified and proposed activities which will help overcome those problems are also addressed to assure
successful programs. The Selected System was also evaluated as to how it relates to the Michigan Solid Waste Policy's goals. The
following summarizes the findings of this evaluation and the basis for selecting this system:

The Genesee County Solid Waste System is based on a plan that incorporates recycling, landfilling and education in resource
recovery. Over the next 5 year planning period, the County will research and determine the best methods for implementation of
the priorities set forth through this plan. Because Genesee County has an established solid waste Mmanagement system, this plan
amendment is focused primarily on the following items as means to enhance and improve the current system:

* Improving monitoring, documenting and database efforts to improve the quality and
accuracy of the solid waste system.

* Evaluating and expand the education and awareness of recycling and reuse of
materials as well as the Household Hazardous Waste Program in Genesee County,

* Reducing the overall amount of waste generated in Genesee County by utilizing
various methods, including implementation of residential curbside recycling in the
City of Flint, encouraging local recycling incentives, conducting waste assessments in
the commercial sector, and research possible implementation of a MRF .

* Utilizing assets and resources in the County by developing partnerships amount local
communities to reduce costs and increase recycling opportunities.
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Three alternatives were reviewed during this plan amendment. The
difference between alternatives was the amount of resource recovery
volumes that could potentially be implemented with this plan (low,
medium, and high). The low volume alternative system is the closest to our
current system’s percentages. Since our current methodology does not
account for data collection of waste reduction and composting, it is
presumed from the recycling and landfill numbers that the low volume
numbers match closely. While the ultimate goal is to achieve high volume of
waste reduction, recycling and composting, realistically, we could expect
medium volumes to be achieved over the next ten years with the goals the
plan is looking to achieve. This would result in an approximate 15%
reduction in waste being generated.
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Technical Feasibility

The technical feasibility of waste reduction, recycling, composting and landfilling has been established in the County in previous
practices and its current state, Evolving technologies and equipment along with continuing education and effective management are
crucial aspects of the effectiveness of these components in the selected system.

Economic Feasibility

ewing
resource recovery techniques as part of the commercial sector (waste reduction and recycling), it is evident that employing these
methods are beneficial for the private sector as reducing the amount of waste that is disposed would decrease overall costs to the
business. Many praducts in the commercial sector are also Jucrative for recycling, and thus, because recycling is a market driven
operation, this is a very cost-effective option for the commercial sector.,

Residential recycling and composting was
also analyzed as part of the selected system.
While demand is lower in markets for
residential recyclables, there are stiil many
impacts from recycling in this sector that for
example, result in the creation of jobs to
Process recyclables. The plan also calls for
possible implementation of a MRF in
Genesee County, which would process
recyclables from the residents, creating
revenue and jobs within the County.

Lastly, landfilling was evaluated for economic feasibility, and while this method has been an inexpensive way to Process solid waste
in past years, legislation has more recently enforced stricter regulations on construction and operation of landfills. Thus, resource
recovery options as discussed previously are increasingly becoming more popular and viable,
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Access to Land and Transportation Routes

When referring to the selected system’s components and access to land, the availability of land space is specifically important for
landfills, which is adequate for the planning period described in this Plan. Transportation networks were also considered when
analyzing the selected system; the County has two interstate highways, one U.5. highway and four state highways that encompass
the transportation network. These routes are adequate to serve the selected system for Genesee County.

Energy Consumption and Production

Waste Reduction and composting are methods utilized to reduce energy needed to operate a landfill. While landfills do require
energy to operate efficiently, they are also producing energy by converting gas into electricity. Each landfill in the county participates
in the Landfill Gas Recovery Program, producing over 60,000 Megawatts of gas in 2010 which would be enough to power over 6,000
households in Genesee County. Starting in the last quarter of 2012, Brent Run and Citizen’s Disposal landfills are both expecting a
significant increase in energy production.

Environmental Impacts

By expanding the resource recovery programs as stated in the Selected System, more natural resources will be preserved by
decreasing disposal into landfills. No new facilities are planned for this period of time, thus no major environmental impacts will be
created.

Public Acceptability

Our recent public survey conducted for the purpose of this plan amendment demonstrates that there is a wide acceptability for
increasing and improving efforts for resource recovery programs.
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Advantages and Disadvantages of Selected System

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

-

Advintagesi

P

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

2. Education. and informational opportunities and programs will be expanded to enhance the knowledge of commercial and
residential sectors about resource recovery.

3. Improved database to track and monitor waste and recovery numbers across sectors.

4. The selected system is economically, environmentally and publicly feasible.

5. Expanded resource recovery programs will prolong landfill life and the-environment.

6. Existing technology is capable of handling the waste stream.

D.'sadvan tages;

CE o S e

1. The selected system still utilizes landfills as a primary means of disposal.
2. Recycling markets can be unstable at times.
3. Database methodology will be difficult to narrow down for the commercial sector.
4. Resources for education and recovery programs are limited.
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Appendix B — Non-Selected System

System Components
Evaluation Summary of Non-Selected System

Advantages and Disadvantages of the Non-Selected
System

———M
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Non-Selected System

Before selecting the solid waste management system contained within this Plan amendment, 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.

System Components

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

Resource Conservation Efforts

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems.

Volume Reduction Technigques

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems.

Resource Recovery Programs

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems.

Collection Processes

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems.

Transportation

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems.
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Disposal Areas

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems.

Institutional Arrangements

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems,

Educational and Informational Programs

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems.

Capital, Operational, and Maintenance Costs

Same as the Selected System discussed in the previous section. Technology levels are the only difference between the two systems,

Evaluation Summary of Non-Selected System

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

Advantages and Disadvantages of the Non-Selected System

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

N/A

Disadvantages

N/A
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Appendix € — Public Participation and Approval

—

Public Participation and Approval

Public Involvement Process

Pilanning Process

Planning Committee Appointment Procedure

Planning Committee
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Public Participation and Approval

The following summarizes the processes which were used in the development and local approval of the Plan including a summary of
public participation in those processes, documentation of each of the required approval steps, and a description of the appointment
of the solid was management planning committee along with the members of that committee.
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Public Involvement Process

A description of the process used, including dates of pubiic meetings, copies of public notices, documentation of approval from solid
waste planning committee, County Board of Commissioners, and municipalities.

The Genesee County Public Participation Plan (PPP) outlines processes and methods through which GCMPC ensures that citizen
Input will figure prominently throughout the planning process.

The PPP email database contains over 500 email addresses. Notification of the public comment period and the public hearing was
sent to this email list. This information was also sent to each iocal unit of government in Genesee County. A copy of the draft plan
was also provided to the Shiawassee County Community Development Department as the Venice Park Landfill is included in our plan
and is located close to the Genesee County border.
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CERTIFIED COPY OF RECORD

STATE OF MICHIGAN

County of Genesee

I, JOHN J. GLEASON, Counly Clerk of the County of Genesee, Michigan, and Clerk
of the Genesee County Board of Commissioners, and Cierk of the Circuit Court for said
County, do hereby certify that | have compared the foregoing copy of the November 8,
2012, Board of Commissioners meeting with original record thereof now remaining in
my office, and that the attached is a true and correct copy therefrom, and of the whole
of such original record.

[n Testimony Whereof, | have hereunto set my hand, and affixed the seal of said
Court and County, this Sth day of April A.D. 2013.

GENESEE COUNTY BOARD JOHN J. GLEASON, Clerk
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
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The regular meeting of the Genesee County Board of Commissioners was held in the
Willard P. Harris Auditorium, 3" floor of the Genesee Counly Administration Building,
1101 Beach Street, in the City of Fiint, County of Genesee, State of Michigan, on
Thursday, November 08, 2012, commencing at 9:07 a.m.

CALL TO ORDER:

The meeting was called to order by Chairperson Jamie W. Curiis.

INVOCATION:

The Invocation was given by Miles T. Gadola, Commissioner of the 5™ District.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Ted Henry, Commissioner of the 8th District.
ROLL CALL:

The following members were present:

District #1, Omar A. Sims; #2, Brenda Clack; #3, Jamie W. Curtis; #4, John Northrup;
#5, Miles T. Gadola; #6, Fred Shaltz; #7, Archie H. Bailey; #8, Ted Henry; #9, Patrick .
Gleason

Absent: None

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: None

PUBLIC ADDRESS BOARD:

Chairperson Curtis introduced Commissioners - eject Mark Young and Pegge Adams,
he congratulated all winners of the election and thanked Commissioner Miles T. Gadola
for his outstanding service representing the 5" District.  Commissioner Ted Henry
thanked the voters for passing the Veterans Milage on Tuesday. Chairperson Curtis
recognized veterans in honor of Velerans Day.

Sheriff Pickell presented a Certificate of Excellence to Pegge Nolde, Director,
Equalization, for her assistance in the May 34, 2012 flooding.

Dehorah Caryl, 1110 S. Cummings Rd., Davison Twp, addressed the Board concerning
the defeat of the MSU Extension Millage.

Ashley, Flint, 4-H Club Member, addressed the Board concerning funding for the 4-H
Club.

4-H Club Members gave pledge and requested help with 4-H funding from the Board.
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Ms. Soderlund, 1131 Cumming Rd, Davison Twp,4-H Club Member, addressed the
Board concerning funding for the 4-H Club.

Mildred Daron, 6404 Johnson Rd, Flushing Twp, addressed the Board conceming
funding for the 4-H Club and the Master Gardening Program.

Zach Childs, 9051 Potter Rd, Richfield Twp, addressed the Board concerning funding
for the 4-H Club.

Dee Godfrey, 5180 N. State Rd, Richfield Twp, addressed the Board concerning
funding for the 4-H Club,

Commissioner Brenda Clack spoke to the 4-H Club.

Ann Mills, 5455 Grant Ave, Grand Blanc, addressed the Board concerning funding for
tha 4-H Club.

Ermestine Tune, 5176 Corlland Dr, Grand Blanc Twp, congratulated all candidates and
addressed the Board conceming funding for the 4-H Club and Master Gardening
Program.

Ellen Mills, 5455 Grand Ave, Grand Blanc, address the Board concerning funding for
the 4-H Club.

Dan Russell, Chief Executive Officer, Community Mental Health Services, addressed
the Board regarding an update on the CMH authority status boundaries. Genesee
County has been designated as the contacting authority for the area.

COMMUNICATIONS:

Corpaoration Counsel Celeste Bell advised the Board of needed changes to the indigent
Defense Fund, Suggested motion to add item to agenda for Corporation Counsel to
send a letter to the State to make changes to the Indigent Defense Fund.

Commissioner Ted Henry moved to add item to agenda to approve Corporation
Counsel to send a letter to the State regarding changes to the Indigent Defense Fund.
Supported by Commissioner Brenda Clack. Carried

Commissioner Miles T. Gadola moved to autharize Corporation Counsel to send a lefter

io the State regarding changes to the Indigent Defense Fund.

Supported by Commissioner Ted Henry. Carried
3¢ PUBLIC HEARING:

Chairperson Curtis called a public hearing to order at 9:37 a.m. regarding amendment
o Solid Waste Plan.
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Joe Krapoht, President, GCPRC, addressed the Board regarding Richfield Landfill on
Mt. Momis Road and distributed copies of the Geneses County and Patks Recreation
Commission Ordinance 010-12. Brian Barkey, Counsel for GCPRC was present.

Chairperson Curtis stated that since the County put a lien on the assets of Richfield
Industries once these assets are sold, in bankruptcy, the County can use the funds to
take care of the leaking cells at the Richfield Landfill.

Commissioner Clack inquired if the Richfield Landfill is still doing business and Attorney
Barkey stated they are.

Julie Brandon, secretary of the Holloway Lake Association, addressed the Board
regarding support of the Parks Resolution passed on October 25, 2012,

Derek Bradshaw, Planning Commission, addressed the Board regarding clarifying the
public hearing and advised that the amendment to the plan will take up to 18 months,

Joe Medore, Richfield Township Supervisor, addressed the Board regarding the leaking
cells stating only the ald cells are leaking, the current active cells are not,

Amy McMillan, Director, GC Parks, addressed the Board regarding the leaking cells
stating the owner has not complied with the current agreement to divert the leaking
cells.

There being no member of the public wishing to address the public hearing,
Chairperson Curtis declared the public hearing closed at 10:04 a.m.

REPORTS:

Commissioner Ted Fenry moved that the following Resolution, item number B1, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.

Supported by Commissioner Brenda Clack. Caried

RESOLUTION (42-474)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Cammissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the Equalization Director is authorized,
upon certification of the election results by the Geneses County Board of
Canvassers, to amend and re-file on behalf of the County the State form
L-4029 for 2012 to reflect the addition of the Veterans Millage in the
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amount of .10 mil, approved by the voters of Genesee County at the
November 6, 2012, election, and the Chairperson of this Board and the
County Clerk are authorized to sign said form on behalf of the County.

BE |IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Controlier and the
Director of Veterans Services are directed to prepare a proposed budget
based on the projected tax revenues for presentation to this Board.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
{On agenda with consents of Board and Committee Chairpersons)

Commissicner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number F1, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-475)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LEADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, ratifies the expedited action taken October
24, 2012 by the Finance Committee of this Board authorizing the Seventh
Circuit Court, Family Division to temporarily fill a social service worker
position that has been vacant since August 22, 2012 due to an extended
sick leave (a copy of the memorandum request dated October 22, 2012
being on file with the official records of the October 24, 2012 meefing of
the Finance Committee of this Board).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director of the
Human Resources Department is directed to commence the hiring
pracess for filling the temporary position, in accordance with the County
Personnel Policy and any applicable collective bargaining agreement

FINANCE COMMITTEE
F102412VIIA

Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number F2, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner Brenda Clack. Carried
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RESOLUTION (12-476)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Health Officer 1o
change position number 60917 from “Secretary” to "Health Technician,”
said change being requested to allow more flexibility with regarding the
Women and Infant Children Program services, is approved (a copy of the
memorandum request dated October 24, 2012 and back up
documentation being on file with the official records of the October 24,
2012 meefing of the Finance Committee of this Board).

FINANCE COMMITTEE
F101012VilB

Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number F3, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissicner Miles T. Gadola. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-477)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Information
Technology Department Director to authorize payment in the amount of
$113,847.70 as the annual maintenance fee for the OnBase document
managemsnt system from [magesoft is approved (a copy of the
memorandum request dated October 22, 2012 being on file with the
official records of the October 24, 2012 meeting of the Finance Committee
of this Board).

FINANCE COMMITTEE

F101012viC

Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the fallowing Resolution, item number F4, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supporied by Commigsicner Omar A. Sims., Carried
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RESOLUTION (12-478)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissionars of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Controller to correct
the annualized salary set forth in Resclution 12-434, wherein this Board
appointed Maxine Danieis to the position of Information Technology
Department Director, is approved (a copy of the memorandum request
dated Oclober 23, 2012 being on file with the official records of the
Ociober 24, 2012 meeting of the Finance Committee of this Board).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Resoclution 12434 is
amended to reflect the following information:

Per Resolution Corrected

12434 Amount
Salary Effective 10/10/2012 $92,160.40 $91,238.82
Salary Effective  4/10/2013 $93,831.71 $92,893.42
Salary Effective 10[10/2013 $85,503.00 $94,548.00

FINANCE COMMITTEE
F101012VviID

Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolufion, item number F5, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup. Carried

RESOLUTION ({12-478)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Controller to authorize
use of drug forfeiture funds in the amount of $11,244 to cover the costs of
overtime incurred by the Sheriff Department for the provision of law
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enforcement services during the August 2012 “Back io the Bricks" event in
the City of Flint is approved.

FINANCE COMMITTEE
F101012VIIE

Commissioner Omar A. Sims moved that the following Resolution, item number G1, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner Brenda Clack. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-480)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE [T RESOLVED, that this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, allows and authorizes the payments of bills,
claims, and obligations for the County of Genesee in the amount of
$23,530,469.14 for the period ending October 12, 2012, including
$243,417.80 from the General Fund.

GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS COMMITTEE
G103112VIIA

Commissioner Omar A. Sims moved that the following Resolution, item number G2, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner Brenda Clack. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-481)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Director of the
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Genesee Valley Regicnal Center to -approve the contract with Home
Dental Management Group, doing business as Healthy Kids Dental, for
mobile dental services is approved (a copy of the memorandum request
dated October 17, 2012, and a copy of the contract being on file with the
official records of the October 31, 2012, meeting of the Governmental
Operations Committee of this Board), and the Chairperson of this Board is
hereby authorized to execule the contract on behalf of Genesee. County.

GOVERNMENTAL CPERATIONS COMMITTEE
G103112VIID

Commissioner Omar A. Sims moved that the following Resolution, item number G3, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup., Carried

RESOLUTION (12-482)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOCARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE 1T RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Office of the Sheriff to
approve the attached contract with the Genesee County Community
Mental Health agency ("CMH"} for the provision of a Resource Officer is
approved, and the Chairperson of this Board and the Sheriff are
authorized to execute the contract.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Human Resources
Department is authorized to complete the hiring process for the filling of
the CMH Resource Officer position, the commencement of which was
previously authorized in Resclufion no. 12-460, so that the position may
be filled as soon as practicable in accordance with County policy and any
applicable collective bargaining agreement.

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS COMMITTEE
{On agenda with consent of Board and Committee chairs)
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DRAFT
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONTRACT

This Contract for Professional Services (the “Contract") is by and between
the County of Genesee, a Michigan Municipal Corporaticn, whose
principal place of business is located at 1101 Beach Street, Flint, Michigan
48502 (the “County”) and the Genesee County Sheriff (the “Sheriff"), and
Genesee County Community Mental Health, whose principal place of
business is located at 420 W. Fifth Avenue, Flint, Mi 48503 ("CMH") {the
County, Sheriff and CMH together being the "Parties").

Term
1.1 The term of this Contract commences on November 9,
2012, and shall be effective through September 30, 2013
{the “Term”). This confract has been approved by the
Genesee County Board of Commissioners Resolution
# .

1.2 It is understood that the CMH shall become the
Genesee County Community Mental Health Authority (the
"Authority”) effective December 31, 2012. It is the intention
of the Parties that this Contract will be ratified by the
Authority as soon as practicable after its creation, but shall
occur no later than February 20, 2013.  Failure by the
Authority 1o rafify this Contract by this date shal
automatically terminate this Contract effective February 22,
2013.

Purpose

This contracl is entered into for the purpose of the Sheriff providing a
Genesee County Sheriff's deputy who is a certified pclice officer to act as
the Resource Ofiicer to Genesee County Community Mental Health.
Scope of Work

The County agrees to assign a cerfified police officer to the Genesee
County Community Mental Health to provide police services to the
agency, as well as assist in the preparation of, and training for, emergency
preparedness plans (the "Services™.

Compensation

41 CMH agrees to pay the County the actual costs for
performing all Services covered by this Contract. The basic
cost of such Services is estimated to be, and intended by the
parties not to exceed, $99,060 for the Temm described
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above, (See Exhibit A which 1§ incorporated herein by
reference). The basic cost includes all salaries and wages,
sick leave, vacations, employee benefits, supervision, Public
Employees’ Retirement Contribution Insurance premiums,
social security, unemployment insurance, worker's
compensation, equipment costs, vehicle costs, and all other
indirect costs incurred by the County and the Sheriff in
providing the Services. The County reserves the right to
demand, and CMH agrees to pay, all actual costs incurred in
providing the Services, including vehicle fuel costs in excess
of the estimated motar pool allowance based on use and the
cosis of fuel.

It is agreed that CMH may choose to supply its own vehicle
andfor fuel to the Resource Officer. I1f this choice is made, a
separate agreement will be reached regarding insurance
coverage. In addition, the molor pool charges will be
adjusted to reflect the actual use, if any, of a County vehicle.

The County will provide to CMH bi-monthly invoices, along
with any supporting documentation such as time sheets and
receipts for incurred expenses. Actual computation of
applicable costs hereunder shalt be made by the Genesee
County Controller. Payments for such costs shall bé made
promptly by CMH to the County within thirty (30) days of
receipt of the County’s invoice and supporting
documentation.

In addition to the basic costs designated in subsection 4.1
above, CMH agrees fo pay costs for any overtime incurred in
the course of providing the services under this Contract.

It is understood that the staffing provided for in this Contract
supports a full time position for CMH but does not include
weekends, holidays, or backfilling of the position when an
assigned individual is absent due to illness or vacation.
CMH agrees to pay all.costs, daollar for dollar, associated
with such additional coverage, if CMH chooses to request it.

If, during the period covered by this Contract, an increase in
salary, fringe benefits or other costs is implemented as a
result of negotiation between the County and the collective
bargaining organization (Jabor union) of the employees or as
a result of rafe increases, this Contract shall be amended to
Include the increased cost of providing the services covered
by this Contract, and CMH agrees to reimburse the County
to the extent of the increased cosls.
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4.8 The County and the Sheriff agree that overtime incurred
during the period covered by this Contract shall be keptfo a
minimum. The County and Sheriff further agree to report
overfime costs, if any, to CMH monthly.

Taxes.

The County is a Michigan Municipal Corporation. CMH acknowledges that
the County is exempt from Federal Excise Tax and Michigan Sales Tax.

Contract Administrator

The contract administrator {or this Contract is Sheriff Robert Pickell (the
“Contract Administrator”).  CMH acknowledges that the Contract
Administrator is the primary County contact for notices and instructions
related to this Contract. The CMH agrees to provide a copy of all notices
related to this Contract to the Contract Administrator.

Termination

7.1 Any party may terminate this Contract for any reason upon
written nolice to the other parties of not less than forty-five
{45) days priar to the date of such termination.

7.2 The County may terminate this Contract immediately in the
event its costs exceed, or are anticipated to exceed,
$89,080.00 for the Contract Term and CMH declines to pay
the County for such additional costs.

7.3 In the event of termination, the County is not liable to CMH
for any costs incurred to obtain substitute performance,

Nondiscrimination

The Parties covenant that they will not discriminate against an employee
or applicant of employment with respect fo hire, tenure, terms, conditions,
or privileges of employment, or a matier directly or indirectly related to
employment, because of race, color, religion, national origin, age, sex,
height, weight, marital status or a disability that is unrelated to the
individual's ability to perform the duties of a particular job or position, and
that they will require the same non-discrimination assurances: from any
subcontractor who may be used to carry out duties described in this
contract. The Parties further covenant that they will not discriminate
against businesses that are owned by women, minarities or persons with
disabilities in providing services coverad by this Contracl. Breach of this
covenant shall be regarded as a material breach of this Contract.
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Freedom of Information Act

This Contract and all attachments, as well as all other information
submitted by CMH to the County, are subject to disclosure under the
provisions of MCL §15.231, ef seq., known as the “Freedom of Information
Act’.

Liability

Each party to this Agreement will remain responsible for any claims arising
out of that party's performance of this Agreement, as provided for in this
Agreement or by faw. This Agreement is not intended to either increase or
decrease either party's liability to or immunity from tort ¢claims.

This Agreement is not intended to, nor will it be interpreted as giving,
either party a right of indemnification either by contract or at law for claims
arising out of the performance of this Agreement,

General Provisions

11.1 Enfire Contract
This Contract, consisting of the following documents and
Exhibits, embodies the entire Contract between the Parties.

11.1.1. The Contract — This Professional Services Contract
11.1.2. Exhibit A —Anticipated Budget

There are no promises, temns, conditions, or obligations
refating to the Services other than those contained herein.
In the event of a conflict between this Confract and any
Exhibit, the terms of this Contract shalt control.

11.2 No Assignment
The County may not assign or subcontract this Contract
without the express writien consent of CMH.

11.3 Modification
This Cantract may be modified only in writing executed with
the same formalities as this Cantract,

11.4 Binding Effect
The provisions of this Contract shall apply to and bind the
heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns all of the
parties hereto,
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Salary Overtime
Overtime Holiday Pay
Salary Premium
Longevity

SALARIES Total
Social Security
Medical Insurance
Optical Insurance
Dental Insurance

Life Health Insurance
Retirement

Workers Compensation
Unemployment

Post-Retirement Benefits
FRINGES Total

Supplies Computer
Laundry Robes Uniforms
Equipment

Motor Pool Charges

Governmental Service Fee

OTHER NON-PERSNL EXP.

Total

737

46,213
3,535
14,474
198
1,032
1,350
4,621
1,479
185

9,243

36,117

550

15,000

1,180

16,730

99,060
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Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, item number H1, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner Omar A, Sims., Carried

RESOLUTION (12-483)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of Genesee
County, Michigan, that the request by the Executive Director of the
Genesee County Community Resource Department (GCCARD) to
authorize entering a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Priority
Children for the purpose of providing and installing carbon monoxide

Octaber 24, 2012 and the propesed memorandum of understanding being
on file with the official records of the October 24, 2012 meeting of the
Human Services Committee of this Board), and the Director of GCCARD
is authorized to sign said MOU on behalf of Genesee County.

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE
H102412vIIA2
Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, item number H2, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner Omar A. Sims. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-484)

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 ratifies the expedited action taken Qctober 24,
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2012, by the Human Services Committee of this Board in authorizing
acceptance by the Genesee County Community Resource Department
(GCCARD) of three contract modifications to contracts with Michigan
Works! Career Alliance, Inc. as identified below:

Contract # Modlficatlon Intent/Spacifics Funding Change
D150A-11 EXIZ 130-JOA-13 - TARFIJET - Qriap " ans Sericas % 375,000
for.an additinnal {mar
018-J0A-11 EXT & 130-VETA3 TANFLJET = Vocationa) Education Trairing $ 62,480
activities for an edditional
CISJOAITEXT §930-G0AT3 - - . __ * Y GHIGRET > OrlemationandAgshasmpnt - ° ° = $30.000 :© -
PRI RIRIUT 1 ] Ativnles fif o tdtonalypar . oot oofs 2T T T L

{a copy of the memorandum request dated October 10, 2012 and contract
modification documents being on file with the official records of the
October 24, 2012 meefing of the Human Services Committee of this
Board), and the Executive Director of GCCARD fs authotized fo sign said
document on behalf of Genesee County.

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE
H102412VIIA3

Commissicner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, item number H3, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner Omar A. Sims. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-485)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
CQUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Genesee County
Health Cfficer to authorize acceptance of $53,982 in grani funding from
the US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention for the REACH/CEED
program, to permit completion of the work related to the Genesee County
REACH US project, for the peried October 1, 2012 through November 28,
2012, is approved, and the Health Officer and Chairperson of this Board
are authorized to sign, as necessary, the extension document (a copy of
the memorandum request dated Oclober 18, 2012 and supporting
documentation being on file with the official records of the Cctober 24,
2012, meeting of the Human Services Committee of this Board).

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE
H102412VI181
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Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, item number H4, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner Omar A. Sims. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-486)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Geneses County, Michigan, that the request by the Genesee County
Health Officer to approve the amendment to the professional services
contract betwesn Genesee County and InnerCity Production, LLC, P.O.
Box 320992, Fiint, Ml 48532, funded by the REACH US/ GEED grant, to
include  additional funding and to extend the effective date of said
agreement through November 29, 2012, for the production of a REACH
US documentary, is approved, and the Chairperson of this Board is
authorized fo sign said contract amendment on behalf of Genesge County
{a copy of the memorandum request dated October 18, 2012 and contract
amendment being on file with the official records of the October 24, 2012
meeting of the Human Services Committee of this Board),

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE
H102412vIIB2
Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, item number H5, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted,
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup, Carried

RESOLUTION (1 2-487)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Genesee County
Health Officer to approve the second amendment to the professional
services contract between Genesee County and Denise Carty, 1509 Pine
Valley Bivd., Ann Arbor, M 48104, funded by the REACH US/ CEED
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grant, to extend the current contract through November 29, 2012, said
contract having been previously extended through September 28, 2012,
for the continued provision of evaluative services at a cost of $3,000, is
approved, and the Chairperson of this Board Is authorized to sign said
contract amendment on behalf of Genesee County (a copy of the
memorandum request dated October 18, 2012 and contract amendment
being on file with the official records of the Oclober 24, 2012 meeting of
the Human Services Committee of this Board).

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE
-H102412VIIB3

Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, itern number H6, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup. Carried

RESOLUTION {12-488)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BCARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESCLVED, by this Board of Comunissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Genesee County
Health Officer to approve the amendment to and extension of the
professional services contract between Genesee County and the Regents
of the University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Ml 48109, whereby the
University has been contracted for evaluation of the REACH US program,
said contract to be extended through November 29, 2012, at an additional
cost of $2,500, is approved, and the Chairperson of this Board Is
authorized to sign said contract amendment on behalf of Genesee County
(a copy of the memorandum request dated October 18, 2012 and contract
amendment being on file with the official records of the October 24, 2012
meeting of the Human Services Committee of this Board).

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE

H102412V1|B4
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Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, item number H7, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner John Narthrup, Carfed

RESOLUTION (12-489)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Genesee County
Health Officer 1o approve the comprehensive agreement between
Genesee County and the Michigan Department of Community Health,
contract no. 20130405-00, for the period October 1, 2012 through
September 30, 2013, in the amount of $5,616,659, for the delivery of
public health services, is approved, and the Health Officer is authorized to
sign said contract on behalf of Genesee County (a copy of the
mernorandum requesl dated Ocloher 18, 2012 and Cemprehensive
Agreement being on file with the official records of the October 24, 2012
meeting of the Human Services Committee of this Board).

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE
H102412v1iB5
Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, item number H8, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.

Supported by Commissioner Ted Henry, Carried
RESOLUTION (12-490)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:
BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of

Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Senior Services
Administrator to authorize the following travel requests are approved (a
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copy of the memoranda requests dated October 9, 2012 and supporting
documentation being on file with the official records of the Oclober 24,
2012 meeting of the Human Services Committee of this Board):

1) A Carman-Ainsworth staff person is approved to
accompany seniors on trips arranged by the Center for the period October
1, 2012 through September 30, 2012, travel costs not to be paid by the
Senior Millage.

2) The Krapohl Senior Center Director, Gayle Reed, and
her social work technician, Ruben Quintanilla, are authorized to atlend the
2012 Michigan Association of Senior Centers Conference being held at
the Crystal Mountain Resort in Thompsonvitle, M| far the period November
7-9, 2012, expenses in the amount of $500 to be paid from the Senior
Millage.

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE
H102412VIIC1 & C2

Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number P1, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup, Carmied

RESOLUTION (12-481)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Direclor of the
Information Technology Department to authorize contract negotiations
with Avalon Technologies for the purchase of SAN and network
infrastructure upgrades, and to enter intfo a contract with Avalon
Technologies at a price not fo exceed $515,000.00, is approved (a copy of
the memorandum request dated Ociober 26, 2012, being on file with the
official records of the Cctober 31, 2012, meeting of the Public Works
Committee of this Board); and that the Chairperson is authorized to
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execute the final negotiated contract on behalf of Genesee County upon

review by Genesee County Corporation Counsel.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
P103112VIA

Comimissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number P2, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supporied by Commissioner Fred Shaltz. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-492)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Director of the
Information Technology Department to extend the managed hosting
contract with Bull HN Information Systems for one year at a cost of
$287,340.00, is approved (a copy of the memorandum request dated
QOctober 26, 2012, being on file with the official records of the October 31,
2012, meeting of the Public Works Committee of this Board); and that the
Chairperson is authorized to execute the contract on behalf of Genesee
County,

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
P103112vIB
Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number P3, as
printed on the agenda, be adopted.
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup., Carried

RESOLUTION (12-483)

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GENESEE
COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LADY AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of
Genesee County, Michigan, that the bids shown in beld print on the one




Thursday, No©  2r 08, 2012 745

——

page document captioned Bid Tabulation - #12-026-2013 Vehicles
(attached) are hereby accapted, and the Purchasing Director is directed to
present the 2013 Genesee County Vehicle Replacement Plan to the Motor
Poaol Subcommittee of the Public Works Committee.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

P103112VIIC

GENESEE COUNTY BID TABULATION (Loca! Preference Policy) - #12-026 - 2013 VEHICLES -

Company: Graff Applegate Simms Shaheen
Chevralet Chevrolet Chevrolet Chevrolet
City: Davison Flint Clio Lansing
Item Vehicle
1. 2013 GM CC10706, Chey Tahoe, 2WD, 4DR $ 25,845,00 $ 26,576.65 S 27,292.12 $525,6846.55
2. 2013 G CK10706, Chev Tahoe 1/2 T, 4WD, 40R 5 30,266.00 $30,641.20 5 31,389.00 § 29,826,20
3. 2013 GM 1EW19, Chey Caprice Palice Patrel Veh, 4 DR, Sdn $ 27,181.00 § 27,056.05 $27,539,00 $ 27,611.05
4, 2013 GM 1EW19, Chev Caprice Detective, 4DR, Sedan 5 26,565.00 $ 26,439.80 5 26,942.00 $ 26,994,080
5. 2013 GM 1W519, Chev Impala Police 4DR Sedan % 20,436,00 $ 21,131,866 $ 21,646.00 §20,437.66
6. 2013 GM 1W519, Chev Impala Police, 4DR, Sedan $ 20,049,00 $20,744.91 5 21,249.00 $ 20,650.%1
7. 22013 GM 1PL69, Chev Cruze LS, 40R, Sedan $ 16,899.00 $17,313.88 $17,647.00 $ 17,693.88
8. 2013 GM 1GB69, Chey Malibu LS, 4DR, Sedan $ 18,963.00 $19,137.43 $ 19,586.00 5 19,657.93
9. 2013 GM 4GB69, Buick LaCrosse, 4DR, FWD Sedan $ Mo Bid S No Bid $ No Bid S No Bid
10. 2013 GM 4GREY, Buick Regal 4DR, Sedan $ No Bid % No Bid $ No Bid $ No Bid
11 2013 GM CG13405, 135" WB, Chev Express
1/2 T Cargo, RWD, Van S 17,803.00 $19,578.25 $ 20,149.00 $ No 8id
12. 72013 GM CG23405, 135" WE, Chev Express
374 T Cargo, RWD, Yan % 18,975.00 $20,750.01 §21,319.00 % No Bid
13, 2013 GM £6133405, 135" WB, Chev Express
1T Cargo, RWD, Van $ 21,283,00 §23,457.51 §23,986.00 % No Bid
14, 2013 GM CGII706, 155° WB, They Express
Passenger LS, 1T Van, RWD § 24,430.00 $27,204.75 § 27,758.00 $ No Bid
15. 2013 Gm CGIIT05, 155" WB, Chev Express
1 T Cargo Yan, RWD 5 22,079.00 $24,254.00 $24,791.00 S No Bid
16, 2013 GM CC10963, 1337 WB, Chev Silverado
Reg Cab, 1/2 T, 2WD, P/ % 16,635.00 $17,309. 71 §17,944.00 5 Ho Bid
17. 2013 GM £C10903, 133"WB, Chev Silverado
Reg Cab, 1/2 T, 2WD, P/ % 16,456.00 $17,030.96 S 17,674.00 $ No Bid
18. 2013 GM CC20503, 133,7" WB, Chev Silverado
HD, 3/4 T, Reg Cab, 2WD, P11 $ 19,899.00 519,963,350 $20,591.00 $ No Bid
15. 2013 GM CK10903, 133.0" WB, Chev Silverado
Reg Cab, 142 T, 4WD, PJU $ 20,200,00 $20,975.46 §21,596.00 $ No bid
20, 2013 GM CC10753 143.5™ WH, Chey Silverado
Ext Cab, 1/2 T, 2WD, P/U 4§ 18,306.00 $ 19,680,790 $20,324.00 S No Bid
21. 2013 GM CK20903, 133,7" WB, Chev Silverado
Reg Cab, HD 3/4 T, 4WD, P/U $ 23,282.00 5 24,092.81 § 24,381.00 $ No bid
22, 2011 GM CX20903, 133.7" WB, Chew Silverade
Reg Cab, HD 3/4 T, 4ND, P/U, $ 30,5%96.00 S 31,407.06 $21,712.00 S No Bid
23. 2013 GM CK20753, 144.2" WB, Chev Silverado
Ext Cab, HD 3/4°T, 44D, P/U $ 24,797.00 $ 26,007.26 $25,321.00 S No Bid
24, 7013 GM CKR0953, 158.2° WB, Chev Silverado 5 24,874.00. $26,184.72 S 26,496.00 $ No Bid

Ext Cab, HD 3/4 T, 4WD, P/U
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5. 2013 GM CK20753, 144,2" WB, Chev Silverado

Ext Cab, HD 3/4 T, 4WD P/U 5 32,411.00 §33,321.51 5 33,638.00
26, 2013 GM CK20953, 158.2" WB, Chey Silverado

Ext Cab, HD 344 T, 4WD P/U $ 32,188.00 5 33,498.95 $ 33,797.00
27, 2013 GM CK20743, 153.7" W8, Chev Silverado

Crew Cab, HD 374 T, 44D P/D § 25,476.00 $27,186.70 $27,497.00
28. 2013 GM CI20743, 153.7" WEB, Chev Silverado .

Crew Cab, HD 3/4 T, 4WD, P/U § 32,790.00 $ 34,500.95 §34,820.00
29, 2013 G# CK20943, 167.7” WB, Chev Silverade

Crew Cab, HD 3/4 T, 4WD, P/U $§ 25,653,00 527,364.16 5 27,686.00
39. 2013 GM CX20943, 167.7" WB, Chev Silverado

Crew Cab, HD 3/4 T 4WD, P/U § 32,555.00 $33,930.41 5 24,581.00
3. 2013 Gam CK30903, 133,7" WE, Chev Silverade .

Reg Cab, HD 3/4 T, Crew Cab 4WD, prU $ 23,552.00 5 24,127.00 52,71.00
3. 2013 GM CK30903, 13377 W8, Chev Silverado )

Reg Cab, HD 1 T, 4w, P/U $ 31,640.00 $31,815.30 § 32,469.00
33, 2013 GM CK30943, 167.7" W8, Chev Sitverado

Crew Cab, HD 1 T, 2WD, Pru $-26,901.00 $27,676.36 528,318.00
34, 2013 GM CR14526, Chev Traverse LS, FWD, 4DR § 24,575.00 § No Bid 5 24,511.00%

Y2012 LS)

35, 2013 GM 1LF26, Chev Equinox LS, FWD, 40R 520,109.00 520,984.36 $21,516.00
This is a draft, tabulation. Eniries are as recorded during bid opening, may iaclude incorrect price extensions ar transeription
errors, and are subject te change if eonflicting information is discovered during anatysis of the bid responses,  12-026bt
LAUDATORY RESOLUTION:
Commissioner Fred Shallz moved that the following Laudatory Resolution be adopted.
Supparted by Commissioner Ted Henry. Carried

RESOLUTION (12-L18)

WHEREAS, it is a pleasure to pay speciai tribute to Annie M. Dye
as she retires after nine years as the President of the Great Lakes Bapfist
District Association Women's Auxiliary; and

WHEREAS, Sister Dye is the third of nine children born fo the late
Mr. and Mrs. Bynum and Hattie James, Water Valley, Mississippl. She
graduated from Water Valley High Schoo! and attended Rust College,
Holly Spring, Mississippi; and

WHEREAS, Sister Dye was married {0 the late Joe Dye, Sr. and to
this union two sons were born, the late James Dye and the Jate Joe Dye,
Jr. She is also the grandmother of four and great-grandmother of three;
and

WHEREAS, Sister Dye became a member of the Metropolitan
Baptist Tabemacle under Reverend Dr. Thomas Balloy and is presenily
serving under the leadership of Reverend Carlos D. Williams; is active in

§ No Bid
$ No Bid
5 Mo 8id
5 No Bid
$ No Bid
§ No Bid
$ No Bid
5 No Bid

§ No Bid
$ No Bid

$ 19,027.30



Thursday, Nc -«er 08, 2012

fHe Wolverine State Baptist Convenfion (serving as Worman's Auxiliary Co-
Chairman for the District Presidents’ Prayer Hour Program; served the
National Baptist Convention, USA, Inc. Woman's Auxiliary on the
Registration Committee; and has remained active in her Church, District,
State, Natiopal and community activities while she worked for 31 years at
AG Spark Plug Division of General Motors; and

WHEREAS, one of Sister Dye's favorite bible verses is:

“ wili bless the Lord at all times: This praise shall continually be in my
mouth.” Psalm 34:1

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board of County
Commissioners of Genesee County, Michigan, on a motion by
Commissioner Brenda Clack, and supported by Commissioner Omar A.
Sims does hereby laud, applaud, and congratulate:

ANNIE M. DYE

as she retires as President of the Great Lakes Baptist District Association
Women's Auxiliary,

UNFINISHED BUSINESS: None

NEW AND MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS: None

ADJOURNMENT:

A o CoeF .

JAMIE W. CURTIS, CHAIRPERSON

MICHAEL J. CARR, CLERK

PRt Lo

MARY A. IdETZLDEPUT‘#&fER’W

747

There being no objection from any member of the Board, Chairperson declared the
meeting adjoumed at 10:23 a.m.
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ATTENTION!

O Ll

PUBLIC COAIMENT PERIOD & PUBLIC HEARING:

The Genesee County Salid Waste Management Plan Amendment that is authorized under Act 451, Part
115 of the Michigan Environmental Protection Act, 1994 will be released for public review and
comment, The release of the draft plan amendment is the first task in the approval process of the plan.

o nlnn

A 90-day public comment period for the Draft Solid Waste Management Plan Amendment will be held
from Friday, September 28, 2012 through Friday, December, 28, 2012. The draft plan cas be reviewed
at the mzin branch of the Flint Pubfic Library, the headquarters of the Genesee District Library, local units
of government, the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) offices, and-at the
GOMPC Website, GCMPC office hours are Monday throngh Friday, 8:00 am_ to 12:00 p.m., and 1:00
p.m. to 5:00 p.m Comments may be made in person or by mail, telephone, facsimile, or e-mail. A public
hearing for the plan is scheduled for:

-

3.0d

il

Sy
A

it v "

Thursday, November 8, 2012, at 9:00 a.m.

; - . . Harris Aunditorium, 3™ Floor
= [ = Genesee County Administration Building
1 : - 1101 Beach Street Flint

: This hearing complies with the intent of the Michigan Environmental Protection Act, 1994, The Genesze
P Comnty Metropofitan Planning Commission will furrish reasonable awxdfiary aids and services to

W
O
[P

f T S individnals with disabilities npon request. Individuals with disabilities requiring awxiliary =ids and services
£ . . should contact the Planning Commission by writing or calling the address listed below.
) e After the comment period, the Sclid Waste Management Planning Committee with make any nécessary

changes based on comments received, eithier in writing or at the public hearing. All written comments
should be submitted i writing to:

Geneses Catmty Metropolitan Planning Commission
At Mr. Jason Nordberg
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, MI 48302
Phone: (810)-257-3010 Facsimile: (810)-257-3185
E-mait pcompe@co.genesee ming
Michigan Relay Center: 1-800-649-3777 o 711
“An Equal Opportunity Organization™
e LD TR ST -  ecrhizou i Sty Al iz

i

ritact Us!
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GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING
May 7, 2013, 2:00 p.m.

MINUTES

The Solid Waste Management Planning Committee met at 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, May 7,
2013, in the Conference Room of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission {GCMPC). 1101 Beach Streed, Room 223, Flint, Michigan.

. CALLTO ORDER
. Chaiman Brake called the meeting to order at 2:05 pm.

ILROLL CALL

B3 Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Bob Thomton, Derek Bradshaw, Jacky King, Pegge
Adams, Rebecca Fedewa, Mike Csapo, Paul Brake, John Morrissey.

Absent/Excused: Dan Gudgel, fred Domine, Holly Lubowicki, Bemie Scibienski, Jason
Gagne.

Others Present: Tim Church, Dominic Remmes, Joseph Madore, Jason Nordberg, Kelly
Richardson.

L. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

- None.

IV. MINUTES

Minutes of the January 17, 2013 Reqular Meeting
Rs Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Mike Csapo. Seconded by Jacky King, to

approve the minutes of the January 17, 2013 meefing, as written.

Y. COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITIEE OF THE BOARD OF
COMMISSIONERS CHANGES TO SWP

. Ms, Richardson reviewed the one change proposed by the Cormmunity and
Economic Development Committee, in regards to the Richfield Landiil pioperty
descriplion, and stated that this committee musi discuss it and provide a wiritten
statement back 1o the Board of Commissioners. Discussion ensued. Comments were
heard from Joe Madore, Richfield Township Supervisor, and Dominic Remmes of Brent
Ru Landfill.

3 Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Mike Csapo, Seconded by Amy Freeman-
Rosa. to approve the facility description far the Richfield Landfill, including that the total
areq sited for use has an asterisk foot note that reads that should the MDEQ move
forward with permanent closure and the property on which the total area permitted for
use reverts to public ownership, then the total area sited for use by the County shall be
limited to the total area permitted at the time of closure.




Motion passed unanimously.

Motion: Action: To Amend. Moved by Pegge Adams, Seconded by Jacky King, to
amend the motion that such amendment is subject to review by Corporation Counsel.
Motion passed vnanimously.

VLADJOURNMENT
Mr. Brake adjourned the meeting at 3:06 pm.

Respectiuily submilied,
Nichole Odette, Secretary



GENESEE COUNTY S0LID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITIEE MEETING
Janyary 17, 2013, 2:00 p.m.

MINUTES

The Solid Waste Management Planning Committee met at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday,
January 17, 2013, in the Conlerence Room of the Genesee Counly Metropalitan
Flanning Commission [GCMPC), 1101 Beach Streef, Roam 223, Flint, Michigan.

L._CALL TO ORDER

1] Chairman Brake called the meeting to order at 2:02 p.m. and infroduced the new
Secretary, Nichole Odelte. Mr. Brake asked the members to infreduce themselves by
name and offiliation.

II._ROLL CALL

&I present: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Bob Thomton, Dan Gudgel, Derek Bradshaw, Fred
Domine, Jason Gagne, John Morrissey, Mike Csapo, Paul Brake, Pegge Adams,
Rebecca Fedewa.

Absenl/Excused: Bernie Scibienski, Helly Lubowicki, Jacky King.

Others present: Joseph Madore. Jason Nordberg, Kelly Richardsor.

. QPPORTUNITY FOR FUBLIC COMMENT
P None,

V. _MINUTES

Minutes of the September 20, 2012 Reqular Meeting

R Mofion: Aclion: Approve, Moved by Pegge Adarms, Seconded by Bob Thomton to
approve the minutes of the September 20, 2012 meeting, as writien.

Mellon passed unanimously,

V. COMMENIS RECEIVED DURING PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
i' Ms, Richardson briefed the committee on Ihe comments received by the DEQ and
@ Resolution from the Genesee County Parks and Recrealion Commission. M.

Richardson discussed the miinor updates staff made to the SWMP, per comments
received. Discussion ensued,

VI, FINAL PLAN DRAFT

R . Richardson siated that although staff is not requesting commitiee approval of
the SWMP teday. it should be presented to the Board of Commissioners within the next

30 days. Discussion ensued. v




Motion: Aclion: Approve, Moved by John Morrissey, Seconded by Jason Gagne lo
approve the findl draft of the SWMP,
Motion possed vnanlimously.

VI._TIMELINE PROGRESS

i Ms. Richardson stated thal now approved, the SWMP will go to the Board of
Commissioner's C& ED Committee rmeeting on February 13%, then on to the full Boord

on March 20% If approved, staff will then present the SWMP fo all 33 local unils; -
however, an appioval rate of 67% Ts required before the SWMP can be seni o the DEQ.

The SWMPC will not reconvene unless the Board of Commissioners sends it back with
COncerns.

Vil. ADJOURNMENT

' Mr. Brake adjourned the meeting at 2:56 p.m.
&r

Respectully submilted,
Nichole Odette. Secrefary



'
\

GOUNTY METRO -~
" R

<
2
% ROOM 223 - 1101 BEACH STREET FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

TELEPHONE (810) 257-3010  FAX (810) 257-3185

[4 o\‘
4 N
MWing comms®

GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITIEE
GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
110T BEACH STREET
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
CONFERENCE ROOM, 2% FLOOR
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 2012
2:00 P.M.

MINUTES

I. Introductions

Roll Call.

Present: Bemie Scibienski, Bob Thornton, Dan Gudgel, fred Domine, Holly
Lubowicki, Jacky King, Jason Gagne, Mike Csapo, Patrick Gleason, Paul
Brake, Rebecca Fedewa.

Absent/Excused: Amy Freeman-Rosa, John Morrissey.

Staff Present: Derek Bradshaw, Peggy Cole, Jason Nordbert, Kelly
Richardson

Others Present: Pegge Adams, Joe Madore, Carol Hinterman, Bobbie
Walton

Il. Opportunity for Public Comment

Carol Hinterman
Pegge Adams

ll. Minutes of the August 16, 2012 SWMPC {altached)***

Motion: Approve the minutes of the August 16, 2012 meefing, as
written, Moved by Bernie Scibienski, Seconded by Bob Thornton.
Motion passed vnanimously.

AN EQUAL OPPCRTUNITY QRGANIZATION

DB:KR:ag
KAWASTEMGTN2011 Picn Amend\SWMPC\2012\Minutes\September MINUTES.doc



V. Import/Export Authorizations {attached)***

Kelly Richardson reviewed.

Motion: Approve the Import/Export Authorizations and include them in
the final draft of the Solid Waste Management Plan, Moved by Bernie
Scibienski, Seconded by Bob Thornton.

Moiton passed uvnanimously.

V. Final Plan Draft {attached)***

Kelly Richardson reviewed.

Motion: Approve with new verbage in‘the conclusion regarding
Richfield landfill, and release for $0 day public comment, Moved by Bernie
Scibiensk, Seconded by Jason Gagne.

Motion passed unanimously.

V1. Timeline Progress {attached)
Kelly Rlichardson summarized.
VIl October/November Meeling Change

Because of ihe public comment period, there will be no SWMPC
meetings in October or November, unless necessary for urgent business.

VIl Ajournmem‘
Chairperson Brake, without objection, adjoumned the meeling at 2:55
p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Peggy Cole, Secretary
GCMPC

+
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January 4, 2013

RE !
Ms. Kelly Richardson, emﬁgﬁ% %%D\;
Genesee County Metrapolitan Planning Commission . .
1101 Beach Street, Room 223 224 10208

Flint, Michigan 48502

pLATNG CORMbION

SUBJECT: 2012 Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan Amendment

Dear Ms. Richardson:

The Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) received and reviewed the
documentation provided by the Genesea County Metropolitan Planning Commission for
the draft 2012 Genesee County Sclid Waste Management Flan (Plan) Amendment 90-
day public comment pericd beginning September 28, 2012. The first few comments
apply to the Plan Amendment overall,

Not all of the pages currently show a page number: please make sure that each page is
labeled with a page number, for easier reference.

Pléase note that there is a lot of duplicative language is found in the Plan Amendment
and the Technical Reports and Genesee County Reeycling Assessment (Recycling
Assessment} found in the Appendix; therefore, please ensure that all changes identified
in this letter within the Plan Amendment are also correcled in the appropriate areas
within the Technical Reports and Recycling Assessment.

Additionally, to alleviate any confusion regarding any conflicting infarmation that may
exist between the Plan Amendment and the Technical Reports and Reeycling
Assessment, please add a statement at the beginning of the Plan Amendment to
indicate that the information found in the body of the Plan Amendment will take
precedence over the Technical Reports and Recycling Assessment,

‘Once an acronym is identified, please cantinue to use it throughout the Plan
Amendment. One example, on page 12, first sentence, the Plan Amendment identifies
the Genesee Metropalitan Planning Commission as *GCMPC” and again identifies the
same acronym oh page 19.

Additionally, please use acronyms consistently throughout the Plan Amendment. One
example, on page 7, third paragrapti, first sentence, the Plan Amendment identifies the
Michigan Depariment of Environmental Quality as *"MDEQ"; however, on page 9, third
paragraph, the Plan Amendment identifies “DEQ” and in the fourth paragraph on page 8
identifies the same entity as “Michigan DEQ.® -

CONSTITUTION HALL ~ 525 WEST ALLEGAN STREET - .0, BOX 20473 - LANSING, MICHIGAN 485097973
wiwwe michigan goviden » (B00) 682-9278
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Ms. Kelly Richardson 2 . January 4, 2013

While not a requirement, it would be helpful to place dividers between each of the
format seclions. This would allow for easier distinction between each section for
reviewing and reference purposes.

Comments will be addressed below in the same order as the topics appear in the Plan
Amendment.

Page 2, 2012 Plan Update Cover Page should be changed to reflect that this is a Plan
Amendment and not an update that was initiated by the DEQ Director. Thersfore, the
title should be 2012 Plan Amendment Cover Page.”

Pages 4 — 5, Table of Contents, The Selected Solid Waste System, does not identify
where the siting procedure or local ordinance and regulations sections are in the Plan
Amendment. Please add these sections as appropriate to the Table of Contents.

Page 9, Executive Summary, Conclusions, Richfield Landfill, while not an approval
issue; the Blan Amendment specifically describes this facility and does nct identify the
other facilities that are located within the County. In an effort to be equitable, it is
suggested that you also identify and describe the other facifities located in the County
as well or, altematively, delete the description for the Richfield Landfill.

Page 29, Database Section, Totat Waste Generated, does identify the {otal waste
generated for each sector; however, the DEQ format requires the following two items to
be included in the Plan: “Total Quantity of Solid Waste Generated” and “Total Quantity
of Solid Waste Needing Disposal.” Also, the total quantity of solid waste needing
disposal is the total waste generated minus any existing diversion pragrams. This
section allows the DEQ and others to determine the landfill disposal capacity needed for
the County. Please add this information to the Plan Amendment.

Page 30, Database Section, Solid Waste Area Summaries, second paragraph, last
sentence indicates to “see the selected system section of the plan for the facility
descriptions.” In order to alleviate any confusion on where this information can be
found, please indicate the page number where this information starts; in this case, it
starts on page 49 of the Plan Amendment. -

Similarly, page 31, Database Section, Solid Waste Collection Services and
Transportation Infrastructure, last sentence should also include the page number where
this information can be found: in this case it starts on page 57 of the Plan Amendment.

Page 44, Selected Solid Waste Management Systern Section, Importation and
Exportation Authorizations, last paragraph states, "...Genesee County may authorize ali
other Michigan counties for impartation and exportation of solid waste nat specifically
listed in the Import and Export Authorization Tables pending future solid waste
impert/export authorizations requests.” The Plan Amendment must specifically identify
the counties that are authorized for importation and exportation. As discussed with you
on December 18, 2012, the County can either fist alf of the desired import/export
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Ms. Kelly Richardson 3 January 4, 2013

counties for autherization; then lat the reciprocity exist, if and only if, the imparting ar
exporting county has Genesee County identified as an authorized county. Alternatively,
Genesee County can identify the desired counties and require an import/export
agreement to be signed by the other county in arder to be authorized per the Plan
Amendment.
Page 47, Selected Solid Waste Management System Section, Current Export

" Authorization of Solid Waste Table 2-A, the first footnole in the table appears fo be
missing some language. A similar issue can be found on pages 67 under "Existing and
Proposed Recycling” and 70 under “Existing and Proposed Composting.”

Page 49, Selected Solid Waste Management System Section, Solid Waste Disposal
Areas, last sentence of the first paragraph states, "Any new Type B transfer facilities
that may become operation after this plan amendment that are owned and/or sponsored
by the County or any municipality within the County will be considered consistent with
this plan.” This is not the appropriate area of the Plan Amendment for this siting
language. This language shauld be moved to the “Siting Review Procedures” found on
page 83 of the Plan Amendment under the “Siting Criteria and Procedures” section.

Pages 50 through 58, Facility Descriptions, none of these pages are labeled with a page
number; please add page numbears appropriafely. For clarification purposes only,
please note the “Site Size” information found on each of the facility description pages
identifies the “total area sited for use” acreage. The facility would be autherized by the
County to site/expand a facility up to the number of acres identified under this category.

Page 83, Selected Solid Waste Management System Section, Siting Review
Procedures, it would alleviate confusien if language would be added to this section
indicating that the afl sited for use acreages identified under the facility descriptions for
Genesee County facilities are authorized by the Plan Amendruent,

Also, while not an approval issue, because the Plan Amendment does not contain a
siting process, if any future recycling and utilization activities no specifically authorized
in the plan amendment, such as setting up a dirty material recovery facility/processing
facility would like to be sited, the County would need to do a Plan Amendment in order
to allow this type of activity to take place,

Page 86, Selected Solid Waste Management System Section, Genesee County
Municipalities, second sentence states, “T hey must provide local erdinances or other
mechanisias to ensure that solid waste is disposed of according to Act 451...." Please
note that any erdinance, law, rule, regulation, policy or practice of a municipality, county,
or govemment authority, which prehibits or requlates the location, development or
operation of a solid waste disposal area must be included in the Solid Waste
Management Plan. Otherwise it is considered to be in conilict with Part 115, Solid
Waste Management, of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994
PA 451, as amended and is not enforceabla. Therefore, ance these ordinances are
adopted a Plan Amendment will need to be completed.
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Ms. Kelly Richardson 4 January 4, 2013

Page 86, Selecled Solid Waste' Management System Section, Michigan Departrnent of
Environmental Quality, last sentence states, “The DEQ also oversees the Genesee
County Solid Waste and Recycling Program, including the preparation and
implementation of the Solld Waste Management Plan.” While the DEQ does oversee
these programs, it shoutd be noted that the implementation of the Plan is done within
and by the County.

Additionally, the DEQ does approve County Solid VWaste Managerment Plans {County
Plans) and will prepare those County Plans when the county and municipalities decline
{o prepare a plan update; however, the preparation of a County Plan is usually the
responsibilfity of the county itself.

Page 89, Selected Solid Waste Management System Section, Local Ordinances and
Regulations Affecting Solid Waste Disposal, number 3 is checked that states, “This Plan
authorizes adoption and implementation of local ordinances governing the following
subjects by the indicated units of gevemment without further authorization fromy or
amendment to the Plan.* However, there were no allowable areas of tocal regulation
identified. Please make sure to either uncheck this box or list the areas of regulation
that are allowed.

Appendix D, the Plan Amendment refers to a Genesee County Solid Waste Ordinance;
however, one was not included in the Plan Amendment. Prompted by our conversation,
you did email me a copy of the ordinance; however, please make sure to include the
ordinance in the Plan Amendment in Appendix D. Also, please include the focation of
this section in the Table of Contents as well.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at the telephone number
below; via e-mall at millerct@michigan.goy; or DEQ, P.O. Box 30241, Lansing,
Michigan 48909-7741.

bhti na Miller

Sustainable Materials Management Unit

Solid Waste Section

Office of Waste Management and
Radiclagical Protection

517-373-4741

cc. Mr. Jason Nordberg, Genesee County
Ms. Rhonda S. Oyer, DEQ
Genesee County File
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GENESEE COUNTY PARKS AND RECREATION oommts%&%@w

¥'D 2 201
RESOLUTION NO. g -12 NOV'B 2 -
iEYROZO 1o
- . pLAMNNG O
WHEREAS, the Genesee Gounty Parks and Recreation Commission (the
Commission) has been entrusted with jurisdiction over the recreational use of the
Holloway Reservoir, portions of which are near the location of the Richfield Landfill in
Richfield Township, Michigan, and

WHEREAS, Richfield Landfill is operated pursuarit to Solid Waste Disposai Area
Operating License, a Corrective Action Plan and Consent Judgement issued by or
approved by the Michigan Departrent of Natural Resources; and

WHEREAS, these documents under which Richfield Landfill is being operated
contain requirements with respect to construction and operation of the Landfill, including,
amang other things, the construction of a slurry wall around the landfill area sufficient to
prevent the migration of the contents of the Landfill into the surrounding land and aquifer
and provisions for a long term plan to dispose of the leachate taken from the Landfill in a
manner that protects the surrounding area, including the Holloway Reservoir; and

WHEREAS, these documents also require that the Landfil be operated in
compliance with Part 115, Solid Waste Management, of the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, Michigan Complled Laws 324.11501 et seq, and the
administrative rules promulgated pursuant to the Act; and

WHEREAS, the aperators of the Landfill have notcomplied with these requirements:
and

WHEREAS, the Genesee County Metropalitan Planning Commission has convened
a public hearing for the consideration of a Solid Waste Management Plan for the County
of Genesee where the potential continuation of the operation or expansion of the Richfield
Landfill is under consideration; and .

WHEREAS, the Commission has an interest in preserving the quality of the
Holloway Reservoir both in its recreation use and as a source of drinking water for
residents within Genesee County; and

WHEREAS, violation of the condifions referenced above in the continued operation
of the Richfield Landfill as above specified have caused the actual and potential migration

of the contents of the Landfill into the surrounding area and eventualiy into the Holioway
Reservair.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Genesee County Parks and

Recreation Commission does hereby urge the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission to include in its Solid Waste Management Plan as a condition for any further
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continued operation of the Richfield Landfill that it first comply with all conditicns of the
License, the Corrective Action Plan and Consent Judgement under which it is currently
being operated and the imposition of such other and further conditions as will, in the
apinion of the Planning Commission, ensure a proper, efficient and safe operation of the
Landfill o protect the surrounding tandowners from the deleterious effects of such
operation and prevent the migration of leachate and other materials from the Landfill into
surrounding lands and the Holloway Reservoir.

| do hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by vote at a meeting
of the Genesee County Parks and Recreation Commission on the 25th of October, 2012

GENESEE COUNTY PARKS AND
RECREATION COMMISSION
Genesee County, Michigan

Fod fi é’afwfﬁ

By:  WILLIAM C. LUCAS
Its: SECRETARY

C:\Server Data\master\Gen Co Parks Commission\Resolutions 2012\Richfield Landfill 10 2012.wpd -
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GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE
GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
1101 BEACH STREET
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
CONFERENCE ROOM, 280 FLOOR
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 2012

2:00 P.M.
MINUTES
I. Infroductions
22 B4 Roll cail.

Present: Bernie Scibienski, Bob Thornton, Dan Gudgel, Fred Domine, Holly
Lubowicki, Jacky King. Jason Gagne, Mike Csapo, Patrick Gleason, Paul
Brake, Rebecca Fedewa.

Absent/Excused: Amy Freeman-Rosa, John Marrissey.

Staif Present: Derek Bradshaw, Peggy Cole, Jason Nordbert, Kelly
Richardson

Others Present: Pegge Adams, Joe Madore, Carol Hinterman, Bobbie
Walton

Il. Opportunity for Public Comment

Carol Hinterman
Pegge Adams

S

ill. Minutes of the August 16, 2012 SWMPC {attached)***

Motion: Approve the minutes of the August 16, 2012 meeting, as
written, Moved by Bernie Scibienski, Seconded by Bob Thornton.
Motion passed unanimously.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
DB:KR:ag

KAWASTEMGT\201 1 Flan Amend\SWMPC\ 201 2\Minules\September MINUTES.doc




VI

Vil

VIl

. Import/Export Authorizations (attached)***

Kelly Richardson reviewed.

Motion: Approve the Import/Export Authorizations and include them in
he final draft of the Solid Waste Management Plan, Moved by Bemie
Scibienski, Seconded by Bob Thornton.

Motion passed vnanimously.

. Final Plan Draft (attached)***

Kelly Richardson reviewed.

Motion: Approve with new verbage in the conclusion regarding
Richfield landfill, and release for 0 day public comment, Moved by Bernie
Scibienski, Seconded by Jason Gagne.

Motion passed unanimously.

Timeline Progress (aitached)
Kelly Richardson summarized.
October/November Meeting Change

Because of the public comment period, there will be no SWMPC
meetings in October or November, unless necessary for urgent business.

Ajournmeni
Chairperson Brake, without objection, adjourned the meeting af 2:55
p.m.

Respectiully submitted,
Peggy Cole, Secretary
GCMPC
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GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE
GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
1101 BEACH STREET
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
CONFERENCE ROOM, 280 FLOOR

THURSDAY, AUGUST 14, 2012
2:00 P.M.

A-G-E-N-D-A

l. Infroductions

Roll Call. Meeting was called to order by Chuairperson Brake at
2:06 p.m.

Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Bob Thomton, Jacky King, Jason Gagne, John
Morrissey, Mike Csape, Patrick Gleason, Paut Brake.

Absent/Excused: Bemie Scibienski, Dan Gudgel, Fred Domine, Holly
Lubowickl, Rebecca Fedewa.

Il. Opportunity for Public Comment
No public commenis.
. Minutes of the July 19, 2012 SWMPC (attached)***
Molion: Approve, Moved by Mike Csapo, Seconded by Jason Gagne.
Motion passed unanimaously.
V. Import/Export Authorizations {aftached)***

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
CB:KR:ag

KAWASTEMGIN2011 Plan Amend\SWMPC\201 2\ Minutes\August Agenda for SWMPC Minutes.doc




No Action taken-will revisit in September.
V. Final Plan Draft “(cﬂached)
Ann Mane Kerby reviewed
VI. Timeline Progress (attached)
Kelly Richardson reviewed
VI Adjournment
Mr. Bradshaw announced that Ms. Kerby was leaving for a job in Cincinnati.

Paul Brake cdjourried the meeting at 3:10 p.m.

***Aclion ltem

Respectfully submiited,
Peggy Cole, Secretary
GCMPC



ROOM 223 - 1101 BEACH STREET FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

TELEPHONE {810) 257-3010  FAX (810) 257-3185

GENESEE CQUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITIEE
GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
1101 BEACH STREET
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
CONFERENCE ROOM, 2%C FLOOR

THURSDAY, JULY 19, 2012
2:00 P.M.

I. Infroductions

Roll Call

Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Bob Thernton, Dan Gudgel, Helly Lubowicki,
Rebecca Fedewa. Mike Csapo

Absent/Excused: Bermie Scibienski, Fred Domine, Jacky King, Jason Gagne,
John Maorrissey, Patrick Gleason, Paul Brake.

. Opportunity for Public Comment
B there were no public comments,

Il Minutes of the June 21, 2012 SWMPC (altached)***

Motion: To approve, Moved by Amy Freeman-Rosq, Seconded by
Mike Csapo,
Molion passed unanimously.

IV. Technical Report 3 [attached)***

Motion: To approve, Moved by Amy Freeman-Rosa, Seconded by
Mike Csapo.
Motion passed unanimously.

V. Technical Report 4 {attached)***

Motion: Approve, minus import/export, Action: Approve, Moved
by Dan Gudgel, Seconded by Rebecca Fedewa.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
DB:KR:pc

KAWASTEMGTA 201 | Plan Amend\S¥WMPCA 201 2\Minulesy My SWMPC Minutes-Drafl doc



Motion passed by a vole of 5 yeas, 1 nay

V1. Executive Summary Draft {attached)

&

VIl. Import/Export Letter Response Update

vlil. Timeline Progress [attached)

Meeting was adjourned, without objection, at 3:04 p.m. by Vice Chairperson
Bob Thornton.

ssxpetion fem
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% ROOM 223 - 1101 BEACH STREET FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

TELEPHONE (810) 257-3010  FAX (810) 257-3185

JULIE A, HINTERMAN
GIRICTOROORDINATOR

GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE
GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
1107 BEACH STREET
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
CONFERENCE ROOM, 2N FLOOR

THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 2012
2:00 P.M.

DRAFT MINUTES

[ Infroductions
Roll Call.

Present: Bob Thornfon, Jason Gagne, John Morrissey, Mike Csapo,
Paul Brake, Rebecca Fedewd, Lee McAlister.

Absent/Excused: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Bemie Scibienski, Dan
Gudgel, Fred Domine, Holly Lubowicki, Jacky King, Patrick Gleason.

The meeting was called to order at 2:03 p.m., by Vice Chairperson Beb

Thornton, however, Chairperson Paul Brake arrived shonily thereafter and
chaired the remainder of the meeting.

Il. Opportunity for Public Comment
R There was no public comment(s).

lIl. Minutes of the May 17, 2012 SWMPC {aftached)***

k3 Motion: To approve the Minutes of the May 17, 2012 SWMPC meetling, as

written , Action: Approve, Moved by Bob Thornton, Seconded by John Marrissey.
Motion passed unanimously.

IV. Technical Report 3 (attached)***

No action taken, will reconsider next month.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
BB:KR:pC
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V. Import/Export Authorization Letter {attached)***
@ Motion: To approve the Import/Export Authorization letter, as presented,
Action: Approve, Moved by Bob Thornton, Seconded by Jason Gagne. Motion
passed by a vote of 6 yeas to 1 nay {Morrissey}

V1. Technical Repaort 4 Draft {handout)
B3
Vil. Presentation on Facility Tours
Viil. Presentation on MDEQ Meeting
[X. Timeline Pragress {attached]
X

X. Adjournment
Paul Brake, without objection, adjourned the meeting at 3:21p.m.

***Acfion ltemn
Respectfully submitled,

Peggy Cole, Secretary
GCMPC
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GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE
GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
1101 BEACH STREET
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
CONFERENCE ROOM, 280 FLOOR

THURSDAY, MAY 17, 2012
2:00 P.M.

A-G-E-N-D-A

l. Infroductions
Roll Call.
Present: Amy Freeman-Rosaq, Bernie Scibienski, Bob Thorton, Dan
Gudgel, Fred Domine, Holly Lubowicki, John Morrissey, Julie Hinferman,
Patrick Gleason, Paul Brake, Rebecca Fedewa,

Absent/Excused: Jacky King, Jason Gagne, Mike Csapo.

Also Present: Derek Bradshaw, Peggy Cole, Ann Marie Kerby, Jason
Nordberg, Kelly Richardson

II. Opportunity for Public Comment

Il Minutes of April 19, 2012 {attached)***
Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Amy Freeman-Rosa,
Seconded by Bernie Scibienski.
Motion passed unanimously,

V. Tehniccﬂ Report 2 [altached)***
%=l Molion: , Action: Approve, Moved by Dan Gudgel, Seconded by
John Morrissey.
Motion passed unanimously.

V. Technical Report 3 Draft {attached]

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
DB:XR:pC
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V. lgpoﬁ/Expod Authorization Letter Draft (oitached)
23]

Vil. Michigan Recyeling Codlifion Conference Update
-
VIll. Kent County MRF Update
[X. Facility Tours Update

X. Technical Report 4~ Selected Solid Waste System and Implementation
Strategy {attached)
Xl. Timeline Progress (attached)

XIL. Ajournmem‘
3:20 p.m.

s2Action llem



ST,
g}&‘.'/ % - g ROOM 223 - 1101 BEACH STREET FLINT, MICHIGAN 485021470
e \ /’ TELEPHONE {810) 257-3010  FAX (810) 257-3185 JULIE A, HINTERMAN
.0<4 .__‘_______/;\0@ OIRECTOR-COCRDINATOR

Wing comm®

GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITIEE

GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
1101 BEACH STREET
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
CONFERENCE ROOM, 2N° FLOOR

THURSDAY, APRIL 19, 2012
2:00 .M.
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MINUTES

Introductions

Roll Call. Present: Bernie Scibienski, Bob Thornton, Dan Gudgel, Fred
Domine, Joson Gagne, Julie Hinterman, Mike Csapo, Paul Brake.*
Absent/Excused: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Holly Lubowicki, Jacky King, John
Morissey, Patrick Gleason, Rebecca Fedewa,

Opportunity for Public Comment

Minutes of March 15, 2012 (altached)

Motion: Action; Approve, Moved by Julie Hinterman, Seconded by Jason
Gagne,

Motion passed unanimously.,
Genesee County Recycling Assessment & Strategies {attached)

Moftion: Action: Approve, Moved by Mike Csapo, Seconded by Dan
Gudgel.

Motion passed unanimously.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
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v, Inventory of Solid Waste Areas and Deficiencies in the Solid Waste System
Technical Report & Summary (handout)

Ms. Kerby made a PowerPoint Presentation
VI. Goals and Objectives (handoutl)
VIl.  Timeline Progress
VIl. Adjoumment
Chalrperson Brake adjourned the meefing at 3:28 p.m.
***Action ltem
Others present: Derek Bradshaw, Jason Nordberg. Kelly Richardson, Ann Marie Kerby,

Peggy Caole and Commissicner Northrup. *Mr. King arived and picked up all the
information, but had to leave before the meeting, so he did not vote.



GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITIEE

- GCMPC Conference Room
March 15, 2012 at 2:00 p.m.

B cairo ORDER - the meeting was called to order at 2:00 p.m.

l. INTRODUCTIONS
Roll Call.
Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Bemie Scibienski, Bob Thornton, Dan Gudgel,
Fred Domine, Holly Lubowicki, Jason Gagne, Julie Hinterman, Patrick
Gleason, Paul Brake - Chairperson, Rebecca Fedewa.

Absent/Excused: Jacky King, John Morrissey, Mike Csapo.

Others Present: Derek Bradshaw, Ann Marie Kerby, Jason Nordberg, Steve
Essling

2 11. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

] 1. MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 14, 2012

Motion: to approve the minutes of February 14, 2012 as presented,
Action: Approve, Moved by Bob Thornton, Seconded by Amy Freeman-
Rosq,

Mofion passed unanimously.

IH 1v. GENESEE COUNTY RECYCLING ASSESSMENT & STRATEGIES

[ V. COUNTY OVERVIEW & DATA COLLECTION FINAL DRAFT SUMMARY &
TECHNICAL REPORT

Motion: to approve the County Overview and Data Collection Final
Summary and Technical Report as presented, Action: Approve, Moved by
Bernie Scibienski, Seconded by Bob Thomton.

Motion passed unanimously.




[ V1. PUBLIC NEEDS ASSESSMENT

25} vii. WORKING SESSION

VII. INVENTORY OF SOLID WASTE AREAS AND DEFICIENCIES IN THE SOLID
WASTE SYSTEM

[B2 vin. TIMELINE PROGRESS

I 1x. ADJOURNMENT
Chairperson Paul Brake adjourned the meeting at 3:53 a.m.

Respectiully submitted,
Alberta Gunsell, Secretary



GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES
FEBRUARY 14, 2012

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Commission rmet at 1:30 p.m.
on Thursday, February 16, 2012, in the Conference Room of the Genesee County
Metropolifan Planning Commission {GCMPC). 1101 Beach Street, Room 223, Flint,
Michigan.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Paul Brake, City of Grand Blanc, City Manager, Chairman
Mike Csapo, RRASSOC, General Manager
Fred Domine, Montrose Township, Clerk
Rebecca Fedewa, Flint River Watershed Coalition
Amy Freeman-Rosa, Enviroworld
Jason Gagne, Republic Wasle Services - Hauling
Patrick Gleason, Genesee County Commissioner
Dan Gudgel, Brent Run Landfill
Julie Hinterman, GCMPC
Jacky King. Harvesting Earih Educational Farm
Holly Lubowicki, Keep Genesee County Beautiful
John Morressey, Great Lakes Recycling
Bob Thornton, Citizen's Landifil, Vice-Chairperson

MEMBERS ABSENT: Bemie Scibienski, Landaal Packaging

OTHERS PRESENT:  Derek Bradshaw, GCMPC
Steve Essiing, Waste Management
John Gall, Waste Management
Alberla Gunsell, GCMPC
Ann Marie Kerby, GCMPC
Joseph Madore, Richfield Township Supervisor
Nate Scramlin, GCMPC

CALLTO ORDER
Chairperson Brake called the meeling to order at 2:00 p.m.

I INTRODUCTIONS
Intfroductions were done at this fime.

1L OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
No one spoke at this time.

.hﬁp:/.’www.gctlme.com,’depcr‘lmems,fplcnnlng_commiSsIonfdocleebruary.doc -1-




VL.

Vil

Minutes of January 19, 2012
Chairperson Brake asked for corections/additions to the January 19, 2012,
regular meeling.

Action Taken: Motion by Mr. Thomton, supported by Ms. Fedewa. to
approve the minutes of January 19, 2012 as presented.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOQUSLY

Genesee County Recycling Assessment & Strategies

Mr. Scramlin reviewed the handout of the Genesee County Recycling
Assessment & Strategies. The Solid Waste Plan was last done in 2002. The last
rate study was completed in 2005. Staff has requested information from local
waste havlers and received a lot of useful information to update the plan. In
2011 the countywide residential recycling rate was 17%. From 2005 to 2011 there
has been a 200% increase in recycling. Discussion ensued. The committee was
asked io review the Genesee Counly Recycling Assessment & Strategies and if
there are any questions or suggestions to email staff,

County Overview & Data Collection Draft Summary & Technical Report

Ms. Kerby reviewed the first draft summary and technical report of the Solid
Waste Plan. filed Counly Overview and Dota Collection. The report looked at
land use and socioeconomic projections. The database portion of the report
analyzed waste generation numbers. The commercial waste generation
Methodology was based on the Washtenaw County methodology. Staff needs
to look al the possibility of increasing and decreasing imports and/or exporls.
Discussion ensued. The committee was asked to review at thelr leisure and email
questions or suggestions to Ms, Kerby.

Public Needs Assessment & Working Session

Ms. Kerby stated that at the March 150 Solid Waste meeting. staff wil be
presenting the results and evalvation of the Public Needs Assessment Survey.
Staff will also conduct a working session with the committee to gain valuable
insight on deficiencies in the solid waste system and possible solutions to those
problems. That meeting is expected lo last 2 hours. '

Timeline Progress

Ms. Kerby stated that at the next meeting staff will be asking for approval on the
first summary and iechnical report with any corrections being made. The
second draft report will be available at the April meeting.

hﬁp:f,immwr.gcﬁ.me.com,fdepurlmenislp!onn{ng_commlsslonfdocs!Februo:y.doc -2



Announcements

Mr. Bradshaw advised the commitfee that Genesee County is going to digital
recording of meeting minutes instead of the current paper minuvtes. The wrillen
minutes will be Action lems only. The recordings will be avaiable for review.

Mr. Bradshaw also announced that this was Mr. Scramlin's last day with Genesee
County. He will be working with the MEDC Michigan Economic Development
Committee as a represeniative. If there are any questions on the new Solid
Waste Plan they should contact Ms, Kerby.
The next scheduled meeting is March 15,

VIl. ADJOURNMENT
Chaimperson Brake adjoumed the meeting at 3:08 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Alberta Gunsell, Secretary
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GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES
JANUARY 1%, 2012

The Genesee County Solid Waste Managemeni Planning Commission met at 1:30 p.m.
on Thursday, January 19, 2012, in the Conference Room of the Genesee County
Metropolitan Planning Commission [GCMPC), 1101 Beach Streef, Room 223, Flin,
Michigan.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Paul Brake, City of Grand Blanc, City Manager
Mike Csapo, RRASSOC, General Manager
Fred Domine, Montrose Township, Clerk
Rebecca Fedewa, Flint River Watershed Coalition
Jason Gagne, Republic Waste Services - Hauling
Dan Gudgel, Bren Run Landfill
Julie Hinterman, GCMPC
Jacky King, Harvesting Earth Educational Farm
John Morrissey, Great Lakes Recycling
Bernie Scibienski, Landaal Packaging Systems
Bob Thormnton, Cilizen's Landfill

MEMBERS ABSENT: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Enviroworld
Patrick Gleason, Genesee County Commissioner
Holly Lubowicki, Keep Genesee Caunty Beautiful

OTHERS PRESENT: Derek Bradshaw, GCMPC
Peggy Cole, GCMPC
Ann Marte Kerby, GCMPC
Nate Scramlin, GCMPC

CALLTO ORDER

Mr. Bradshaw, acting as Chairperson of this meeting, called the meeting to order at
2:00 p.m. He added one ilem fo the agenda: new itemn #IV Literature Review and
Commenit. This itern is informational only.

L. INTRODUCTIONS

Introductions were done at this time. Members were present and absent as
aforementioned.

1L OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

— A —————

No one spoke at this ime.
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MINUTES OF DECEMBER 14, 2011

Mr. Bradshaw asked for any addilions or comections to the minutes of the
December 15, 2011, regular meeting. There were no additions or cormrections, Mr.
Bradshaw asked for a motion concerning the minutes.

Aclion Taken: Motion by Mr, Marissey, supported by Ms. Hinterman, to
approve the minutes of the December 15, 2011 meeling, as
written.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

. ELECTION OF OFFICERS

Nominations for the Office of Chairperson:

Recommendation of Election Subcommittee ~ Paul Brake. Mr. Bradshaw asked if
there were any other nominations, three fimes, There were no other nominations.
Nominations were closed. Mr. Brake was elected Chaimperson by a unanimous
vote.

Nominations for the Qifice of Vice-Chairperson:

Recommendation of Election Subcommitlee — Bob Thomton. Mr. Bradshaw
asked if there were any other nominations, three fimes. There were no other
nomingtions. Nominations were closed. Mr. Thomton was elected Vice-
Chairperson by a unanimous vote.

At this fime, Mr. Bradshaw turned the meeting over to the newly elected
Chairperson, Paul Brake.

COMMITTEE BYLAWS

Mr. Scramiin noted the one change that was made since the last meeting, which
dealt with what constitutes a quorum. He said it had been decided thal ihe
members present, at any given meeling, constitutes a quorum and a majority of
that quorum would be necessary to camy a motion. Discussion ensued.

Aclion Taken: Molion by Mr. Gudgel, supported by Mr. King, to approve
the Committee Bylaws, as presented.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

KAWASTEMGT\2011 Plan Amend\SWMPC\201 \Minwies\ lanuary.doc -2-




VL.

VIL.

VL

GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE PUBLIC NEEDS ASSESSMENT

Mr. Scramiin reviewed the Public Needs Assessment. He added that there will be
incentives o fil out the needs assessment on Survey Monkey. Survey Monkey has
been used successfully by staff and is an excellent tool. Mr. Bradshaw noted that
staff will also be targeling the media on several fronls. Whatever changes are
made today wil be final, as this assessment needs to be disbursed quickly. Ms.
Fedewa volunteered to help with distribution, if needed. There was discussion
regarding the wording regarding cardboard. Ms. Hinterman suggested
differentiating between plastic grocery bags and plastic. Discussion ensued.

Action Taken: Motion by Mr. Thornion, supported by Mr. Gagne, to

approve lhe Genesee County Solid Waste Public Needs
Assessment, s amended.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

LITERATURE REVIEW AND COMMENT

Mr. Scramlin noted that the literature had been distributed at the meeting prior
to this one and staff is looking for any comments. The literature includes plans
from other areas for BMPs {Bast Management Praclices). He stated that if there
are cther plans we should look at, let it be known as soon as possible. Mr.
Sciblenski stated that Uplohn has o dashboard program we could check out
and perhaps combine all four {4) counties into one region. Consolidating has
been looked at and dropped. but it will come up again. Discussion ensued.

COUNTY OVERVIEW AND DATA COLLECTION

Ms. Kerby summarized what will be on this report. Staff is requesting that the
cormmittee provide feedback on the plans for this particular report prior to the
next meeting.

ADJOURNMENT

Chairperson Brake adjourned the meeting at 2:30 p.m.

Respectiully submitted,
Peggy Cole, Secretary

KAWASTEMGT\2011 Plan Ammend\SWMPCA\2012\Minutes\January.doc I



GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES
DECEMBER 15, 2011

The Genesee Counly Solid Waste Management Planning Commission met at 1:30 p.m.
on Thursday, December 15, 2011, in the Conference Room of the Genesee County
Metropolitan Planning Commission {GCMPC), 1101 Beach Street, Room 2232, Flint,
Michigan.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Paul Brake, Cily of Grand Blanc, City Manager
Mike Csapo, RRASSOC, Geheral Manager
Rebecca Fedewa, Flint River Watershed Coalilion
Amy Freeman-Rosa, Enviroworld
Jason Gagne, Republic Waste Services - Hauling
Patrick Gleason, Genesee County Commissioner
Dan Gudgel, Bren Run Landfill
Julie Hinterman, GCMPC
John Morissey, Great Lakes Recycling
Bob Thornton, Citizen's Landfill

MEMBERS ABSENT: Fred Domine, Montrose Township, Clerk
Jacky King, Harvesling Earth Educational Farm
Holly Lubowicki, Keep Genesee Counly Beautiful
Bernie Scibienski, Landaal Packaging Systems

OTHERS PRESENT:  Derek Bradshaw, GCMPC
Alberta Gunsell, GCMPC
Ann Marie Kerby, GCMPC
Nate Scramlin, GCMPC

CALLTO ORDER
Mr. Bradshaw was ihe Chairperson of this meeting and called the meeting to order at
approximately 1:30 p.m.

I INTRODUCTIONS
Introductions were done al this fime.

1. OFPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
Mo one spoke at this time.

L HISTORY OF GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
Mr. Bradshaw stated that the curent Solid Waste Plan was approved in 2002.
Solid Waste Plans are to be updated every 5 years per State guidelines. The
municipalities are to be nofified by the State advising it is time to update the
plan. In last couple year's siaff has been looking at our plan and found that It

KAWASTEMGT\2011 Pian Amend\SWMPC\2011\Minutes\December.doc -1-
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needs io be amended. Genesee County Solid Waste program has deéided to
amendment the plan. Discussion ensued.

COMMITEE BYLAWS

Mr. Scramilin reviewed the draft By-Laws for the Genesee County Solid Waste
Management Planning Committee. An election sub-commiiee needs lo be
formed to compile a slale of officers for election at the next meeting. Contact
Mr. Scramlin if you are interested in being on the election sub-commitiee or
accepting the office of Chairperson or Vice-Chaiperson after the meeting. The
Ry-Laws are for review and any comments or suggestions can be submiled to
Mr. Scramiin by Friday., December 23<. The By-Laws will be ready for approval at
the next meeling.

GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN AMENDMENT TIMELINE

Ms. Kerby reviewed the timeline that was distibuted at the meefing. Staff has
met with MDEQ 1o discuss the amendment to this plan. The Genesee County
Board of Commissioners was contacted along with all of the local units regarding
the amendment of the plan. A draft survey that will be distibuted to all of the
local units will be emailed to the commiltee on Friday for review and feedback.
The local units will need to approve the plan before it can be approved by
MDEQ. Discussion ensued.

SOLID WASTE PLAN LITERATURE REVIEW

Ms. Ketby stated that staif reviewed different solid waste plans as a guide for
amending our plan. These plans are avdilable to review and a link will be sent to
ihe commitiee.

2012 MEETING DATES

Mr. Bradshaw reviewed Ihe 2012 meefing dates. The meetings are scheduled for
the third Thursday of each month at 1:30 p.m. It was suggested that the time be
moved to 2:00 p.m. Discussion ensued about conference calling info meetings
and this needs to be addressed in the By-Laws.

Action Taken: Motion by Ms. Hintermon, supporled by Mr. Brake, to
approve the meeting dates as submitted with the fime
being 2:00 p.m.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

COMMITTEE EXPECTATIONS .
Mr. Bradshaw stated that staff is looking for feedback from the committee on this
plan.

Mr. Brake stated that he is interested in increasing recycling possibilities and
setting realistic goals for the fulure.

Mr, Csapo stated he wants the best practices and a good working relationship
with the communities.

KAWASTEMGT\2011 Plan Amend\SWMPC\2011\Minutes\December.doc -2-



Mr. Gleason stated that legislative matters regarding the way landfills may affect
our large bodies of waters in the future. Also it doesn't seem like there is much
profection for county residents from the landiills. There has 1o be some type of a
long term plan regarding what will happen when the landiills are full.

Mr. Bradshaw slaled thaf as a commitiee member if you have a question you
may contact Mr. Bradshaw or Mr. Seramilin.

IX. ADJOURNMENT
Mr, Bradshaw adjourned the meeting at approximately 2:12 p.m.

Respectiully submitted,
Alberta Gunsell, Secretary
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The Planning Process )
The DPA is the GCMPC whose staff is tasked with implementing the Solid Waste Management Plan. The amendment approval

process for the Solid Waste Plan is shown below.
. Arhendmetit Approval Process
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Planning Committee Appointment Procedure

BY-LAWS OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE
COUNTY OF GENESEE
STATE OF MICHIGAN
2012

Article I: Establishment

Section 1: This Committee was established by the Genesee County Board of Commissioners on November 30, 2011 under the
authority of Part 115 of PA 451 of Michigan Public Acts of 1994.

Section 2: The official title of this Committee shall be the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Committee.

Article II: Scope and Purpose

Section 1: The Committee shall assist in the preparation of the Solid Waste Management Plan by providing advice and
consuftation. The duties of the Committee include, but are not limited to:
1. Identification of local policies and pricrities.
2. Insuring coordination and public participation.
3. Periodically advising the County and Municipalities of the Plan’s status.
4, Reviewing and approving the plan.
5. Submitting the Plan for approval to the Genesee County Board of Commissioners.

Section 2: It Is the responsibility of the Committee to assure that the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission is
fulfilling all the requirements of the act and rules as to both the content of the plan and the public participation.
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Article l; Membership

Section 1: Membership on the Committee shail be in accordance with Section 11534 of Part 115 of Act 451 of the Michigan
Public Acts of 1994.

Section 2: Membership on the Planning Committee shall include:

Four (4) Solid Waste Management Industry
Two (2) Environmental Interest Groups

One (1) County Government

One {1} City Government

One {1) Township Government

One (1) Regional Solid Waste Planning Agency
One (1) Industrial Waste Generators

Three (3) General Public

Ny R WM e

Section 3: The Board of Commissioners of Genesee County shall appoint the Committee.

‘Article 1V: Officers

Section 1: Each year the Committee shall select from its membership a Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson. All officers are
eligible for re-election.

Section 2: The Chairperson shall: preside at all meetings; appoint subcommittees; and decide all questions of procedure under
the Committee’s rules of procedures subject to appeal by a majority vote of the full membership.

Section 3: The Vice-Chairperson shall: preside at a meeting in the absence of the Chairperson; assume the duties and
responsibilities of the Chairperson when the Chairperson is absent.
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Article V: Meating

Section 1: All meetings shall be open to the public, and the public shall be afforded the opportunity to speak.

Section 2: Any person so requesting, shall be notified by letter not less than seven (7) days before each public meeting at which
the Committee plans to discuss the County Plan.

Section 3: A quorum at any meeting shall consist of the MEMBERS PRESENT at the place and time of meeting. A simple majority
of affirmative votes is necessary to pass a motion.

Article VI: Public Hearings and Adoption of a Plan

Section 1: A Public Hearing shall be held when required by: Part 115 of Public Act 451 of 1994, the duly adopted by-laws of the
Solid Waste Planning Committee, or when a majority of the membership of the Committee deem a public hearing
necessary. Such a hearing shall be advertised on the GCMPC website described in the initia| public notice announcing
the amendment to the plan, no less than thirty (30) days before such a hearing. GCMPC staff will also send notices to
the public participation list. Additional notices may be posted and sent when deemed necessary by the majority of
the membership of the Committee The notice shall indicate a location where copies of the plan are available for
Public inspection and the time and place of the public hearing.

Section 2: The Solid Waste Management Plan, as designated in Part 115 of Public Act 451 of 1994, shall be approved in
accordance with Part 115 of Act 451 of 1994.

Article Vil: Parliamentary Procedures
Section 1: Current edition of Roberts Rules of Order will be referred to for parliamentary procedures.
Article VIII: Amendments
Genesee County 124
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Section 1: Amendments of these by-laws may be made at any meeting of the Committee, provided notice of such amendments
was included in the call for the meeting. A majority vote of the members of the Committee is required to amend the

by-laws.
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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. Dan Gudgel, Brent Run Landfill

2. Bob Thornton, Citizen’s Disposal
3. Jason Gagne, Republic Waste Services — Hauling
4. John Morrissey, Great Lakes Recycling

One representative from an industrial waste generator
1. Bernie Scibienski, Landaal Packaging Systems

Two representatives from environmental interest groups from organizations that are active within the County
1. Jacky King, Harvesting Earth Educational Farm

2. Rebecca Fedewa, Flint River Watershed Coalition

One representative from County government. All government representatives shall be elected officials or a designee of an elected
official.
1. Patrick Gleason, County Commissioner

One representative from township government
1. Fred Domine, Montrose Township Clerk

One representative from. city government
1. Paul Brake, City of Grand Blanc Manager
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One representative from the regional solid waste planning agency
1. Julie Hinterman, GCMPC

Three representatives from the general public who reside within the County
1. Mike Csapo, Fenton Resident
2. Holly Lubowicki, Flint Resident
3. Amy Freeman-Rosa, Fenton Resident
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Maps
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Plan Implementation Strategy

The following discusses how the County intends to implement the plan and provides documentation of acceptance of
responsibilities form all entities that will be performing a role in the Plan.

N/A
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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
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN:

BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Commissioners of Genesee County,
Michigan, that the request by the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
to approve the amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is
approved (a topy of the memorandum request dated May 15, 2013, and Solid Waste
Plan Amendment being on file with the official records of the May 15, 2013, meeting
of the Board of Commissioners).

COMMUNITY & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
{On agenda with permission of Board and Community & Economic Development
Committee Chairpersons) -

C051513_
ACT:ms

05-13-13
05-15-C01 .

i
CENESeE oy

MAY 23 2013
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ngﬁiﬁoggﬁ%mm
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RESOLUTION 03-03-14
cofthe
CHARTYER TOWNSHIP OF VIENNA
A RESOLUTICN APPROVING THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN

Ata ragular mesting of the Township Board of the Cherter Township of Vienna,
?enesee County, Michigan, held on the 3rd day of March, 2014, at 5:30 P. M. Local
me.

Present: Taylor, Cain, Bryan, Fuller, Lemlsux, Belil, Thomas
Abggnt:  Mone

B After discussion, the following resolution was offered by Fuller and seconded by
ryan:

WHEREAS, The plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources end
Environmenial Protection Ad, 1994 FA 451, as amended (NREPA), Part 115, Selld
Waste Managsment, and fts Administrative Rules by the Solid Waete Management
Committee and the staff of the Geneses County Metrepolitan Planning Camnmissioners;
and

WHEREAS, The proposed amsndment to the Genesee Counfy Solid Wasla
Managetrent Plan has been appreved by the Solld Waste Management Commites and
the Genesea County Board of Commissiohers; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Board havs had en opperiunily io review the
Plan amendment and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment s
mgceptable; and

1-I36 DIM2 PBEI T-ITi

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by this Beard of the Charter Township of ’

Vienna, County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposad Geneses County Solid Waste
Maragement Plan is an Amendment to the current Plan, and i hareby approved.

ADOPTED:
YBas: Etiler, Lemieux, Thomas, Belill, Taylor, Bryan, Cain

Mays: Mane

CERTIFICATION:

STATE OF MICHIGAN ) .

COUNTY OF GENESEE)SS
i, tﬁe underslgned, do hersby certify that the foregoing Is a brug and complate

copy of a resolttén adoptad by the Townehip Board of the Charter Township of Vienna,

Geneses County, Michigan, at a regular meeting duly called and held on the 3rd day of
014, the original gf which is on flle in my office,

P
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CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLUSKING
6524 N. SEYMOUR ROAD
FLUSHING, MICHIGAI 48433
BOARD OF TRUSTEES MINUTES
DATE: JULY 11,2013 TIME: 7:00 PM.
PHONE: 810-659-0300 - FAX 810-6594212

WEB PAGE: htp:/fwwe flushingtownship.com

ADMINISTRATION MEMRERS TRUSTEES
SUPERVISOR: Rian R Birchmeier Shitley D. Gage
CLERK: Julia A. Morford Bomnis Jean Martnsen
> Maryion T, Les Scaet B, Mateke
" Seott P. Minando
TOWNSHIP ATTORNEY:

STEVEN W, MOULTON PLLC
6258 W, Pierson Road
Flushing MI 48453
210-407-7658

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER at 700 pm. by SUPERVISOR RIAN R,
BIRCHMETER with Roll Call and the Pladge of Allegiance 1o the Americm Flag,

ROLL CALL: Rjan R Birchmeier, Juliz A Morford, Meryion T. Lee, Shirley D. Gage, Bonnie Jean

Martinson, Seott R, Matzke, Scott P, Minaudo, and Attorney Steve Moulton
MEMBERS ARSENT: Nons
OTHER. INDIVIDUALS PRESENT:. Twelve (12} interested individuals

ADOET THE AGENDA: MATZKE MGVED, seconded by Les w adopt the Agenda
88 presented,

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Matzke, Gage, Leg, Morford, and Birchmeier
NAYS: Minaudo and Martinson

Motion Carried.

APPROVAL OF PREVIOUS MINUTES:
A. SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES FROM JUNE 5, 2013: MATZKE
MOVED, seconded by Lee to apprave the Special Meering Mimutes of Juns 5,
2013 as presented,

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOTX:

AYES: Mateke, Martinson, Gage, Lee, Morford, and Birchmeier,
NAYS: Minaudo

Motion Carried,

B. REGULAR SCHEDULED MEETING MINUTES OF JURE 13, 2013:
LEE MOVED, secorded by Gase to approve the Minutes of June 13, 2013,

DISCUSSION:

Correctivns to be made: grammatically spefling errors regarding thc word
“ask”; question about the order of the bills rther than the individual bills; paze 6, 1-e,
Review of the Zoning Permit, “Action of the Motion™ changed to “Action on the
Recommendation™ page §0, Financial Report — shouldn't there be 2 12ason. for the
Postponement referenced in the motion, Atromey Moulton felt the betfer practics would

.,
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be to indicat= the motion or in the discussion regarding (be motion why someane was
seeking to posipone but if the achual artion taken was a motion 1o postpone withowt any
more, that should be what the minutes reflect.

LEE MOVED, seconded by Gage to withdraw the motion.

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOTE: A

AYES: Minaudo, Matzke, Martinson, Gage, Lee, Morford, and Birchmeier,
NAYS: O

Motion Camied.

MINAUDO MOVED, seconded by Martinson to spprove the June 13, 2013 Minutes to
reflect the adjustments from Trustes Martinson.

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Martinson, Gage, Morford, Birchmeier, ‘Minzudo, znd Matzke
NAYS: Lee

Mation Carried.

APPROVAL OF PAYMENT OF BILLS: LEE MOVED, seconded by Morford to
apprave the payment of the bills a5 presented.

DISCUSSION:

The Clerk made referencs to Page 1, dated June 18, 2013, Genesee Counry
Treasurer, regerding two (2) entries forthe inel Sheriff Contract” - ¢pe entry inthe
amommt of $20,753.69 was allocated in. the previous budget and the other entry
$48,606.05 is for ihe current budget for atotal of both Agares to ba §65,359.74.

DISCUSSION: . _

Trusees Maxtinson thanked Accountant Karla Carpenter for the work she has done
ragarding the Bill Statement which has made it so much easier for Trustee Martinsen to
understand.

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Gage, Lee, Morford, Birchmeier, Minando, Matzke, 2nd Martinson
NAYS:0

Motion Carried.

7:15 P.M. - OPEN FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS FOR NON AGENDA ITEMS:
None
11 16 P.M, — CLOSED FOR PUBLIC COMMENTSFOR NON AGENDA ITEMS

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

1. Financisl Report for May 2013

MARTINSON MOVED, seconded by Matzke to aocept the Financial Report for May
2013 ns presented.

ACTION OF THE MOTIOR

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Martinson, Gage, Lee, Morford, Birchmeder, Mingudo, and Marzke
NAYS: 0 .
Motion Carried.
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2. Approval of Bflls for May 2013 ﬁ“
B
LEE MOVED, ssconded by Matzke to approve the Bills for May2013. : \_f;“:i
R
DISCUSSION: . Dﬁ‘{ =
The Treasurer stated the pages referced o as “missing pages” have been left out of 3 3 S
the report for almost five (5) years. It had been prior peectice to not include the pages "'\‘e‘i . 3 \‘;t; _‘%
because they were the totals of different acconnrs and the only woy 10 get the tonals for T&R" b
the entire report was to ga through and caleulate ihe random, checks that belonged in {\3 Y
each accounr. : PR 3
In order to avoid the confitsion in the faure, the Treasurer recommended: 1)l % j\\ % ¥
havingM«a.Carp:mcrdoawadcshopwhmsh.ecotﬁd:xplahhowfueaucounﬁware Ry
formatted on the Financlal Reports; 2) o Finance Commities could be set up to review the \\\‘ SRR
Financial Reports prioz to the Board meetings. If there were questions, they conld be \.\‘; )
resalved before the meeting in order to get through the meetings without reviewing the Q 3 r‘\‘%‘{
issues, 3) Ms. Carpenter could also come 1o a Board Meeting and review the Financial ~q G
Reports where the whole audience could learm the basics, 3.0 2‘5
Trustee Martinson felt it would be nice for Ms, Carpenter to explain the reports, “'\"\;
but felt the reports weren®t that difficult for the Board members o leam by themselves, y 3 §
The Board will never know what all the numbers stand for so fett the Baard should leam % 333
ag they go along, . \\{ r b3
The Supervisor stated that ezch number s160d for a different department; alistof R
the: sweuldbe availabletosnyonethatamniedalise . _ h_'?‘}‘({‘%% Y
ACTION OF THE MOTION ¥y 3%
ROLL CALL VOTE: Wiy
AYES: Matzke, Martinson, Gage, Les, Morford, Birchrarier, snd Minzudo AER §
NAYS: 0 P&
Motion Carried, K&Q\'\?‘&
-
NEW BUSINESS:

l-a.  Approval of First Qnarter Fiscal 2013-2014 Budget

LEE MOVED, seconded by Maizke to approve the First Quarter Fiscal 20132014
Budget as presented.

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Matzke, Martinsos, Gage, Lee, Morford, Birchmeier,
NAYS: Minando

Motion Carried.

1-b.  Roview of Policies

LEX MOVED, seconded by Gage that the Board adopt the “Bord Meeting
Administration™ Policy, -

DISCUSSION: . '
The major changes mads by the Policy Committes are listed betow in bold print:

1. The township cleck shall prepare the agends by neon on the Monday prior to
every township board meeting.

2. Any board member who desires to have an fem placed on the agenda will
notify the clerk, in writing, by 9:00 a.m. on the Thursday, a waek prior to the
meeting,

3. A copy of 1he proposed apenda shall be deliversd or made availeble to every
board member, alang with all supporting decumnentation and comrespondence
addressed (o the township Board by nogn on the Monday three (3) days
prior to the board mesting,
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4, Placement of the ngenda on a board members desk orin their interoffice
maiTbox shall be considered as delivered. (See “Mail Box Pollcy”, page 11)

ACTYION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Birchmeier, Minaudo Matzke, Martmnsosn, Gage, Les, 2nd Morford,
MAYS: O

Motion Casied

I« Update of Cell Phone for Supervisor,

GAGE MOVED, ssconded by Lee that the tovmship pay ono hundred (100%5) percent
for & cell phoze to be used by the Supervisar for township business.

DISCUSSION:

The Supervisor could have one phaune bat conld have a separate xing for ezch
entry in the phone. The Supervisor stated the phonethat he cumestly camicd was his own
pessonal phone. .

Trustee Gage stated the motion was for a cell phone for the Supervisor to be used
strictly fot township business, A motion bad been roade last month to pay a certain
percent on & cell phoae for the Supervisor, Police Chief, and Assessor.

The Supervisar is accountable to the County for the Emergency Management
plen. It wzs mentioned that the Police Chief may need a separate cell phone becanse his
Job is important becanse be protects the community.

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLYL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Lee, Gage, Matzke, Birchmeier, and Morford
NAYS: Martinson and Minaudo

Motion Carried

1-d. Resplotion — Genesee County Solid Waste Mansgement Plan Amendment

MORFORD MOVED, seconded by Lee to approve the Genesee County Solid Waste
Management Plan Amendment which is Part 115 of Michigan Pablic Act 451 of 1994
wirich requires that sixty-seven (67%} of 21l locel units of goverament approve the plan
ameadment through a resolution of support prior to submitting the plan to the Michigan
Departnent of Eavironment Quality for final approval.

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLY. CALL VOTE:

AYES: Birchmeier, Morford, Lee, Gage, Martinson, Matzke, and Minando
NAYS: 0

Motion Carried.

1-¢. Resolution — Genesee Cownty Harard Mifigation Plan Update

MORFORD MOVED, seconded by Gage to support the Resolution for the Adoption of
the Geneses County Hazard Mitigation Plan for the Charter Towmship of Flushing.

DISCUSSION: .

The Hazard Mitigation Plan process for Geneses County identifies hazards that
may bring harm 10 a eommmnity by taking the necessary action to reduce or eliminate the
amount of damags caused by a disaster hefore it strikes. The Plan is in cooperation with
the Office of the Geneges County Shedff’s Emergency Management and Homeland
Security Division, the Geneses County Harard Mitigation Advisoty Commitice and the
Michigen State Police. See thebelow Iisted Resolutiion:
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RESOLOTION
FOR THE ADOPTION OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY HAZARD MITEGATION PLAN
CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLUSHING
GENESEE COUNTY, MICHIGAN

'WHERFAS, Fiushing Township, Michigna is valosrable to z wide range of raturzl,
wechnological and hyman-related hazards, agd has experitaced repetitive disasters that hava
caused loss of life, damaged commercial, residential 20d public properties, displaced citizens and
businesses, closed streety and presented general public hezlth and safety coneerns; and

WHEREAS, Genrses County has Frepared a Geneses County Hazard Mitigation Plag
that provides 2n understanding of thoss threats, idsnrifies the hazards affecting the area, discusses
the county’s wilnzeability 1o the identified bazords, nnd outlines the commumity’s opticns and
suatsgies i reduce overnll damage and impact from natural and technolagical hazards; and

WHEREAS, the Geassec County Hazard Mitization Plan represents the interests and
aceds of Flushing To ip.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Genases County Hazard Mitigation
Plan is hereby adopted as an official plan ofthe Charter Township of Flushing.

Adopted this 11 day of July, 2013.
CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLUSHING
RIAN R BIRCBMRIER, Superviscr

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOTE: )

AYES: Minaudo, Wareke, Martinsod, Gage, Lee, Morford, and Birchmejer
HAYSE: 0

Motion Carried,

I-£  Park Committee Report

LEE MOVED, secouded by Gage 1o tzble Item L which has twelve (12) sub caiagories
and fully stated on Page 1, for consideration to the pexr Board Meeting, to consider at this
tme, which is tem II, which is comprised of three (3) sub categories found at the top of
Page 2, and to table Ttem I the issue being the Budget for consideration at the next
Board Meeting. The only thing o be considered tonight at this Board Meeting would be
Iien Il comprised of: 1) Playground, 2) Borrdwalk, and 3) Prescribed Burns. (Flushing
Township Park apd Recreation Committes —Tuly 11,2013, Committes Report),

NISCUSSION:

Since there is approximately £19,000 in the Park Budget— zre there any ideas as
to an approximate cost for the three (3) Hems,  Ms. Griffin has dope research on prier
Flushing Township prescribed bums and the cost was 7525% with the Township
paying the 25%, but & grant was involved,  Ffthe Township procesded with the
preseribed burmns, they would have to pay onz-bundred (100%) percent. The eost for the
burn would depend on the acreage that would be bumed: the ronmal cost Tange has bean
between $500 to $750 b could go a5 high as $2,600; the burns are done in sections
raoging from fifteen (15) 1o twenty-three (25) zcres at a time. Weather conditions also
would determine when the praseribed bums wauld be done,

The playground is a safety hazard and has to ke taken care of immediately.
Specific gnidelines have 10 be followed for the playground.

The boardwalk would not have to be replaced bug would need minirmal stactural
items such as new footings, replacement of boards, ete. The workers have to be certified
to work in wetland areas, -

At some time, the budgst will have to be reviewed 10 cover expenses. There is
money in the budpet to hire an employee, so perhaps the fimds could be trangfemred 1o
cover the expenses. .
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ACTION OF THE MOTION
ROLL CALL VOTE:
AYES: Matinson, Gage,
NAYS: 0

Motion Carried.

Les, Moarford, Birchmeier, Winaudo, apd Matzke

1-s.  $:20PM —CLOSED SESSTON:,

o
1. Litieafion of Police Officer’s Health Jnsurance

1) MINAUDO MOVED, seconded by Lee to mest in Closed Sessicn pursuant 10
MCL 15261(F) to review 2 written opinion from the Attomey regarding the

terired police officer’s insurance simation;
AND

2. Stams of Teamsters Contract

1} Tomestin Closed Session pursuant 19 MCL 15.261(z) to discuss a matter that is
subject to collective bargnining specifically the Teamsters Contract,

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLYL CALL VOTE:

AYES: Gage, Lee, Morford, Birchmeier, Minaudo, Matzke, and Martinson
NAYS: 0

Motien Carrded.

0:00 P.M. — RE-CONVENE TO REGULAR SESSION

MINATDO MOVED, seconded by Matzks to re-convene 1 Regular Session.

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALL VOYE:

AYES: Martinson, Gage, Les, Morford, Birchmeier, Minsndo, and Merrke
MAYS: 0

Motion Carrded.

COMMITTEE REFORTS:

1. Fire Rims for Jome: Flushing Fire Chief Jim Michasl reported thers were three [€)]
assist police calls, two (2) vehicls fires, tw0 (2) apen bums, anz (1) grass fire, ome
(1} PLaccident, one (1) ‘wrash down at PD accident, one (1) power line down, one
(1) natural gas leak fora total of twelve (12) roms, There was $5,000 in propesty
loss and $500 in contents loss.

FINANCIAL REPORT:
LEE MOVED, seconded by Merford to sccept the Financial Report for April 2015.

ACTION OF THE MOTION

ROLL CALY VOTE: .
AYES: Matzke, Martinson, Gage, Lee, Morford, Birchmeier apd Minando
NAYS: 0 .
Motion Carried

BOARD COMMENTS:
1. LEE: thanked the Park Committes fax all the work they have beea doing;

thrmked Joe who has done a great job at the Park; thanks to the andiznce for their
patienes; if anyone has any questions, please don’t hesitate to call ber.

§
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2. MINAUDO: thanks for coming 1o the meeting.

3. MATZKE: thanks for coming out to the meeting.

4. MARTINSON: the next time bring your fijends, neighbers, and enemies to the
meeting,

9:00 P.M. OPEN FOR, PUBLIC COMMENTS
Toro (2) individuals gave comments. :
9:02 P.M. - CLOSED FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS

THE NEXT REGULAR SCHEDULED BOARD OF TRUSTESS MEETING WILL ~
BE THURSDAY, AUGUST &,2013 AT 7:00 .M. AT THE FLUSHING
TOWNSHIP HALL.

ADJOUBRNMENT: Dus,to lack of business issuzs, STPERVISOR BIRCHMEIER
adjourned the meeting at S03pm. -

=021 112013 Regaalar Min '
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RESOLUTION NO. 14-03
GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN-
ATLAS TOWRNSHIP

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant ta the Naturdl Resources and Environmental
Protection Act, 1094 A 451, a3 amended, Part 115, 5olld Waste Management, and its Administrative
Rules by the Sofld Waste Managerment committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan
plannlng Commisston; and

VWHEREAS, The proposed amendmant to he Geneses County Selid Waste Manggement Plan
has been approved by the Solid Waste Wanagenrent Committee and the Genesee County Board of
Commisslanars; end

VWHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity w review the Plan amendmoent
and have determined that the propased Plan amandment is acteptabte; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Trustees of Atlas Township, of the County
of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Geneses County Solid \Waste Management
plan [s an acceptable Amendment to the eurrent Rlan, and is hereby approved.

YEAS:
' MANS:
ABSENT:
RESOLUTION DECLARED ADOPTED

I, Teresa L. Onica, CMC, the duly elected and acting Clerk of Atlas Townshig, hereby certify that the
foregoing resofutionwas adopted by the township board of Atlas Township at 2 reguiar meeting of satd
toard held.on Tussday, Fehruary 18, 2014, st which & gquorizm was present by a roll cafl vote of said
members s hereinbafore set farlly; that said resolutlon was ordéred to take Immediate effact.

45-18-'14 08158 FROM- 7T-336 POOAZ3B62 F-d31

£§388 : RESOLUTION KD, 1463 ADOPTION &F CENESEE COUNTY-SOLID WASTE MANAGENMENT PLAN)

i

RESOLUTION NO. 14.03 GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

1403 SOLID WASTE PLAN (1256

I

Teresa L, Onica, CMC
Atlss Toviriship Clerk

Aftachmant: NFW-42FFB 3

Attachment: RESOLUTION NG

[ PacketPg.30 |
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RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION BY THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THETFORD TOWNSHIP
APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Envirommentat Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste
Manapement, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management Committee
and the staff of the Geneses County Metropoliten Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to the Genesec County Solid Waste
Management Plan has been approved by the Solld Waste Management Commities and
the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Thetford Township,
of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed amendment to the Genesee

Caunty Solid Waste Monagement Plan is an acccptable Amendment to the current Plan,
and i8 hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 13" day of October, 2013 by the Board of Trustees of
Thetford Township, Michigan.

s? mmed: v/,wé, e %/ﬁdﬂ
Title: 6’/‘" %{
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APPROVED
‘Township’s fiscal year ending March 31, 2013 to the Board of Trustees and the \
general public in attendance.

2): GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANKSEMENT pLAN _/0-28-5
AMENDMENT: MOTION by Trustee Cousineau, supported by Trustee
Congden to approve the amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste
Management Plan. Vote: All yeas. Motion Passed.

B. NEW BUSINESS:

T): PLANING COMMISSION BOARD ALTERNATE APPOINTMENT:
MOTION by Treasurer Ayotte, supported by Trustee Consineau to appoint
Terry Reidel as the Alternate to fhe Planming Commission. Voie: All Yeas.
Motion Passed.

2): LIBRARY BOARD APPOINTMENT: MOTION by Treasurer Ayotte,

supported by Trustee Stevens to appoint Marie Christiznson to the Library
Board. Vote: All yeas, Motion Passed.

BRIEF PUBLIC COMMENTS: Public comments began at 7:46 p.m. No
comuments wee received from the public. Ended at 7:46 p.m.

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS: Various comments were given by the board
members,

Meeting adjoumed at 7:48 p.m.
R AT

Julie Paulson, Clerk




CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK

CITY COUNCIL
CERTIFIED RESOLUTION #140210-03
(Carried)
Solid Waste Plan
Resolution No. 140210-08 {Carried)

Motion by Mayor Pro-Tem Abrams
Second by Councilmember Hurt

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste
Management, and iis Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management
Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Mefrapolitan Planning
Commission; and

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to 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 amendment and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment is
acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City of Swariz Creek, of the County
of Genesee, Michigan, find the proposed Amendment to the Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan to be an acceptable Amendment to the current
Plan, and hereby approve said amendment.

Discussion Ensued.

YES: Hicks, Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker, Abramé, Gilbert.
NO:  None, Motion Declared Carried -

1, Juanita Aguitar, City Clerk in and for the City of Swartz Creek, hereby ceriify the above resolution was
adopted by the Swartz Creek City Coundl at its regular meeting held Monday, February 10, 2014.

CORRECT ATTEST:

ﬂ e (B (Seal)
Uﬂantta Aguilar, C‘[yc:lerk
City of Swartz Creék, Michigan




RESOLUTION-13-13

A RESOLUTION BY THE TRUSTEES OF RICHFIELD TOWNSHIP APPROVING
THE AMENDMENT TQ THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
PLAN. .

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to 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 revisw the
Plan amendment and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment is acceptable;
and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the RICHFIELD
TOWNSHIP of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the
Genesee County Solid waste Management Plan is an aeceptable Amendment to the
current Plan, and is hereby appraved,

PASSED AND APPROVED this gt day of October, 2013 by the TRUSTEES of
RICHFIELD TOWNSHIP, Michigan.

Title: Richfieid Township Clerk




RESOLUTION R-13-07
GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
PLAN AMENDMENT
A RESOLUTION BY THE CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF MUNDY BOARD OF
TRUSTEES APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY S0LD
WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, ‘1994-PA 451 as amended 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 amendment to the Genesee County Solid Wasle
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Commiitee and
the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BEIT RESOLVED, by the Charter Township of Mundy
Board of Trustees, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment
fo the Genesee Céunty Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment to
the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 23 day of September 2013 by the Charter
Township of Mundy Board of Trustees, Michigan,

Ayes: J.O.ID.GITK /BM./D.O./BH,
Nays: None

Absent: Nona !
Abstain: None %
Signed A ﬁé Z:é
S

;Gnya(jﬁtzler
Clerk
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CITY OF MT. MORRIS

RESOLUTION 13-42

YWHEREAS: The plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmenal
Protection Act. 1994 PA 451, az amended, Part 115, Solid Waste Management,
and jts Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management Committes and the
staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Plapning Commission; and

WHEREAS: The proposed amendment to the Genteses County Solid Waste Management Plan
has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committes and the Gepesce
County Board of Commissicners; and

WHEREAS: The members of the Board have had an opportumity to review the Plap
amendment and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment is acceptable;
and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

By this Council of the City of Mt. Morris, of the County of Genesee, Michigan,
that the proposed Amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management
Plan is an aceeptable Amendument to the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

Moved by Council merober Middleton, seconded by Council member Heidenfoidt and therezfier
adopted by the City Cowncil of the City of Mt. Meris at a regular meeting hefd Monday,
Qctober 28, 2013 at 6:30 p.

7 Yea a Nauy

0 Absent

TE:\ a Jl. Luezro, City Clerk

Aod QL



RESOLUTION

NUMBER 20 13- .2 |

A RESOLUTION 8Y THE TRUSTEE BOARD GF THE MT. MORRIS CHARTER TOWNSHIP APPROVING THE
AMENDMENT TQ THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was preparad pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental
Protection Act, 1984 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and Its Adminlstrative
Rules by the Salld Waste Management Committee and the staff of the Genesea County Metropolitan
Planning Commiasion; and

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to the Ganesae County Solld Waste Managament Plan has
heen approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Board of
Commissioners; and :

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had sn apporkinily ta review the Plan amendment
and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment is acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE [T AESOLVED, by this Board of the Mt. Merris Charter Township, of the
County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesea County Salid Waste
Management Plan is ah acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 8th day of July, 2013 by the Trustee Board cf Mt. Marrls Clrarter Township.

Title: Mt. Morris Charter Township Supervisor

Signed: é:!hm&l EMP Q : Title: Mt Morris Charter Township Clerk

BIvED
“&%écs;ee COURTY

UL 09 201

L TTAN
Pmﬁﬁft?gggm\ssm

sref7.1.13



RESOLUTION 13-12

A RESOLUTION BY THE MONTROSE TOWNSHIP BOARD APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE
GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was pregared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental
Protection Act, 1894 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its
Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management Comniittee and the staff of the Geneses
County Metropalitan Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management
Plan has béen 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
amendment and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment is acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFQRE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the Charter Township of Montrose,
of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and is herehy
approved,

PASSED AND APPROVED this 17th day of September, 2013 by the Montrose Township ‘Board of
the Township of Montrose, County of Genesee, Michigan,

AYES: 7

NAYS: 0

ABSENT: O

RESOLUTION DECLARED ADOPTED:
CERTIFICATION

The above Resolution.was duly adopted by the Montrose Township Board at a regular
meeting of the Board held on the 17™ day of September, 2013 at 7:00 pm at the Montrose
Township Hall, Genesee County, Michigan.

{ewliak

PR




CITY OF LINDEN
RESOLUTION NO. 996

A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY CGUNCIL GF THE CITY OF LINDEN APPROVING THE
AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Environmentzl Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste
Management, and its Administrative Rulas by the Solid Waste Management Committee and
the staif of the Genesee Caunty Metropolitan Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to 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 bave had an opportunity to review the Plan
amendment and have determined that the propased Plan amendment is acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Council of the City of Linden, of the
County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesee County Solid
Waste Management Plan is an acceptable. Amendment to the current Plan, and Is hereby
approved. :

PASSED AND APPROVED this 22nd day of July, 2013 by the City Council of the City of
Linden, Michigan.

J . =
David E. Loss\;/g
Mayor
T
L_yn'an.Henry U
City Clerk
RECEIVED
GENESEE COUNTY
SEP 12 208
QLITA]
pmﬁﬁ%@om@sm
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GAINES TOWNSHIP
RESOLUTION SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
RESOLUTION 2014-06

Maveh 5, 2014
A RESOLUTION BY THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF GAINES TOWNSHIP
APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE

MANAGEMENT PLAN,

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, aa amended, Part 115.50lid Waste
Management, and its Adminisizative Rules by Solid Waste Management Comumittes
and the staff of the Genegee County Metropalitan Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS, The proposed amendiment to the Genesee County Solid Waste
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and
the Genesee County Board of Commrigsionerg; and : :

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLYED by this Board of the Trustees of Gaines
Township of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the _

Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment to the
current Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 5th day of March 2014 by the Board of Trustees of
Gaines Township, Michigan.

Motion by; Chuck Timmuns Second by: Lee Purdy

Voting for; Michael Dowler, Diane Hyrman, Lee Purdy, Chuck Timmons,
Chuck Melki

Vaoting against: None

The resolution is declared: Adopted

%@\{&Zp/@”

Michael Dowlex, Clerk




City «, srand Blanc

wow.cityoferandblanc.com

it & Y 203 . Grand Blanc Rdl.
Grand Blanc, MI 48439

810-694-1118
Fax 510-604-9517

CITY COUNEIL

Jemes E, Bappert RESOLUTION 0613-3

Jahn A, Freol

Michael R, Wolgram

ﬁ:}fﬁg A RESOLUTION BY THE GRAND BLANC CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
Bryen Beder GRAND BLANC APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE
CiTY MAHAGER COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

Paud J. Brake

CITY CLER WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
T oy ) St Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste
vascepmecror. | Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management
fﬁfﬂﬁn}niﬂmr Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Meiropoliten Planning Commission;
CATY ASBESSOR and

Calhy E, Grace .

GITY AYTORMEY WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste
Waller P. Girifim

prinfed am recyeled paper

Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committes and
the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the City of Grand
Blang, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment to the
current Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this Twelfih day of June, 2013 by the Grand Blanc City
Council of the City of Grand Blanc, Michigan.

Signed

R 1 e

Susan J. SddetStrom, Mayor

RECEN
JUN 1 5 2613

GENESEE cm%%

i POLITAN
PLAEIE&%UCGBEM%SIOE&



VILLAGE OF GOODRICH
RESOLUTION 2013-22

A RESOLUTION BY THE COUNCIL OF THE VILLAGE OF GOODRICH APPROVING THE
AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resgurces and
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, 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 amendment ta the Genesee County Solid Waste
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the
Genesee County Board ofCommiss_ioners; and

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this COUNCIL of the VILLAGE OF
GOCGDRICH, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendinent to the curvent
Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 14TH day of QCTOBER, 2013 by the Council of the VILLAGE
OF GOODRICH, Michigan.

1, Jakki Sidge, the duly elected Clerk of the Viliage of Goodrich, do hereby CERTIFY that
the foregoing is a true and accurate copy of Resolution 2013-22 that was adopted by the
Village of Goadrich Council, Genesee County, Michigan ut a regular meeting held
OCTOBER 14, 2013 the original of which is an file in the Village office and available to
the public,

Resolutlon Number: 2013-22
Presented: 10/14/2013
Date Adopted: 10/14/2013

L1/138/2P13 15:85 Blysdbysbs VILLAGE Ur GUUDRLICH FAe gL
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GENESEE TOWNSHIP RESOLUTION 13-12

At a regular meeting of the Genesee Tawnship Board called to erder by Mr. Fuhr on June
11, 2013 at 6:05 P.M. the following resolution was offered:

To approve the Geneses County Solid Waste Management Plan.
Offered by Witte and supported by Jear. That the request be considered for approval,
.6 Yeas

0  Nay
1 Absent

It is the consensus of this legislative body to approve the Genesee County Solid Waste
Management Plan.

1 hereby certify that the foregoing is 2 true copy of a resolution adopted by the Gencsee
Township Board of the Township of Genesec at a regular meeting held on the 11™ day of
Jume A.D. 2013,

P .

Weyne G. Bates, Clerk

lo-1-13
Date

22/82

it
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VILLAGE OF GAINES
RESOLUTION #3013-08

MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was Preparad pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste
Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solig Vvaste Managerj'ient

Commission; and
WHEREAS, The Proposed amendment to the Genesee County Safid Waste -
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management

@ WHEREAS, the members of the Board hava had ap Opportunity to re\.fiew
the Plan amendment and havé determined that the proposed Plan amendment is
accaptable; and :

NOW, THEREFORE, Bk It RESOLVED, by this Board of the VILLAGE iOF
GAINES, of the County of Genesge, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to
the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment
1o the current Plan, and is hereby approved. )

PASSED AND APPROVED this 10 day of JULY, 2013 by the ViLLAGE oF GAINES
Councill of the VILLAGE OF GAINES, Michigan.

SiEHEd:OBQLWU /deLQL’—LJ :

b | JUL 2 2,201
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AppendiXx E

Mﬂ

Technical Report 1

Technical Report 2
Technical Report 3
Technical Report 4

Genesee County Recycling Assessment

M
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Special Conditions

Special conditions affecting import or export of solid waste.

Genesee County

134
Solid Waste Management Plan




Inter-County Agreements

Copies of Inter-County agreements with other Counties (if any).
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Richfield Landfill Boundary
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Richfield Landfill Location
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Citizen’s Disposal Boundary

GRAND BLANC ROAD
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Brent Run Landfill Boundary

PRELIMARY DRAFT - WORIC IN PROGRESS
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Brent Run Landfill Location
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Maps

Maps showing locations of solid waste disposal facilities used by the County.
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LB SERVICES
August 10, 2012

Genesee County Metropofitan Planning Commission
Room 223

1101 Beach Street

Elint, Michigan 48502-1470

Allention: Ann Marie Kerby
--Assgdate PIARREE = vsswmssn v oo oo e e s
Email: gkerby@co.qenesee.mils

Re: Genesee County Solid Wasta Plan Update
Gentlemen;

This letter is In response to your email dated July 25, 2012 regarding the Geneses Counly
Solid Waste Plan.

Citizens Disposal, Inc. currently operates a Licensed Type i Solld Waste Disposal Area,
MDEQ Llcense Number 9251 at 2361 W. Grand Blant Road, in Mundy Tawnship, Genases
County, Michigan. The Faclilty is inéluded in the existing Genesae County Solid VWaste Plan
as well as the Proposed Genesee County Solid Wasta Plan Update.

Citizens Disposal, Inc. intends fo operate the facilily in excess of 10 years, accepting non-
hazardous solid waste generated from both within and oulside Geneses Counly in
compilance with State and Federal Regulations.

As raguested, we are aiso submitiing a site plan that depicts the areas listed on the facllity
description form. We would like to note that we have identified two areas of tha site for soil
stackpliingfluture expansion. We have also noled some additional property that may
potentially be used as a aoil borrow source. If you have any questions, please feel free to
contacl Robl Moore at 810-655-6906 or the undarsigned at 810-768-2222.

Sincerely,

[+{r Rohert S. Thomton
Cilizens Disposal, Inc. Operaling Record



ﬁ BrENT RUN LANDFILL

WasTE CONNECTIONS INC.
Conneer with the Putsire®

8/1/12

Ann Mare Kerby

Associate Planner

Genesce County Metropolitan Platning Commission
1101 Beach Sireet, Room 223

Flint, MI 48502

RE: Brent Run Landfll Listed Capacity

Ms. Kerby,

In response to your request on July 25, 2012 Brent Run Landfi] would like to
indicate that it will aceept waste from Genesee County. Brent Run landfill is a Type 11
Landfill and is Iocated at: 8335 Vienna Rd., Montrose, MI 48457. The Brent Run Landfill
intends to accept waste for 10 or more years,

Sincerely,

’7%/

Dan Gudgel
District Manager
Brent-Run Landfill

8335 W. Vienna Road e Montrose, MI 48457
Tel 810.639.3077 » Fax 810.639.6070




m‘gmmm- VENICE PARK RDF

9536 Lennon Road

Lennon, MI 48449
(810) 6219080
(810) 6213156 Fax

August 7, 2012

M. Ann Marie Kerby

Associate Planner

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

1101 Beach Street. Room 223

Flint. MI 48502

Subject: Venice Park Recycling and Disposal Facility

Capacity for Genesee County Solid Waste Plan
Dear Ms. Kerby,

This letter is beins sent in response to your request that Venice Park Recycling and Disposal Facility
(Venice Park) provide you with a letter confirming that Geneses County has access to Venice Park’s
listed capacity. ’

Venice Park is a licensed Municipat Solid Waste Lacdfill, and is authorized to accept solid waste in
accordance with Michigan Part 115, Solid Waste Management, of the Namral Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, PA 431, As sach, Venice Park accepts municipal, commerciat and
industrial, non-hazardous solid wastes for disposal,

Venice Park intends to opesate for more than ten years, and during this time will accept non-hazardous

solid waste from Genesee County In accordance with the approved Solid Waste Management Plans for
Shiawassee and Genesee Counties,

Venice Park’s address is provided at the top of this letter.

Please feel free to contact me at B10-621-9080 or by e-mail at joall@ym.com if yon have any questions.

John Gall
District Manager
Venice Park Recycling and Disposal Facility

From everyday collection to environmental protection, Think Green® Think Waste Management.

&) isted on 1228 postreeme secycled pepat



Richfield Landfill
11145 East Mt. Morris Road
Davison, Michigan 48423

August 7, 2012

Ms. Ann Marie Kerby, Associate Planner

Genesee Courty Metropolitan Planning Commission
Roam 223, 1101 Beach Street

Flint, Michigan 48502-1470

RE: Waste Acceptance and Facility Cperation

Ms. Kerby:

This letter is writen as a follow-upto Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission's July
25, 2012 request for verification that Genesee County will continue to have access to Richfield
Landfill's solid waste disposal capacity.

Richfield Landfill is a licensed Municipal Solid Waste Landfill located at 11145 East Mt. Moris
Read, Davison, Michigan 48423 in Richfield Township. The 300 acres identified in the County
Plan sited for use as landfill space will insure operation for ten or more years. OF course, it
remains our intent to continue to accept waste from Genesee County.

Should you have any subsequent questions or if we can be of further assistance, please do not
hesitate to contact me at 810-577-1782.

Sincerely,
RICHFIELD LANDFILL, INC,

I/W,SJ‘-W

V. Wesley Sherman, P.E., Chief Engineer

cc: RLF File




Listed Capacity

Documentation from landfills that the County has access to their listed capacity
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CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FENTON
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-13

A resolufion by the Township Board of the Charter Township of Fenfon approving
an amendment ta the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan

WHEREAS, the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan (“Plan”) was
prepared pursuant to the Nalural Resources and Environmenial Protection Act, 1994 PA
451, as amended, 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 amendment fo the Plan has been approved by the
Solid Waste Management Committee and the Geneses County Board of
Commissioners, and

WHEREAS, the members of the Fenton Township Board have had an
opportunity o review the Plan amendment and have determined that the propesed Plan
Amendment is acceptable;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Township Board ofthe Charter
Township of Fenton, County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to
the Genesee County Solid Waste Managemenl Pian is an acceptable amendment to the
current Plan, and is hereby approved.

Motion to adopt Resolution No. 2013-13 as presented.
Motion by: Krug
Seconded: Tucker

Ayes: Mathis, Krug, Tucker, Goupil, Lorraine, Shumaker
Nays: None .
Absent: Kesler

Motfon carried. Resolution declared adopted.

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
_ ) 8s:
COUNTY OF GENESEE )

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of a
resolution adopted by the Township Board of the Charter Township of Fenton, County of
Genesee, State of Michigan, at a regular meeting held on August 19, 2013, and that
said meeling was condutted and public nofice of said meeting was given pursuant to
and in full compliance with the Open Mestings Act, being Act 267, Public Acls of
Michigan, 1976, and that the minules of said meeling were kept and will be or have
been made available as required by said Act.

Thomas Broecker, Deputy Clerk

REC :
GENﬁSE%EE%%

SEP 013 203

YETROPO
PLANNING GOF{QIB.T}%';NQIOM




i - i b A AL N A e g A VT

CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FENTON Phana; (810)628-1537

12060 Mantawauka Drive Fax: (810} 629-9736

Fenton, M 48430-8817 Wabsita: www.fentontownship.org
E-mail; Info@fentontownship.org

Bonnle K. Mathis, Supervisor

Robert E. Krug, Clerk A Robert €. Kesler, Trustea

John R. Tucker, Treasurer Vince L. Lomaine, Trustee
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August 22, 2013
Genesee County Mefropalitan Planning Commission
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, Ml 48502-1470
To Whom It May Concern:
Enclosed is a certified copy of Fenton Township Resolution No. 2013-13, approving the
amendment to the Genesee Counly Solid Waste Management Plan. Please let me know
if any additional information is needed. Thank you.
Sincerely,
.
e M
Thomas Broecker
Operations Manager/Deputy Clerk
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RESOLUTION 2014-1

A RESOLUTION BY THE ARGENTINE TOWNSHIP BOARD Of THE TOWNSHIP OF ARGENTINE APPROVING
THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SDOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN,

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resgurces and Environmental
Protectlon Act, 1934 PA 451m as amended, part 115, Salid Waste Management, and Its Administrative
Rules by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the stalf of the Genesee County Metropolltan
Plannlng Commisslon; and

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to the Genesee County Sofld Waste Management Plan has
been spproved by the Solid Waste Management Commiitee and the Genesee County Board of
Commlssloners; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an oppartunily to review the Plan amendment
and have determined that the propesed Plan amendment Is acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the Townshp of Argentine, of the County
of Genesee, Michlgan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesse County Solld Waste Management
Plan Is an acceptahle AmendmeWe current Plan, and Is hereby approved.

PASSED AND AFPROVERthls ?‘ ' day pf February, 2014 by the Argentine Township Board of the
3l

Township of Argenting/Mic

Slgned; _
Robart W, Cole, Ir

Title; Township Supervisor




CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF CLAYTON

3 & Fax: R10.635.4526 & www.claytontownship.crg

2011 South Morrish Road & Swartz Creek, Michigan 48473 a Telephone; 810.635.443

CL N TOWNSHIP
GENESL.. . . UNTY, MICHIGAN

RESOLUTION NO. 13-1010-12

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN

WHLEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection
Act, 1094 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid
Waste Management Cormittee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendment to the Genesee. County Solid Waste Management Plan has been
approved by Lhe Solid Waste Management Committee and the Geneses County Beard of Commissioners; and

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

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of the Charter Township of Clayton, of the
Connty of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management
Plan is an acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and is, hereby, approved.

YES Lﬁ
NO Q

ABSENT |

THE RESOLUTION IS DECLARED ADOPTED X NOT ADOPTED

I certify that the forepoing is a true and aceurate copy of a Resolution adopted by the Charter Township of
Clayton Board of Tmstees, Genesee County, Michigan, at its regular meeting held on October 10, 2013 at the
Charter Township of Clayton Hall, 2011 S, Morrish Rd., Swartz Creek, Michigan 48473.

Vd
7 101043
Dennis Milem, Clerk Date:
Charter Township of Clayton

et

%ﬁ& 10.10.13

Christopher Gehringer, SuperviSor— Date:
Charter Township of Clayton



200 E. FLINT STREET, SUITE 2

DAVISON, MICHIGAN 48423-1246

TELEPHONE  (810) 653-2191
FAX  (810) 653-962]

RESOLUTION 2013-24

A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DAVISON APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE
GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the MNatural Resources and Environmental
Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, 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 amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan has
been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Beard of
Commissioners; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the Plan amendment
and have determined that the propesed Plan amendment Is acceptable; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the City of Dovison of the County of
Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management
Plan is an acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and is hereby approved,

PASSED AND APPROVED this 23 day of September, 2013 by the City Council of the City of Davison,
Michigan.

S e 7 B

Andrea L Schroeder, City Clerk

G:\Clerk\Resolutlons\2013-24 County 5alld Waste Management Plan.doox




Gty of) Lvison
200 B. FLINT STREET, SUITE 2

DAVISON, MICHIGAN 48423-1246

TELEPHONE  (§10) 653-2191
FAX (E10) 653-9621

September 25, 2013

Mr. Jason Nordberg

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
1101 Beach Street, Room 223

Flint, MI 48502

Dear Mr. Nordberg:

Please find the attached original Resolutlon fram the Davison City Council approving Amendment to the
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 653-2191.

Sincerely,

Pacso.

Elizabeth J. Hol
Deputy City Clerk

REC
GENESE%E\&%%
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RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION BY THE DAVISON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
TOWNSHIP OF DAVISON APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE
COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN,

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Act, 1594 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste
Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management
Committee and the staff of the Geneses County Metropolitan Planning
Commission; and

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Manhagement
Committee and the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; and

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

NOW, THEREFQRE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the Township of
Davison, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to
the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment
to the current Plan, and is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 12th day of August, 2013 by the Davison Township
Board of Trustees of the Township of Davison, Michigan,

Signed: \7‘(1//,{,15 ot Qéghwx/

Kurt D. Soper

Title: S[g.amfu szoﬂ

visont
avisor/Township Supervisor

R

SEP 13 208
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PLANNING commfﬂom
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CITY OF FENTON

RESOLUTION NO. 13-09

A RESOLUTION BY THE FENTON CiTY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FENTON APPROVING THE AMENDMENT
TO THE GENESEE COUNTY S0LID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLARN.

Ata regular meeting of the Fentan City Council, held at 301 8. Leroy Sireet, Fenton, Michigan 48430, on
the 8% day of Tuly 2013, at 7:30 p.m.

PRESENT: Bland, Gfog.smﬂcr, Japob, King, Loclkwood, Ogbom. Smitlh
ABSENT: None

The following resnlution was offered by Bland _ and supported by King .

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental
Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amendad, Part 115, Sofid Waste Management, and its Adminlstrative
Rules by the Sclid Waste Management Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan
Planning Commission; and )

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to the Genesee County Solld Wasta Management Plan has
been appraved by the Soild Waste Management Committee and the Genesea County Board of
W s Commissioners; and

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the City of Fenton, of the County of
Genesee, Michigan, that the propased Amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management
Plan is an sceeptable Amendment ta the current Plan, and Is hereby approved.

Yeas: Lockwood, Oshomn. Smith, Pland, Grossmeyer, Jaooh, King
Nays: None
RESOLUTION DECLARED ADOPTED.

1. Sus Walsh, City Deputy Clerl of the City of Fenton, heteby certify this to be a bue and complete copy
of Resclution No. 13-09, duly adopted at a regular mecting of the City Coumeil held on the 8th day of
July, 2013.

‘Sui Wialsh, City Deputy Clerk




Sec. 11.2-7 Penalty
A persen who violates this article shall be guilty of a municipal eivil infraction.

i SECTION 2
Sections 11.2-1 lheough 11.24 are repealed.

. SECTION 3
This Ordinance shall become effactive upan the date the date of its publication following final passage,

J} CONSIDER APPROVAL OF THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
AMENDMENT
Motioned by K, Miller, second by K. Courls lo approve the amendment as ta how solid waste
will be managed within Genesea County for the next 10 years or more.
Roll Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously

K) CONSIDER APPROVAL FOR LICENSE TO PEDOLE DOOR-TO-DOOR — JENNIFER
TERWILLIGER/SOUTHWESTERN ADVANTAGE, INC.
Motioned by K. Courts, second by F. Kasle at approve a license to peddle door-to-door to
Jennifer Terwilliger of Scuthwestern Advaniage, Inc,, Menday through Saturday from9am. o 7
p.m. until August 31, 2013,
Roli Call Vote:
G. Menoutes — no
B. Vert -no
B. Parker ~yes
M. Binelli—no
K. Miller - yes
K. Courts — yes
F.Kasle - yes
Motion Carried

The meeting was adjourned at 8:05 p.m.

vier Couils Coun- illen

im Cotts, CMC, Clerk Karyn MineUSupervisor
Recorded By Kathy Funk




Ciew

Actively pursug education and knowledge, and embrace best praclices

Treat all persons with dignity, respect and impadtialily, withou! prejudice or discrimination

Praclice openness and transparency in ouf decisions and actions

Cooperale in all reasonable ways with other govemmental entities and consider the impact our

decisions may have outside our township's barders

« Communicate to the public township issues, challenges and successes, and welcome the active
involvemen! of stakeholders 1o further the township's wall-being

«  Strive for compliance with all state and federal statulary requirements

« Refuse 1o participate in any decisicns or aclivities for personal gain, at the expense of the best
Interests of the township

s  Furher the understanding of the chligations and responsibilities of American citizenship,

demacratic govesnment and freedom

These prnciples we pledge to our lownship, our state, and our country.

H) FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE REGULATING THE USE OF CONSUMER FIREWORKS
IN THE CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLINT

CHARTER TOWNSHIP-OF FLINT
OROINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 11, ARTICLE 2 OF THE CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLINT CODE OF
ORDINANCES, A CHAPETER ENTITLED *FIRE PREVENTION AND PROTEGTION,” BY REPEALING
SECTIONS 11.2-1 THROUGH 11.2-4 AND BY ADDING SECTIONS 11.2-5, 11.2.6 and 11.2-7, BEING SECTIONS
WHICH REGULATE THE USE OF CONSUMER FIREWORKS IN THE TOWNSHIP AND PROVIDE A PENALTY
FOR VIOLATING THAT REGULATION. .

THE CHARTER TOWNSHIP GF FLINT ORDAINS:

SECTION 1.
Chapter 11, Asticle 2 of the Charter Township of Fiint Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to read as follows:

Sec. 11.2-5 Definitions

~Consumer firewarks™ means firewarks devices that are designed lo produca visible effects by combustion, thal are
requlred to comply with the construction, chemical composition, and labeling regulations pramulgated by the United
States consumer product safely commission under 18 CFR pants 1500 and 1507, and that are listed In APA
standard 87-1, 3.1.2, 3.1.3, or 3.5. Consumer freworks does not include low-impact fireworks

“Firewark® or "fireworks™ means any composilion or davice, except for a stanling pistol, a flare gun, of a flare,
designed far the purpose of producing a visible or audible effect by combustion, deflagration, or detonafion.
Fireworks consist of consumer fireworks, low-impact fireworks, artictes pyratechnic, display fireworks, and speciat
effects.

“Person” means an individual, agent, association, charitable ofganization, company, limited liability company,
corperation, laber organizetion, legal representative, parinership, unincorporated osgenization, or any other legal or
commercial entity.

Sec.11.2-8 Prohibition

No persan shall use consumer fireworks in the Charter Township of Fint other than on the day preceding, the day
of, or the day after a nationa! holiday.



Motion Denied
B} CONSIDER APPLICATION FOR TENT SALE OF FIREWORKS AT 3282 MILLER ROAD -
JAKE'S FIREWORKS .
Motioned by K. Courts, second by K. Miller to approve a tent sale of fireworks at 3282 Miller
Road by Jake's Fireworks from June 20 to July 5, 2013, contingent upon receipt of state
certification,
Roll Call Vote:
K. Courts —yes
F. Kasle —no
G. Menoutes — no
B.Vert-—no
B. Parker ~no
M. Binelli—no
K. Miller — no
Motion Denied

—r

C) CONSIDER APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL EVENT — OUR LADY OF LEBANON MID-EAST
FESTIVAL

Motioned by K. Courts, second by G. Menoules to approve Qur Lady of Lebanon Mid-East
Festival special event Friday, July 12 through Sunday, July 14, 2013.

Roll Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously

-

D) CONSIDER APPROVAL FOR POLICE ESCORTED RIDE — BIKES ON THE BRICKS
Motioned by K. Courts, second by B. Parker lo approve Bikes on the Bricks evant beginning at
11 a.m. on Saturday, September 14, 2013, contingent upon notification of
businessesfresidences in the neighborhood norih of Austin Parkway, ingluding: Hegarth
Avenue; Utley Road; Graham Road; and, Courl Street.
Roll Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously

E) CONSIDER APPROVAL OF SPECIAL EVENT — UAW SOBERFEST
Motioned by K. Courts, second by F. Kasle to approve the UAW Soberfest special event
scheduled for Sunday, July 21, 2013, from 8 a.m. 10 5 p.m.
Roii Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously

F) CONSIDER ACQUISITION OF TAX REVERTED PROPERTIES FROM GENESEE COUNTY
Molioned by K. Courts, second by M. Binelli to return the acquisition of tax reverted praperties
to Genesee County,

Roil Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously

CONSIDER ADOFTION OF THE MICHIGAN TOWNSHIPS ASSCCIATION (MTA}
PRINCIPLES OF GOVERNANCE

Motioned by K. Miller, secand by K. Courts to adopt the Michigan Townships Associaticn {MTA)
Rules of Govemance and display the same in the Flint Township Lavelle Auditorium.

Roll Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously

G

—r

Charter Township of Fiint
Principles of Governance

To maintain the highest s\andards and traditions of Michigan lownships, we embrace these principles to
guide our stewardship, deliberations and constituent servicas as wz commit to safeguard our community's health,
safety and general welfare.

We pledge ta;
*  Insist on the highest standacds of ethical conduct by all who act on behall of this lownship
»  Bring credil, honor and dignity lo our public officas through collegial board defiberalions, and
diligent, appropriate responses to constitvent concems -
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Discussion followed regarding paying of the Ellis.

Motioned by G. Menoutes, second by M. Binelli to reconsider paying the bills.

M. Binelli — yes

K. Milter — yes

K. Gourts — yes

F.Kaste — yes

G. Menoutes - yes

B.Vert—na

B. Parker—no

Motian Carrled

& Trustee Menoutes discussed the issue of tax exempl properties, specifically McLaren Hospital's
buildings on Beecher Road. Supervisar Miller asked that Trustee Menoutes discuss the matter
with Township Attorney Peter Goodstein.

& Chief Sippert reparted on a drunkfimpaired driving training that Officers Michael Nemecheck
and Nicholas Sabo attended, The instruction included extensive training on the state level. Bath
passed and went for furiher Instruction in Maricopa County, Arizona, culminating in & four-hour
written.exam. Officers Nemecheck and Sabo are now two of anly 50 Drug Recognition Experts
in the state aof Michigan.

< Economic Enhancement Director Tucker reported that the McLaren Hospitality House was
nearing completition.

% Trustee Kasta questioned the repair of the parking lot at the Carman-Ainsworth Senier Citizen

Center. Supervisor Miller stated that estimates were above $10,000 and specs were being

prepared lo seck sealed bids on the project.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:
1. Robert Robinson
4360 Wheatland Drive
Lack of flag at Fire Station #1/Hot waler heater replacement permit
2. Jim McClung

1396 Graham Road
Grass mowing of vacant property
3. Chuck Hughes
3334 Herrick Street
Jake's Fireworks agenda items/Need to distance Fliint Township from City of Flint with name
change

ACTION ITEMS:

NEW BUSINESS

A) CONSIDER APPLICATION FOR TENT SALE OF FIREWORKS AT 3192 S. LINDEN ROAD ~
JAKE'S FIREWORKS
Motioned by K. Courts, second by K. Miller to approve a tent sale of fireworks at 3192 S. Linden
Road by Jake's Fireworks from June 20 to July 5, 2013, contingent upon receipt of state
certification.
Roll Call Vote:
K. Miller — no
K. Courts —yes
F. Kasle — no
G. Menoutes — no
B. Vert—no
B. Parker — no
M. Binelli— no



1490 5. Dye Road Phone: (810) 732-1350

Flint, Michlgan 48532 Fax: (810) 732-0866
www.flinttownship.org

SUPERVISOR
Kariro Miller
CLERK TREASURER
Kim Gourts Marsha Binelli
TRUSTEES
George Menoutes  Belenda Parker
Barb Vert Franklin Kasle

REGULAR MEETING CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLINT BOARD OF TRUSTEES
MONDAY, JUNE 17, 2013 AT 7:00 P.1,

MEMBERS PRESENT: K. Miller, K. Courts, M. Bineli, B. Parker, B, Vert, F. Kasle, G. Menoutes
MEMBERS ABSENT:

STAFF PRESENT: J. Ringwelski, G. Sippert, X, Funk, T, Fucker

STAFF ABSENT:

The meeling was called to order at 7:00 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ADDITIONSIDELETIONS TO THE AGENDA: Acting ltem | - Consider Approval of Replacoment of
Three (3) Thermal Imaging Cameras — was deleted from the agenda.

APPROVALICORRECTION OF MINUTES: REGULAR MTG: 06i03/2013
The Board wnanrimously approved the min utes.of the reqular boarg meeting of JUNE 3, 2013,

REPORTS: -

% Supervisor Miller said the annual meeting of the Economic Development Corporation wilf be
held Wednesday, June 19 at 5 p.m. The public is invited to attend.,

<+ Supervisar Miller reported that resurfacing of Bristol Road from Van Siyke Road to Fenton Road
had begun. The expected completion date is August 30, 2013,

< Supervisor Miller cited an arficle. in The View newspapar that had the hieadline “Tewnship
Finances to Get Worse Before They are Belter.” Supervisor Miller saig township revanues are
going down, but the Board of Trustees is being fiscally respansible in light of the decreasing
revenues,

*+  Supervisor Miller held a moment of silence for Gregg Nordman wha passed away June 16,
2013. Mr. Nordman refired as Flint Township Assistant Fire Chief in 1992,

< Motioned by M. Binelli, second by G. Menoutes to pay the bills.

Roll Call Vote:

B. Parker—no

M. Binelll — yes

K. Miller - yes

K. Courts —yes

F. Kasle—no RECE] =

By
G. Menoutes -- ng GE "
B, Verf —no NESEE COUMTY

Motion Denied Ui as 2013

METROPOLITAMN
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1490 S. Dye Hoad Pherie: (810) 732-1350

Fiint, Michigan 48532 Fax:f('a‘l 0) 732-‘0866
SUPERVISOR www.flinttewnship.org
Karyn Miler
CLERK TREASURER
Kim Courts Marsha Sineli
TRUSTEES
Gaorge Menoules  Belenda Parker
Barb Vert Franklin Kasls
July 2, 2013

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Atten: Kelly Richardson, Associate Planner

Room 223

1101 Beach Street

Flint, Michigan 48502-1470

RE: GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN AMENDMENT APPROVAL
Dear Ms. Richardson:
Enclosed please find the approved Charter Township of Flint Board of Trustees minutes that
include the resolution for approval of the Genesee County Solid Waste Management
Amendment. It is listed as Action Item ) within the minutes.
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (810} 600-3214.
Thank you,

Kathy Funk
Administrative Assistant

RECERNED
GENESEE COUNTY

JUL 0382013

ETROPOLITAM
FLAHNING COREAISSION



RESOLUTION NQ. 02/2013

A RESOLUTION BY THE Board of Trustees OF Forest Townshlp APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE
GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental
Protection Act, 1594 pA 451, as amended, 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 amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Managernent Plan has
been approved by the Saolid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Board of
Commissioners; ang

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of Forest Township, of the County of Genesee,
Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesea County Solid Waste Management Plan is an
acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and Is hereby approved.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 10 day of October, 2013 by Board of Trustees of Forest Township, Michigan.

Sened: (2 F5r0es J@»?m

Title: Om}z - Q%’lddr WS/}_(/O -
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Genesee County

Solid Waste Management Plan

Plan Introduction

Over the last several years, approaches to solid waste planning across the country have evolved
significantly. Technological -advaricements and the general need to conserve resources for
economic, public health and environmental reasons have helped shape dynamic solid waste
programs.

The Genesee Couniy Solid Waste Plan and corresponding programs have been serving the
residents and businesses of the county for decades to6 insure efficient’ disposal and recycling
services as well as provide educational and recycling incentive opportunities. This amendment of
the Genesee County Solid Waste Plan will not only contifiue to insure those core prmmples but
will also expand upon the plan and programs to'help reap the greatest sustainable benefits in the
solid waste system. .

This plan is organized accordmg to the DEQ’s regulations for solid waste plans. While following
those guidelines, the plan aiso incorporates additional sections that are vital to understanding
the importance of solid waste and recycling in Genesee County, as well as seeking to deliver
detailed and measurable implementation steps for improving solid waste system planning.

Technical Report 1
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425,790 - 224,123 49%  51% 1025%  5.85% 2.71% _6.74% 1250%  3.20% 46.93% 11.82%
*U & B = Urban and Built, UND = Undeveloped, Econ M = Manufacturing, Econ O = Other, Econ T = Transportation, Warehousing &

Real Estate, Econ F = Finance, Insurance & Real Estate, Econ R = Retail Trade, Econ W = Wholesale Trade, Econ S = Service, Econ G =
Government, Figure A in the Appendix expands on this table to show all municipalities.

Genesee County 5

Solid Waste Management Plan Technical Report 1



Land Use and Demographics

In 2006, the GCMPC performed an analysis of the past and current land use trends in Genesee County. The £
results of this analysis show that of the nearly 410,000 acres that make up Genesee County, 209,931 of those :
acres are agricultural and other undeveloped land (see Figure 4.1). However, mainly due to residential i
development in our rural townships, agricultural land is depleting. Of the remaining land uses, the single :
family residential (SFR) use dominates the landscape. A total of 57% of the “built” environment in Genesee
County is comprised of SFR development.

Figure 4.1

e R R )
kAgr'icu‘Itur'e and Open Spét;e : ' S . 210062 | 52%:
_ Single Family Residential » ' 109,760 ¢ . " .27%:
. Transpartation, Communication, Utilities ~ o T 34,750, . 9%
‘Vacant ' : 13,645 ° - .. 3%
Parks and Recreation, : B S 5124 T %!
. Comtneréial 1 \ Cog8l3 2%,
Public | : 8327 - 7 . 2%,
- Industrial _ 5863 .- . -1%!
, Multi-Family Residential ’ 3,802 . 1%
“ Mobile Home Park 3,253 1%

Genesee County 6
Solid Waste Management Plan Technical Report 1
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M Single Family Residential
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- E Parks and Recreation
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Socioeconomic Projections

In order to accurately estimate the existing and future
generated solid waste stream in the County, population and
employment data was gathered. Genesee County has used
population and employment data from a combination of
sources that include the U.S. Census Bureau and projections
made by GCMPC that were part of the Genesee County Long
Range Transportation Plan 2035 (2009). The projections are
not calculated using the 2010 U.S. Census data; consequently
the growth rate between 2010 and 2015 is slightly higher than
expected.

Base Year Employment Data Methodology

The GCMPC utilized the Claritas Business-Facts® dataset as a
base for employment projections in Genesee County for the
2035 Long Range Transportation Plan. This dataset was
provided by the Michigan Department of Transportation
(MDOT) and provides geographically located employers in
Genesee County, their number of employees, and industry
codes. To determine the accuracy of the new dataset and as a
validation measure, GCMPC staff attempted to contact all
employers with over 100 employees to determine if the
number of employees represented in the dataset were

Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan

accurate, and if the employees were located in the correct
location. Not all
employers could
be reached or
were willing to
provide the
information. Out
of  the 209
employers
contacted, any
reported
differences to
their employee
numbers or to their locations was corrected in the
employment database. GCMPC staff made a special attempt
to contact the top 10 employers in Genesee County to get
accurate estimates of their employment. These were also
adjusted to the dataset. Overall, the Claritas data was deemed
to be fairly reliable. Most employers contacted have
employment represented fairly accurately and within about 10
employees of the numbers provided in the Claritas dataset.
GCMPC staff coded the employees based on the North
American Industrial Classification System (NAICS) codes into
eight categories. See the following chart for a description of
the NAICS codes and the GCMPC categories.
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Manufactiring. - .. 22,970 20432 18962 17516 16,077 | 14,763
Other . 13,202 13,693 13,876 13778 .. 13,804 . 13,846
Transportation and L ' _ : -
Public Utilitles . 6075 6187 . 6189 6053 5932 .-, 5798
Finance, Insurance andf_i,: e - YRR N S

Real Estaté - 15117 - 15489 15654 . 15453 15337 15205,
Retail rade = 28,023 27,966 27,707 . 27,009 . 26,553 26,126
WholesaleTrade . .*. 1. 7,168~ 6792 .. 6479 . 6090° 5708 . 5328
Services - . =. 105186 112,086 117,666 120,728 124,384 128,129
Government — ~ ' 26,486" ° 26,461 411 26,366 26,511

T T ;g’ '59..9. i =

ot

*These projections did not factor in the 2010 U.S. Census numbers.

It is projected that Manufacturing, Transportation and Public Utilities, Retail Trade, Wholesale Trade,

decrease over the next 25 years. However, Services and Other job categories (wh

projected to increase. The Services sector is substantially going to increase, resulting

11,000 more jobs by the year 2035. These projections significantly affect commerci

sector produces different amounts of waste per employee. The waste generation

section.

Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan

and Government jobs will all
ich includes agricultural and forestry jobs) are
in an overall county estimate of approximately
al waste generation estimates as each industry
methodology and data is explained in the next
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Database

The database section elaborates on the sources of waste generatiori within Genesee: County and
indicates the total quantity of solid waste generated to be disposed and diverted. This information is a
crucial factor in determining future landfill capacity as well as an indicator of where additional efforts
need to be made to help divert waste from the landfills. . : ~

Sources of Waste Generation ‘

¢
& .
% '

Waste in Genesee County comes from a variety of sources; in geheral, the miajority of non-hazardous
- waste _generated is municipal solid waste- or MSW, which includes res.id_en‘tial'; commercial and

indtistrial land uses. The rest of the waste is made up of construttion and demolition debris or:CDD and

industrial special wastes or ISW. ' . L ’

Residential Waste .’ C]
Methodology R PO : : s ‘
Residential waste generation Jfor Genesee County. was calculated based on:'the Recycling Rate’
Assessment completed by the\,"'éoﬂl'jnty solid waste managément staff (see appendix). The study
provides a sample survey of foté__f’v}qste g‘qn'e}'a:ted and recycled by households which provides an,
" - average-amount for residential i‘zy_é’st'e‘ée_neraf'i'énlandthe,amounts,diverte'di:from the-laridfills. Through:._’
-~ _bur partnerships with local waste haulers and ‘recyclersstaff- coordinated and facilitatéd:randorm;
T __sampling of-households in Genesee -County in-regards to the amount (weight) of ‘material récycled .~
"+ versus the total amount of waste matefial generated. . --._:- e TR

.

Genesee County 10
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Through the use of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s standardized method for calculating
recycling rates, staff was able to determine the rate for each jurisdiction sampled while using those
figures to calculate rates for jurisdictions with similar traits and number of households.

Recycling Rate = (Total Residential Recycled/Total Residential Generated) x 100
Staff developed a system to survey three local units; one in each of the following categories:

1. City
2. Urban Township (> 5,000 housing units)
3. Rural Township (< 5,000 housing units)

Through random sampling of each category, an
average weight recycled and average weight of
waste generated per housing unit was
determined. This was then used to calculate the
recycling rate for each of the other local
Jurisdictions. Staff was then able to calculate an
estimated countywide recycling rate of 6%, as
well as an estimated recycling rate by
jurisdiction.

In order to get a sample with a 95% confidence
level with a 5% confidence interval, 350 or more
households were surveyed in each local unit.
There was no sorting of materials, just strictly ' ¢ > , _ 7
weighing the material that comes in on the truck, - Ll e o o O i R
Staff coordinated these efforts with local waste haulers.

Genesee County 11
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Commercial Waste Generation

Methodology

Commercial waste generation for the county was one of the
more difficult data pieces to account for in the development
of this plan as commercial and industrial waste contracts are
typically between two private entities. With local data not
available, staff reviewed a variety of data sources and
methodologies. Staff concluded that national data averages
for commercial waste generation and diversion may not
accurately reflect our areas trends, however, the methodology

=

S

A Vi P B £ T W W ORI WL e T PR
i u:z.t;.-_-l—-'-n-;amﬁsmmm
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used by Washtenaw County in their Solid Waste Plan Update
(2000) to develop their commercial waste generation and
diversion estimates seemed sound and could be slightly
modified to calculate Genesee County quantities.

The Washtenaw County methodology was developed by
surveying a sample of local businesses regarding their waste
and diversion quantities. They used the sample data to make
assumptions regarding specific business sectors such as per
employee waste generation quantities and diversion rates.
The benefit of this methodology is that when projecting future
waste generation and diversion quantities for industries one
can better account for shifts in the economy, such as a
workforce moving from a manufacturing based economy to
a service based economy, that may dramatically increase or
decrease waste generation and diversion. These quantities
and rates were used with Genesee County industry sector
employee data and employment projections to calculate
current and future waste and diversion quantities for the
county as a whole. This data was then used to create growth
factors for future years for waste and diversion quantities.
Recognizing that the quantities generated from this
methodology are estimates, staff concluded that the growth
factors themselves were developed from a sound
methodology and should be used for further analysis in the
development of the plan.
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To estimate commercial waste generated in the current year (2010), staff subtracted residential waste
quantities provided by the local units of government from the DEQ. Municipal Solid Waste (MSW)

generation total for Genesee County.

Total Municipal Solid Waste — Residential Waste = Commercial Waste

This quantity is identified as the base quantity of commercial waste generated for the plan. The
calculated growth factor percentages were applied to this base quantity to generate future commerecial
waste generation. The commercial waste generation growth factor percentages were calculated from
the corresponding industry sector charts listed in the appendix.

Total Commercial Waste
Year Generated % Decrease

! 2010 . oo
. - 2015 2 1.2%
‘ 2020 g . 0.6%
2025 1.9%
2020 | 1.5%
2035 . 13%

Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Pian
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Industry Waste Generation  Work Days
E
Ibs./employee/day

Manufacturing 21.36, - 633
Other 3 5
Transportation. 4,75 5
" Finance 4.75 5 :
Retail 631 . 644 |
Wholesale 10.21 6.43 |}
Service - 5.41 571 ¢
iGovernment. 475 tv 5 |
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Total Waste Generated

Figure 2.4 details the total waste generated for 2010 in Genesee County, as well as projects out waste generation through 2035
using the growth rate of the population projections from the Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan 2035. This
estimated growth rate of waste generation gives the county an idea of how to plan for increases in waste and look for methods
to help reduce waste generation. Overall, if the population grows at a similar rate as projected, Genesee County will see an
increase of 10.13 % in total annual waste generation (CY) from 1.4 million cubic yards in 2010 to 1.54 million cubic yards in
2035. The increase in waste is coming primarily from the residential sector (showing an overall 30% increase); as the commercial
sector foresees a gradual 6.5% decrease over the next 25 years due to a shift in the manufacturing sector industry.

Total Waste Geherated {cubic yards per year)

Cubic Yards Generate

22020} .=

Residential* 443,479 530,029 536,584 550,456 563,700 576,610
Commiercial . 818,593 817,611 817,120 815,567 814,344 813,285
‘{: S e gt peemes ‘.._:. _———— -_-.:..r. e e LT _..,,,.f—v._ . 'i(‘"m‘ Y R -ui' -1- R il e - “:‘.?." Ll A ‘:w—_
| MSW'Sub-total 1,262,072 1,347,640 1,353,704 1,366,023  1,378,044-  1,389;895-
. Construction /. i 4 . o N
‘ Demolition. _ 74,484 . 79,534 79,892 . 80,619 = 81,328 82,027
'Iﬁ‘dusfrial7-5peéia[ ’ S ) T Lo ; - _ !
‘Waste, 66,221. .. 70,711 71,029 . 71,675 72,306 72,928

Total Annual uic
Yards 1,402,777 1,497,885 1,504,625 1,518,317 1,531,678 1,544,850

Population 425,790 454,666 456,726 460,880 464,923 468,938

Pop Growth Rate (%) NA 6.78% 0,45% 0.91% 0.88% 0.86%
*Does not include multi-family data.
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Imported and Exported Waste Volumes

Percentage of Average Waste in

0.07% Genesee County Landfills (2006-2010)
Part of the purpose of the Solid Waste Plan is to determine . 15.39%
current and future landfill capacity in the county. One of the o
key determinants of landfill capacity and waste volumes in E & Ohio

the county is imported and exported waste. Staff utilized the i
Michigan Department of Environmental Quality’s Reports of
Solid Waste Landfilled in Michigan from 2006 through 2010
to determine the average imported and exported waste
volumes. The total numbers include municipal, industrial, -
and construction and demolition waste. ~ ..

5L37% o

33.17%

M Michigan Counties

M Genesee County

' Canada

Imported Waste Volumes to Genesee County

The following tables and map show the significant amount of waste that Genesee County imports every year. While Genesee County
typically sends about 1.3 million Cubic Yards of waste to its own landfills, this only accounts for 33% of the average total waste
entering the landfills. On average, over 50% of waste comes from Canada and approximately 15% of waste comes from other

Michigan counties.

Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan

Figure 2.7

Percentage of Total Average
Average  Waste Imported into Genesee
Waste(CV) _Co.

! Michigan Counties -

| (excluding Genesee). - 608,955 . ’ 23'.03_%.]
| Canada 2,032,061 . 76.86%. |
(Ohio 2,906 ~0.11%!

15
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O Bay County 0.40%
Average Imported Waste Volumes M Canada 51.37%

into Genesee County (2006-2010) W Calhoun County  0.00%
-~ Clinton County 0.15%

Eaton County 0.02%

B Genesee County 33.17%

I Gratiot County 0.62%
Huron 0.00%

Ingham County 0.04%

A Isabella County 0.00%
Kalkaska County 0.13%

M Lapeer County 2.90%

Lenawee County 0.00%

£ tivingston County 0.82%

Ml Macomb County 0.00%

Oakland County  2.96%

Ohio 0.07%

B Saginaw County 5.59%

i Sanilac County 0.10%
Shiawassee County 0.51%

B Tuscola County 0.68%

1 Washtenaw County 0.04%

8 Wayne County 0.43%
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Total Average
Waste Imported

. Averaée
Waste (CY) i

2,643,922

Lake
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Exported Waste Volumes

Over the last 5 years, the average amount of waste produced by Genesee County is
about 1.6 million Cubic Yards; of this amount, only 21% is exported to other counties in
Michigan. Genesee County typically exports its waste to Oakland, Saginaw, Shiawassee,
Washtenaw and Wayne counties, with the majority of the waste being exported to
Shiawassee County. With a high percentage of imported waste into the county, this
reinforces that additional efforts need to be made to implement programs to divert
waste from county landfilis. The table and map below show total average numbers for
Genesee County exported waste volumes from the years 2006 through 2C10.

Figure 2.10
Average Exportéd Waste Volumes from Genesee County {Cubic Yards)
| Bestination " : e . 2006,

. Bay County 34 0 0 0

: Clinton County 40 0 4 44

! Oakland:County : 568 279 64 0. .

_ Ontonagon County 0 0 0 0

. 'Saginaw County, 31,248 34,586 35,219 31,738
Shiawassee County 448,795 402,934 61,212 341,020

. Washtenaw County 3,590 1,766 2,783 2,751

" Wayne County _ 589 9,752 988 204
Total Average Exported ]

Genesee County ' 18
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_, 2007 . 20082 _-2009: . 201

136 27

24,152 .. 31389
328,553 316,489 |
9,409 4,060

2 2307
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When analyzing the effectiveness of recycling in Genesee County, an important factor to
consider are the various industries of recycling and how many people are employed as a result.
staff found the report, Employment Trends in North Carolina’s Recycling Industry — 2010 to
contain helpful methodology in providing employment data. Staff used similar 2007 NAICS
codes to break the data into several different categories, reflecting the variety of recycling '
industries in the county. The industries that data was coltected for were Recycling Collection
Businesses, Recycling Process and Manufacture, Wholesale and Retail Reuse, and Supporting
Businesses.

Figure 5.1 reveals the number of people employed at governmental
organizations and landfills that directly oversee and process recycling
collections. As part of the Recycling Process and Manufacture sector

total employment is listed as 888 employees, where approximately one
third of those jobs involve working with recycling various plastic materials. The

(14,697), with over 90% of employees in this sector categorized in Motor Vehicle
Parts Manufacturing. Another significant sector of recycling services in Genesee
County are the Supporting Businesses, which include Engineering and Research
Services as well as Marketing Consultants that aid with providing support to the
rest of the recycling sector.

Genesee County 20
Solid Waste Management Plan

Wholesale and Retail Reuse sector has the most significant number of employees -
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PR

-Program Admmlstratnon D S ‘ .
’Landflll_ s R _ o - L 57

Paper T - ) - O s . . g8
. Copper . i LT S e T : ‘150"

, Plastics Ceo T v o E i '338 ,
;Urethane and: Other Foam TR e e, Jee Tre e e e 300
' Gasket Packagmg : oo . ‘ 100 5
3 Ribber - o S ‘ -’ . k 3

i Constructlon Materlals

Household Goods Reparr S - - . T Qé;
-Commercial Machmery Repair and Mamtenance . e P - ) 191 '
Motor:Vehicle Parts-Manufacturing,~ L vt . T ;13,41;_7!'
Farm. Eqmpment Manufacturing LT e : _:‘ : L L . ’ 4!
Constructlon Machlnery Manufacturmg . e . - . - 28y
Misc. Fabricated Metal Products Manufactunng : ' L .o . 8

.Genhesee County. ‘Supporting Business’ Employment Data

Enhgineering and Research Services "« . L. - .. A0S
. Administrative Management Consultlng Servrces P e T R -
“Human Résources. Consultants - TR ' T 78
Marketing Consultants EE - ) - i i 153
Process and Logistics Services e n 74
Commodity Contracts, Brokerage - : ) " o L7
FrelghtTransportatlon Arrangement . . - e E _ to v % 43
Genesee County ' 2]
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e, As,shown below, éenesee Coun upports,antotal of 16 507 employees

' maklng up 89% of the total recychng empfoyment Based ant he data found through staff's anaIySts ewdent that the recycllng
sector: is a vital part of Genesee County’s economy, where, addltlonal poI|C|es and-programs to stipport and mcrease recyclmg
‘efforts in thie county would clearly berefit t['us employment sector.

Genesee County Summary Recycling

Employment Data
‘Type . -.Employment

M Collection Businesses

M Process and Manufacture

.Coll_e'c'tl‘onn Busifiesses ' o '1102 W Wholesale and Retail
Process afid . ..

‘“Manufacture R PR 888" 11 Supporting Businesses
WhHolésaléand Reta|l . 14,697 ]
Supporting Busmesses - ‘820

TOTAL 16,507
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Conclusions

This section has drawn upon several data sets that contribute to summarizing the future of waste generation in Genesee
County. The culmination of population, employment and land use projections are a foundation of contributing factors that
directly impact the amount of wasté generated in the county. This report has found that if economic conditions stay true
to what is projected, population of the county will steadily rise and waste generation will therefore increase by over 10%
in the next 25 years.

Imported and Exported waste volumes were also evaluated as part of this report; it is clear that Genesee County exports
far less trash than it imports (where more than 50% of waste in the county landfills is from Canada). Recycling
employment data was also analyzed and shows the positive economic impacts that this industry has in our area, proving
that supporting additional recycling efforts would reap various environmental, public heaith and economic benefits.

With this information in mind, the Solid Waste Plan will provide a necessary platform for making suggestions for policy
and program changes that would impact waste generation in Genesee County, with the goal to decrease the amount of
trash the county generates and takes in over the next 25 years.
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Figure A

Burton 29,999  6.11% 135%  2.48% 1070%  5.81%  5.47% 13.28% "845% | 6.47%  2.94%
cho, . - 2685 030% 006% 025% 052% 0.92% 078%  157%  0.84% 077%  133%
Davison . 5173 050% 010%  138%  092%  071%  174%  2.07% S 0.48%  132%  2.80%
- Fenton 11,756. 1;85%. 0.‘32%-‘ - 3:90% 3.32%  1.75% 7.18%  9.18% 2.18% 4:5‘3% ; 'I.ab%i
Flint ) 102,434 10.61% 0.24% ' 64.64% 19.91% 48.99%° 35.36% ’_"15.05“%- 28.71% 29.74% 62.39% ,
Flushing’ 8,389  1.04% 012%  0.09%  1.85%  0.99% 1.26% 1.68% 0.99% - 1.58% 5'1-.25%';
Grand Blanc 8275 . 108% 007%  522%  236%. 0.68%  4.82% 239%  191% 3.57%. 2.64%5
Linden 3,991  0.67% 008%  005%  0.82%  128% 017%  058%  0.17%  0.60%  0.29%
Montrose 1,657  0.24% 0.07%  0.04% 015%  0.29%  0.46%  018%  0.23%  0.56% 0:38% '
Mount . - o - e :
Morfis . 3,085 . 0.28% 009%  006% 052% 078% 035% 055%  008%  0.53% 0.94% °
fSwar}LCreek 5758  1.20% 0.11% ’2.5.1% 0.91% 1.44% 1.14%  0.98% | 1.26% 0.91%}
e I TS Ao T 3§ HEPREy
*Argentine 6,013 3.10% 7:64%  0.12%  107% "0.00% 0.71%  026%  055%  0.75%  0.78%
Atlas 7,093  4.88% 5:45%  0.72%  1.44%  0.10% 001% - 030% . 022%  0.41% :0_._22%‘@
Clayton 7581 2.90% 7.62%  -011%, 1.25%  0.52%  0.70%  043% 047% 073%  0.71%
Davison 19,575 5.26% 5.20%  0.88% 2.48%  090%__ 2.90%__ 1.67% _0.68%_ _ 2.84% 0:71%_ _‘
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Fenton 15,552 4.09% 3.33% 1.44% 4.31% 1.06% 1.19% 0.59% 3.16% 1.26% 0.54%

Flint ' 31,929 6.19% 1.25% 2.44% 10.40% 1352% 17.43% 24.48% 15.45% 14.49%  6.22%
Flushirig 10:640  3.46% 6.32% 0.25%  1.56%  0.35%  0.26%  020% 036% 0.77%  0.42%
Forest 4,702  3.07% 7.61% 0.13%  0.78%  005%  0.20%  0.08%  0.65%  0.20%  0.00%
Gaines ° 6,820 2.71% 8.02% 0.02%  1.51%  0:10%  0.06%  0.06% 043%  015%  0.48%
Genesee. 21,581  5.54% 3.66% 0.83%  4.49%  4.26%  1.69%  4.04% 2.46%  3.88%  '1.13%
Grand:Blanc 37,508  7.74% 2.68% 8.41%  7.39%  3.35%  5.39%  4.66% 12.70%  9.64%  1.54%
Montrose 6,224  3.74% 6.94% 0:00%  156%  038%  035% 0.63%  068%  038%  0.56%
Mount i N

Morris 21,501 5.12% 479%  170%  8.08%  6.73%  4.00%  5.70%  6.60%  4.60%  6.11%
Mundy 15,082  4.68% 6.58% 0.99%  3.96%  147%  426%  4.99%  4.93%  4.90%  0.87%
Richfield 8,730  4.16% 6.77% 0.34%  3.00% 1.21%  0.38%  0.31% 1.93%  0.32%  0.80%
Thetford 7,048  3.48% 7.26% 0.12% 1.69%  0.17%  0.25% 0.34% 0:15% 0.41%  0.68%
Vienna 13255 489% 6.06% 0.86%  2.26%  196%  1.44% 2.06% _ 255%  2.06% _ 0.11%
" Galnes 380  0.08% 0.04% 0.00%  0.00%  0.00% 0.00%  0.00% 0.00%

Goodrich: .- 1,850  0.46% 0.23% 0.28% 0.39% 0.21% 0.47% 0.42%  0.26%
Lenndn 511  0.03% 0.04% 0.00%  0.00% 0,00% 0.00% 0.00%  0.00%
Otisville 854  0.24% 0.04% 0.02%  0.41%  0.00%  0.09%  0.18%  0.04%
Otter Lake

u i
- .""F'--:,—"q
=

= R ! - . eyt " i e R s B i S ua

*U & B =Urban and Buﬂt UND Undeveloped Econ M= Manufactunng, Econ 0 Other, Econ T = Transportation, Warehousmg & Real
Estate, Econ F = Finance, Insurance & Real Estate, Econ R = Retail Trade, Econ W = Wholesale Trade, Econ S = Service, Econ G =
Government.
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h o D_urablés . .33 Manufacturmg Lo
,'_Man_l,lfac,tu‘rlng Noh-Durables - - 31-32 Manufacturllng_ - T -
- Mining o 21 Mining. - - _ o . ; ‘
- ’ Construction - 23 Construgtion. oL .
f_Oth'er""“ ' - sAg;i::g;Flsh . oar e Agrlculture Forestry, Flshlng and Huntmg :
e . Rarm’ ’ . Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing.and Huntmg . E
;E:SSEEZ;?S;; Rea] ) 'Ifran's‘ &.}?_gblic' - '48-;49' . Transpoﬂatmn and Wareihousmg | E
* Utilities - 22 Utilities. : ;
, Estate: _ L B : o L 4
Flnanc_e Insurance, &  Fin,Ins &Real 52’ Finance'and Insurance i
. Real Estate © . Es X 7 : 53 . Real Estate, Rental and Leasmg .
%.',Retail“Trade "* 'RetdilTrade " 44-45 Retail Trade " . !
' Wholesale Trade Whu!es_ale‘ 422 'WholesaIeTi'._ade. A ;
! ' - _ Trade ’ o . !
|' : . S 5L° " Information. . - I;
; ) 54 ' - Professional, Scientific and Techmcal Ser\nces ) .
: 3 , : : ¥ .55 . Management. of Cormpaniés and Enterprises !
_ ) ) 56 - Admlmstratwe .Support, Waste Management and :
"Service 'S'ervice . : . 7 5 Remediation Services - - - i
5 . - . 61 . Educational. Services . ‘ : :
' o ’ ~ " '62 - Health Care and Social- Assustance '
f : ' . .71 . ‘Arts Entertainment.arnd Recreatlon ] - ;
v Sl © 72 | Accommodationand Food Senuces -
{ R . © /81 Other Servites {except Public Admmlstratlon) Y
State and Lo¢al” 92 Public Admlnlsgratlon o .
_Federal Civilian.. - g2 " Public Administration ] . i

Government o
L. _Ft_adt_e_@lj_l‘:{li!it;r_y 92 o 'Publchdm‘lnjsitlfat:on ] A
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2010
Industry Employees Waste Generation Total Waste  Total Waste % of ‘Diversion Total %of ] Total % of
Rate’ Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee

Ibs./employee/day  {tons/year) PerEmployee  County County County
{tons/year) Waste Waste Waste:

Manufacturing 22,970 6.33 21.36 80,749 3.52 27.7% 0.58 33,915 16.4% 46,835 55.3%
Other 13,102 5 5 8,516 0.65 2.9% 0.11 7,580 3.7% 937 1.1%
Transportation 6,075 5 4.75 3,751 0.62 1.3% 0.15 3,189 1.5% 563 0.7%
Finance 15,117 5 4.75 9,335 0.62 3.2% 0.2 7,468 3.6% 1,867 2.2%
Retail 28,023 6.44 16.31 76,529 2.73 26.2% 0.2 61,223 29.5% 15,306 18.1%
Wholesale 7,164 6:43 10.21 12,228 171 4.2% 0.2 9,783 4.7% . 2,446 2.9%
Service 105,186 571 5.41 84,432 0.80 28.9% 0.15 71,810 34.7% 12,672 15.0%

26,486 5 5.9% 4,089 4.8%

2077233 _

Industry Employees Waste Generation  Total Waste  Total Waste  Percentof  Diversion Total Percent of Total Percent of
Rate Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Gepesee
lbs.femployee/day  (tons/year) Per Employee County County County
(tons/year_) Waste Waste Waste

Manufactufing 20,432 6.33 21.36 71,827 3.52 24.9% 0.58 30,167 14.5% 41,660 51.9%
Other 13,693 5 5 8,900 0.65 3.1% 0.11 7,921 3.8% 979 1.2%
Transportation 6,187 5 4.75 3,820 0.62 1.3% 0.15 3,247 1.6% 573 0.7%
Finance 15,489 5 4.75 9,564 0.62 3.3% 0.2 7,652 3.7% 1,913 2.4%
Retail 27,966 6.44 16.31 76,374 2.73 26.5% 0.2 61,099 29.4% 15,275 19.0%
Wholesale 6,792, 6.43 10.21 11,593 171 4.0% 0.2 9,275 4,5% 2,319 2.9%
Service 112,086 571 5.41 90,024 0.80 31.2% 0.15 76,520 36.8% 13,504 16.8%

0.25 12,255 5.9%
o QOBEBE e

Government 26,461 5 4.75 4,085 5.1%
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2020

Industry Employees Woark -Waste Generatioh  TotalWaste Total Waste  Pércent of - Diversion Total Percent of Total Percént of

Days Rate Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee

Ibs./employee/day  (tons/year) Per Employee  County County County
(tons/year) Waste Waste Waste

Manufacturing 18,962. 6.33 2136 66660  3.52 23.3% 0.58 27,997  13.4% 38,663 = 49.7%
Other 13,876 5 5 9,019 . 0.65 3.1% 0.11 8,027 3.8% 992 1.3%

Transportation 6,189, 5 } 4.75 3,822 0.62 - 13% ~ 015 3248  16% 573 0.7%
Finance 15,654 5 4.75 9,666 0.62 3.4% 0.2 7,733 3.7% 1,933 - 2.5%
Retail 27,707 6.44 16.31 75,666 2,73 26.4% 0.2 60,533 29.0% ., 15,133 19.5%
Wholesale 6,479 6.43 10.21 11,059 1.71 3.9% 0.2 8,847 4.2% 2,212 2.8%
Service. 117,666 5.71 5.41 94,506 0.80 33.0% 0.15 80,330 38.4% 14,176 18.2%
Government 26,411 ] 4.75 16,309 0.62 5.7% 0.25 12,232 5.9% 4,077 5.2%

St Totalss Sue £29932;040% 5 s S e A BOTI0 Lt R i e SR SRR T O W 18048 i S T - Ay IS 08 TR SR

2025

" Industry Employees Work  Waste Géneration  TotalWaste  Total Waste Percentof Diversion Totil Percent of Total Percent of

Days Rate Generated Generated Genesep Rate . Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee
Ibs:/employee/day (tons/year) Per Employee  Cointy - County County

(tons/year) Waste Waste Waste

Manufacturing 17,516

: 1. ,57¢ - - 21.9% 0.58 25,862 12.5% 35714 47.9%
Other 13,778 5 5 . 8,956 0.65 '3.2% 0.11 7,971 3.9% 985 1.3%
Transportation 6,053 5 4.75 . 3,738 0.62 1.3% 0.15 3,177 1.5% 561 0.8%
Finance 15,453 5 4.75 9,542 0.62 3.4% 0.2 7,634 3.7% 1,908 2.6%
Retail 27,009 6.44 16.31 73,760 2.73 26.2% 0.2 59,008 28.6% 14,752 19.8%
Wholesale 6,090 6.43 10.21 10,395 1.71 3.7% 0.2 8,316 4.0% 2,079 2.8%
Service 120,728 5.71 5.41 96,965 ©0.80 34.5% 0.15 82,420 39,9% 14,545 19.5%
' Gvernment _26, 355 _5 4,75 16,281 0. 52 5.8% 0. 25 12,211 . 5.9% 4,070 5.5%
s e T e w228l 73 E ks Tk e 06509 S R A R
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2030
industry Employees Work  Waste Generation  Total Waste  Total Waste  Percentof  Diversion Total Percent of Total Percent of
Days Rate Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesae Diverted Genesee

Ibs.femployee/day  (tons/year) Per Employee County County County

{tons/year) Waste Waste Waste.
Manufacturing 16,077 6.33 21.36. 56,518 3.52 20.4% 0.58 23,737 11.6% 32,780 45.7%
Other 13,804 5 5 8,973 0.65 3.2% 011 7,986 3.9% ag7 1.4%
Transportation 5,932 5 4,75 3,663 0.62 1.3% 0.15 3,114 1.5% 549 0.8%
‘Finance 15,337 5 4.75 19,471 0.62 3.4% 0.2 7,576 3.7% 1,894 2.6%
Retail 26,553 6.44 16.31 72,515 2.73 26.2% 0.2 58,012 28.2% 14,503 20.2%
Wholesale 5,708 6.43 10.21 9,743 1.71 3.5% 0.2 7,794 3.8% 1,949 2.7%
Service 124,384 5.71 541 99,901 0.80 36.1% 0.15 84,916 41.3% 14,985 20.9%
Government 26,427 . ] 4,080
“Total: 234222 - T _ T oo . 205374

2035
Employees Waste Generation  Total Waste  Total Waste  Percentof  Diversion Total Percent of Total Percent of
Rate Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee
Ibs./Jemployee/day  (tons/year) Per Employee County County County
' {tons/year) Waste Waste Waste

Manufacturing 14,763 '6.33 21.36 51,898 3,52 19.0% 0.58 21,797 10.7% 30,101 43.5%
Other 13,846 5 5 9,000 0.65 3.3% 0.11 8,010 3.9% 990 1.4%
Transportation 5,798 5 4.75 3,580 0.62 1.3% 0.15 3,043 1.5% 537 0.8%
Finance 15,205 5 4.75 9,389 0.62 3.4% 0.2 7,511 3.7% 1,878 2.7%
Retail 26,126 6.44 16.31 71,349 2.73 26.1% 0.2 57,079 27.9% 14,270 20.6%
Wholesale 5,328 6.43 10.21 9,094 17 3.3% 0.2 7,276 3.6% 1,819 2.6%
Service 128,129 5.71 5.41 102,909 0.80 37.6%. 0.15 87,473 42.8% 15,436 22.3%
Government 26,511 5 ] 4.75 16,371 0.62 6.0% 0.25 12,278 6.0% 4,093 5.9%

biis - Total 7t 23506 T oo e T TT273Be0 Lol = 204467 : o
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it Yards)

Origin., . - . .- 2009 -, 010" mm
‘Bay County 19,024 10,584 6,691 14,681 27,854. 15,767 0.40%
!\Canada 1,744,157 1,726,610 2,026,347 2,393,825 2,269,367 2,032,061 51.37% |
Calhoun County 0 0 15 149 0 33 0.00%

Clinton County 6,259 6,502 9,574 3,392 3,712 5,888 0.15%
 Eaton County, 2,770 1,200. 660 193 31 971 '0.02%

Genesee County 1,524,947 1,439,483 1,333,550 1,222,377 1,040,145 1,312,100 33.17%

Gratiot County 60,800 22,301 23,783 7,955 8,665 24,701 0.62%

Huron County . 0 0 5 0 0 1 0:00%

Ingham County: 1,295 854 2,217 254 2,597 1,423 0.04%

Isabella County 70 0 0 0 2 14 0.00%

Kalkaska County’ 0 0 0 0 24,977 4,995 0.13%

' Lapeer County 150,803 118,522 117,421 104,805 81,816 114,673 2.90%
' Lenawee County. : 52 101 3 0 0 31 0.00%

Livingston County 45,710 35,020 33,002 27,136 20,539 32,281 0.82% :

Macomb County 357 237 161 123 0 176 0.00%
- Dakiand County 72,868 85781 129,341 119,380 178,011 117,076 2.96%

Ohio 0 1,010 6,924 0 6,597 2,906 0.07%

Saginaw County 194,192 212,318 193,954 231,320 274,875 221,332 5.59%

Sanilac County 3,751 1,260 1,713 1,671 11,806 4,040 0.10%

Shiawassee County 28,208 29,249 21,342 13,535 8,331 20,133 0.51%

Tuscola County 26,191 26,601 34,092 22,772 24,347 26,301 0.68%

Washtenaw County 101 112 6,332 132 766, 1,489 0.04% '

Wayne County . 327 1,904 8,219 43,045 32,150 17,129 0.43%
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Section Introduction

The following section of the plan takes a closer look at the needs of the solid waste system in
Genesee County. A public survey was conducted to gain an overall perspective of how satisfied
residents are with their solid waste and recycling services in their own communities; the results
of the survey were summarized and analyzed.

In addition to the public’s opinion of the solid waste system, the Solid Waste Management
Planning Committee participated ina working session with staff to identify the weaknesses of our
current system and ideas of how we can play off of our strengths to arrive at a more efficient and
sustainable solid waste system. This section summarizes the working session and provides a
priority list that will later help identify goals for this plan.

Technical Report 2 also lists an inventory of the solid waste disposal areas in Genesee County. In
combination from this inventory and previous data collection analysis, landfill capacity was
projected. The landfill capacity will help in determining where we can expect our solid waste
system to be in the next 25 years.
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Public Needs
Assessment

In order to gain a public perspective about
the effectiveness of our solid waste system, a
survey was sent out to the GCMPC public
participation list (which contains 1,350
people). it was also sent out to all local units
of government to distribute and to all of the
residents who are signed up for Rewards for
Recycling in Genesee County (which contains
about 50,000 people). The survey asked for
the respondents to note which community
they resided and then proceeded with
general questions about solid waste and
recycling services. For incentive to complete
the survey, GCMPC offered five $100 gas
cards to a selection of randomly chosen
respondents. In total, staff received over
1,400 survey responses. The majority of
overall responses were received from Grand
Blanc Township, Flint Township and Davison
Township. Cities with the most responses
included Grand Blanc, Flint, and Davison.
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When asked how satisfied residents were with solid waste
services in their community, 67% noted they are very
satisfied, while just 5% are somewhat or very dissatisfied.
Over 95% of respondents were aware of recycling services or
opportunities offered in their area and similar numbers were
reached when prompted how satisfied respondents were
with recycling services in their community; 67% responded
they are very satisfied.

[t is important to note here that the majority of respondents
are also from communities that not only have curbside
recycling but also have very active recycling programs
available to the residents. Grand Blanc Township, for
example, participates in the Rewards for Recycling program
that rewards residents with coupons to various
entertainment and restaurant venues when they recycle.

Genesee County Responses:
Overall, how satisfied are you with the solid waste services in your
community?

W Very Satisfied

M Somewhat Satisfied
- 26%
M Somewhat Dissatisfied

£* Very Dissatisfied

M No Opinion

Overall, how satisfied are you with the recycling
services in your community?

2%

™ Very Satisfied
22y, W Somewhat Satisfied
B Somewhat Dissatisfied
1 Very Dissatisfied

W No Opinion
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»+ ‘Overall, how satisfied are you with the recycling services in your

e o - . community? . ;
g% . T6% | H Communities with'|
70% 4 L°‘\’_‘—-’_e_"‘th,a_-r._l_ S
; : County-wide .
i 60% . - - TR w Ly
' ] ) R_ecychng,Bate .
; 50% 3 - .
B 20% "1 [ | Commumtless_wnhf?
Average orHigher
o/ =] Ly e T A .
30% 7 than Average
20%:3,. g " County-wide
© 10% . e t 5% . ‘Recyeling Rate
v 0% iy 195, o T
0% T . - SN '—EL = ' -
Very Satisfied ~~ Somewhat Somewhat - Very -~ NoOpinion R - . s
’ Satisfied Dissatisfied Dissatisfied: ) _ P .

1

Communities somewhat or very dissatisfied with recycling

services In order to gain a more valuable perspective on communities that may not

have access to recycling or do not recycle as much, staff broke the
communities out into those with a lower than average recycling rate (6% in
the county) and those with an average or above recycling rate. The data

¥ Communities with [ow here js clear that those with higher recycling rates in their communities are

recycling rate more satisfied with their services offered. 30% of communities with a lower
M Communities with average recycling rate were somewhat or very dissatisfied with their recycling
or aboverecycling rate services. The majority of these respondents were from the City of Flint

where there is no curbside recycling present.
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’, For_those respondents that indicated they do recycle, they were asked what types of items they recycle on a regular ba%

Plastics, cardboard and paper were all indicated as being the majority of items that people recycle in Genesee County. While
':metal's and plastic bags are less common items that are being recycled among residents; this may be due in part to cutbside
»_,-rec'yc'liﬁ'g not taking certain items in most communities, as well as lack of education on how or where else to recycle those
ﬁ-particulpr. items. While over 96% of respondents indicated that they recycle, for those that do-not participate, the most
- prevalentreason was because of a lack of education or information available'to them. The other popular reason for not recycling

_rby résBd’n‘dents' is because it is inconvenient or takes too much time. For-those that don’t recycle at all or don’t recycle as much

as 'th‘ey'r would like to, it may be key to implement incentives or rewards for. recycling for those ‘communities- that don’t offer
_ them. Almost 100% of the respondents indicated that they would continue to or start to participate in recycling if those kinds of
\ 'ince‘rﬂ:’li:ig'ge'progfams.wéré offered to them. PR : ‘

T S W i
b Please indicate which:of the following.items.you récycle 4

.. TuYion aregulafbasis. If you don't recycle, please skip this -
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'30.0% 7

It is important to find out how and where people are
getting their solid waste and recycling information so we
can notify those sources with suggestions for improvement
on how they may want to give more detailed information
about programs they offer. The majority of respondents
received their information through their local government
office, community newsletter or trash company. For those
that get information from a website, the majority of those
respondents indicated that they check their local
community website or trash company website.

]

' ‘30;%: .
1 25%.
| 20%

" 10%

0%

- How doyou get your inféfmation.about solid.waste.or -
- -recycling activities and programs? (Check all'that apply)

40% 4 36% . ..

35%

15%

" 5%

A

S

r i,

Local
Government
Office

How do you get your information about solid wéste‘and
recycling activities-and Pprograms? (Check all that-apply).-- -

350%.1 :
30.0% - . [
25.0% -
20.0% -
15.0% 4
10.0% {

" Local ‘Genesee  Community. nformation: 5 Trash - < Website,
Government - County ‘-?-"_Ngwslétter from Child's *Campany:
Office " Recycling ’ © ‘School ' .
_ Holline” )

£

35% ' 35% : Co 36% L Comminities with

lower thaniaverage

rate *

B.Communites;with

‘average.or.above
average colinty-wids
recycling rate

-, county-wide récyeling;

;
i
H
!

b
i
H
3

Schodl
Trash
Company
Website

Recycling
Hotline
from Child's

When the data was split into communities
below, at or above the county average recycling
rate of 6%, it was found that even those
communities that don’t recycle as much still go
to their local government office for information.
The data also suggests that those communities
that have a below average recycling rate may
not offer the same level of information in their
newsletters or on their websites.
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Surprisingly, almost 70% of the respondents
indicated that they do not recycle
hazardous or electronic waste. Genesee
County does offer 2 hazardous waste
coliection days every year for residents,
with 3 locations throughout the county.
With this information, however, it is clear
that what is offered currently needs to be
revisited. Perhaps more collection days
could be offered throughout the year or
possibly add a permanent household
hazardous waste collection site for residents
to drop off theiritems. When prompted ifa
free-drop -off for old latex paint was offered
to residents of Genesee- County and
whether or not they would use it, over 90%
indicated they would use this drop-off.
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68%

s
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Electronic Waste . -

——

If a free drop-off for old latex paint was offered, would
you utilize it?

8.4%

10

Do ybu:fécycle any hazardous and/or électronicwaste? |

]



i ?
Do you r,ecycle any hazardOUS/e'-ectrQ“'c waste: v Even when the survey data was broken

out by recycling rates, the responses

70% 7 58% 59% were almost identical whether the
60% - ‘ B-Communities with less commu_n:ty.was superior in re_t_:ychng or
50% - ‘thén 6% recﬂ c.lin 'raté » not. it is evident that from thl.“: d.'_;ita, it
20% | a7l b7o recycling rate can be assumed that the majority of
. : households in Genesee County do not
30% 7 20% 20% 22% 21% W Communities with greater recycle hazardous or electronic waste,
20% -+ o than or equalto 6% Again, this information insinuates that
10% - recycling rate - barriers to recycling hazardous or
0% 1 - electronic waste could be due to the

_ : amount of collection days held per
Hazardous Electronic Neither year not being sufficient. This process
can also be seen as time consuming
and the collection days (since there are
only 2) could be held on days where
peopie are on vacation or unable to
attend. The data also recognizes that
even avid recyclers do not want to go
out of their way to drop off jtems.
Some comments and feedback
received from the survey indicated that
people would like to recycle these
items, but they would like it if the
items could be picked up from their
curb on a quarterly basis.

11




M Positive Responses
W Larger or Extra Recycling Bins

M Increase of Acceptable Types of
Recyclables

. -Weekly Recycling
18%
23% E More information/education

4 More information on Hazardous
Waste

B Better process for Recycling
Rewards / Incentives

_Curbside Recycling

10%

/
Almost 600 responses were given for the comments portion of the survey. Staff went through each comment and determined many
similarities; over a quarter of the comments suggested that their communities should offer larger or extra recycling bins to
accommodate for more items and make it easier to take the bin out to the curb {(assuming the bin has wheels and a lid).
Respondents also indicated that overall they would like more information or education on how or what to recycle, as well as more
information on recycling hazardous waste. Some respondents even indicated that they would like to be able to have some
hazardous waste items or electronics picked up curbside. About 16% of the responses were very positive in nature and commended
their local communities for the current services they offer. Interestingly, some of those respondents that live in communities with
Rewards for Recycling indicated that they would like to see the program revamped to make it easier to get rewards or receive better
rewards. About 12% of those that made comments wanted to see their community go from bi-weekly to weekly recycling so they
can increase their recycling efforts.

12



Are there Benefits to Larger Recycling Bins?

23% of respondents would like to see an increase in their recycling bin size. The average size of a small bin is anywhere between 14
and 18 gallons, while the larger bins vary in size from 50 to 96 gallons in size. In order to realize what the total benefits of having
bigger bins for the county, we wanted to estimate how much more waste could be diverted from the landfills if residents were given

According to the EPA from their Municipal Solid Waste Generation, Recycling and Disposal in the United States: Facts and Figures for

2010, that of MSW generated, 4.6% was glass, 12.4% were plastics and 28.5% was paper or paper boxes. These percentages were

cross referenced with volume-to-weight conversions that were taken from a Massachusetts study which contains weights taken
) from the National Recycling Coalition and the EPA. The weights were converted to pounds per gallon,

So it was assumed as a best case scenario, based on the EPA report, that about 45% of the total waste
generated in Genesee County could be recycled with curbside recycling (or 2,090,863 Ibs/week or 19.2

the recycling. It was found that 15.71 gallons per household per week

could be filled using this best case scenario. This data does not factor

in spikes in waste {such as during holidays), but rather assumes the

average. As such, there are several weeks during the year that likely

see a larger influx of potential recyclables. Supplying larger bins to

communities in Genesee County would help to remove current
barriers in recycling, providing a more convenient, easier way to recycle.
Larger bins would particularly be beneficial to communities that only receive bi-weekly recycling
who could be putting as much as 31 gallons of recyclables in their bin.

13




Flint Township

Flint Township had over 270 respondents to the survey,
where 98%. are somewhat or very satisfied with their
recycling services in their community. Even though the
township has almost a 9% recycling rate, when asked if
they recycle any hazardous and/or electronic waste, 72%
indicate they recycle neither which is higher than the
county average for not participating in recycling these
items. Residents indicated that they would like to have
more or larger bins for recycling their curbside items
along with a list of items that are acceptable.
Respondents also commented that they appreciate the e-
mails they receive that keep residents updated on solid
waste and recycling services in their area.

Mt. Morris Township
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With a community that very recently began curbside recycling on a
biweekly basis, they had almost 100 people respond to the survey.
99% of those respondents are somewhat or very satisfied with
their solid waste and recycling services that are offered in their
community. Those that did provide comments suggested that their
recycling be picked up on a weekly basis and that the bins should
be larger to accommodate more material. Many respondents in
Mt. Morris Township also mentioned how thrilled they are to

finally have recycling services offered in their area.
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Mt. Morris Township:
Overall, how satisfied are you with the recycling
services in your community?

o Very Satisfied

W Somewhat Satisfied

M Somewhat Dissatisfied
% Very Dissatisfied

M No Opinion



City of Flint
72% of respondents that said that they were dissatisfied with
the recycling services in their community were from the City of
Flint. Only 64% of respondents from the City of Flint are aware
of recycling opportunities in their area (drop-off locations) as
compared to 95% in the overall survey. Qverall, 78% of City of
Flint survey respondents are somewhat or very dissatisfied with
their recycling services in their community. As compared to
Genesee County (96%), 53% of City of Flint respondents
indicate that they recycle. The rest of the 47% that do not
recycle indicate the main reason as being that it is not offered
locally. While other responses indicate that recycling is
inconvenient and they need more information on how or
where to go. As similar to the survey from all of Genesee
County, 99% of City of Flint respondents to the survey say that
an incentive curbside recycling program would prompt them to
continue to recycle or begin to recycle. 35 respondents also
made comments that they would like to see curbside recycling
in Flint. Here are a few of the responses:;
% “Private waste removal [should include curbside
recycling]...every other city has it...”
< “l don't know how it is funded, but | think it
should be mandated nationwide. It is so
Irresponsibie not to recycle.”
* “The City of Flint needs to have curbside
recycling. This would make recycling much more
convenient.”
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City of Flint Responses:

Are you aware of the recycling opportunities in your
area?

City of Flint Responses:
Overall, how satisfied are you with the recycling
services in your community?

68%

4%

Very Satisfied

W Somewhat Satisfied

M Somewhat Dissatisfied
" Very Dissatisfied

B No Opinion



I

[

Public Needs Assessment Conclusions

f_—_—_ﬁ—_——_—a’_—_—_

One of the important factors of revitalizing our solid waste system comes directly from the responses and ideas of Genesee County
residents. This survey allows us to gain a clearer perspective on how well communities are being serviced and where we can make
improvements. The results indicate that overall, many communities are fairly satisfied with their services, but even those with higher
than the county average recycling rates wish to see larger bins available to them and more information or education about services
in their community. Another notable conclusion from this survey was the surprising amount of respondents that do not recycle
hazardous or electronic waste, even those from communities that have some of the best recycling rates in the county. Comments
received also reflect this data, as respondents would like more information about recycling these items and would like to have
increased access to recycling hazardous or electronic waste.
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Working Session

In coliaboration with the Solid Waste Management Planning Committee (SWMPC), staff was able to analyze the current solid waste
system through a visioning and P-SWOT (Perfect System, Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities and Threats} process that took place
at the regularly scheduled SWMmpPC meeting on March 15, 2012. The goal of this process was to provide the committee with the
opportunity to discuss the current issues of the solid waste system and how they envision the solid waste system in the future. This
process will ultimately lead to the development of measurable goals for the Solid Waste Plan.

Work Session Procedure

The committee was divided into 4 groups of 3 people. Each group was then asked the following questions:

a. When fsay perfect solid waste system,
what words come to mind?

b, What are some of the strengths of the
current solid waste system?

€. What is the current solid waste system
lacking?

d. What are our opportunities with a revised
solid waste system? What do you envision for the future
of the system?

e. What are some potential threats or
opposition to these opportunities?
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After the groups were finished with discussing and writing down answers, a presenter was selected from each group to place their
answers up in front of the whole committee and provide an explanation. Once each group had presented their answers, each person
was given 10 stickers to place on the answers that they felt should have the greatest priority. The stickers could be placed all on one
answer in one category, or split up among various answers across all categories. After group members were finished with selecting
their personal priorities, staff asked the collective group if they agreed with the priorities that were listed.

The following page indicates the responses that were given for each category that were given at least one priority sticker in the
working session, Categories with the most priorities were Opportunities (37) and Weaknesses (27). These were followed by the
Perfect category with 22 stickers, Threats with 19 and Strengths with 5 stickers. It is apparent from the prioritization process that
there are numerous weaknesses in the solid waste system, but there are also ample opportunities available to turn those
weaknesses into strengths.
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Top Priorities

Material Recovery Facility

.. The prioritization process revealed that a Material Recovery Facilities (MRF), also known as Material Recycling
Facility, of lack thereof in the county is a top priority. A MREF is a facility that takes in recyclable materials,
.. separates them and prepares thern for market distribution. MRF’s are utilized to help reduce municipal solid waste

that goes to the landfills and maximum the recycling potential.

MRF facilities vary in size and the amount of recyclables they can handle per day. A medium’ sized facility in the

County would be able to handle between 10 and 100 tons per day. According to the Material Recovery Handbook
(Recycling Marketing Cooperative for Tennessee, 2003), a medium sized MRF costs anywhere between $1 million
and $3 million to construct, plus about an additional $150,000 for equipment. Operational and maintenance costs
for a medium sized MRF would cost over $1 million per year based on tons of recyclables taken in per year
(Handbook: Material Recovery Facilities.for Municipal Solid Waste).

Examples of successful MRF’s in Michigan 4re in Kent County, Emmet County and Oakland County. The $11.5
million Kent County Recycling Facility:is'a 60,000 square foot building that processed over 23,000 tons (Kalamazoo
brings in 20 tons per week) of recyclables in 2011. This facility takes in single stream recyclables-and is supported
by funds from the landfills, not the'tax payers. The facility made a profit of $800,000 in 2011. Kent County believes
that their success-comes from switching over: to single stream processing which is more economical, a's‘ well as
providing curbside rééycling to the residents-and implementing a Pay—as—You-Throv(i program. Emmet County also_
oversees a sutcessful recycling system, which includes operation of a publicly-‘oﬁrnéd MRF. Their MRF costs. are
covered by the income of the sale of. rgcyclables and allocation of funds from their Transfer Station. Neighboring

_counties have a Mil[age fee that help pay Emmet-County to process their recyclables. In Oakland County, the

Resource Recovery and Recycling Authority of Southwest Oakland County (RRRASOC) used private capital to build
a MRF in 1954 for $5.6 million: The 51,000 square foot facility is owned by RRRASOC and operated by a private
company, ReCommunity Recycling. The facility recently switched over from dual-stream to single-stream recycling
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and processes approximately 25 tons per hour or about 5,000 tons per month. Only 14% of the volume of
recyclables comes from the participating RRRASOC communities, with the remaining recyclables coming from
outside the authority area, secured by ReCommunity Recycling.

A.municipal MRF would enable a large influx of recyclables to be processed in the county. Currently, waste haulers

- . take the majority of recyclables collected to locations in southeast Michigan. This would ultimately save money on. ...

Y transportation:costs, as well as bring in more dollars into Genesee County for the use of the facility, the sale. of -~

. “recyclables and.materials, and would lead to the creation of jobs. In considering recommending implementation of . . - ,
3 MRF-in ‘Genesee County, it is also important to keep in_mind the costs associated with constrdcting and =

.. maintaining such a facility. Taking this. into account, a Public-private par_t[iér'ship could possibly be the best case’ N

" -scenario, where the county would own:‘:t;fﬁ“é"faéiIit"_\f‘ahdzr,a'})Eivatg“companyl‘v‘igouid man the day-to-day opérations. i

: ." “*MRFs also require a steady stream-ﬁf%h'ate,rials;gdmiﬁg"in'td“’g'h"e-facility'fér the process to function in an-efficient
. . f . PR i Fall . . . N S T T
and economical way. With the largest mumcnpalrty‘m!the county not yet participating incurbside recycling, there is

. a significant gap in potential recycl'gble tonnage.If.a’'MRF were to bef_'imp!emé_n'ted in'the county, recyclables from '

_ outside -the'; county and the City of Flint would Qg‘g’r‘qcial_;féctors oflits_ success if they. were to integrate curbside
; * “recycling into their solid waste services. . R A J R : T K
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Kent County, for example, has contracts with their waste haulers to bring waste to the Waste to Energy facility;
otherwise they expect to face penalties in fines. The county has one person assigned to enforcing the ordinance
among these haulers. In Emmet County, they have designated approximately $2,000 yearly for enforcement
purposes; there is a County Ordinance Enforcement Officer who handles the cases, as well as the Emmet County
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Sheriff. Monroe County also has designated a one half time Sanitarian to complete inspections at solid waste
facilities.

Politicians / Current Contracts

Local units 6f government in the county have quite a few separate contracts with waste haulers, which results in
communities having different services, with some communities paying more than others. If locals were to enter
into a more regional contract, they would have the leverage to receive more services and/or to lower their
contract costs as well.

Education

Committee members stressed the importance of
education in our solid waste system and moving
towards 100% recycling participation. While we have
seen some successes of recycling education in the
county, there are plenty of opportunities to make
improvements.

Since 2006, GCMPC has provided education and
promotion through a recycling awareness campaign. A
large portion of this campaign is devoted to educating
children through the school recycling education
program. GCMPC staff schedules presentations with : -
elementary schools throughout the county and informs children on why recycling is important, as well as how and
where to recycle. Part of this education effort is accompanied by the School Recycling Challenge where schools
compete over the course of several weeks to see who can recycle the most and receive awards if they. are
successful. .
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In addition to educating children, GCMPC provides outreach through our website, hotline and at events
throughout the year. Through the public needs assessment survey, staff has found that the majority of information
residents receive is from their own community or waste haulers; very few people indicated that they utiiize our
website or call the recycling hotline. Targeting the adult population is a crucial step to reaching greater
participation rates, so more information should be filtered through community websites and newsletters.

A few successful recycling programs in Michigan that the county may want to consider duplicating includes the
Resource Recovery and Recycling Authority of Southwest Oakland County (RRRASOC). This authority services 8
member communities and provides public education through MRF tours, flyers, videos and brochures. The
Southeastern Oakland County Resource Recovery Authority (SOCRRA) has a similar program to RRRASOC, which
services 12 communities and conducts outreach through tours, videos, presentation, activity books, games, flyers
and brochures.
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Evaluation of Deficiencies and Problems

The current solid waste system has been evaluated for potential drawbacks specifying where improvements could be made.
Based on the previously mentioned SWOT chart and analysis, as well as our data collection efforts, the following problems
with Genesee County’s solid waste system were identified and then explained how they could be addressed with specified
goals:

1. Recycling

As part of the attempt to correctly identify the efforts of recycling in our community, it is evident that there are a few
shortfalls in the residential and commercial sectors. While the national average diversion rate in 2009 was 35%, numbers
in Genesee County reflect a far different story. In 2005, our residential recycling rate was only 3.5%. Five years later,
Genesee County has seen little improvement in its recycling rate, with residential diversion rising by only 13% (to a 6%
recycling rate).

Goal Addressing this Issue: Direct attention towards increasing the
diversion rate through promation, education and awareness, as well as
create incentive programs, such as Pay-as-You-Throw that will help
decrease the disposal rate in the county. [t should also be recommended
that the City of Flint, the largest municipality and producer of the most
waste in the county, implement curbside recycling as part of their waste
service program. According to our waste generation projections,
residential waste will rise over the next 25 years. However, focusing
services and programs to the residential sector will help to alleviate waste
generation in the county. A recycling goal in the plan should also be
directed towards recommendation of researching and possibly
implementing a Material Recycling Facility in Genesee County.
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2.. Education

The education aspect of the Solid Waste program has always been crucial to delivering and promoting messages and
events to the general public. A large part of the education and awareness program is conducting recycling presentations
at schools throughout Genesee County so that children begin to learn at a young age the importance of recycling in their
communities. Staff also promotes events such as the biannual Household Hazardous Waste collection days, as well as
being present at local conventions and events to make our program aware to citizens. Despite all of these positive
efforts, the education program lacks the overall strength it needs to reach more people, particularly at the adult age.
According to the Gepesee County Recycling Assessment, the average participation rate in recycling is 39% {with an
average recycling rate of just 6%).

Goal Addressing this Issue: To address the issue of education, the county will need to further expand the education
program to reach a greater population of adults. This effort could include providing each household with a sticker to
place on their bin that will be a reminder of what can be recycled. Additional efforts should be made to educate county
residents of Household Hazardous Waste (HHW} and Electronic Waste disposa!l opportunities to get more people to
participate. As shown through the public needs assessment survey, the majority of residents get their information
through their local waste hauler or community. Thus implementing standardized and current information on those local
websites and newsletters would provide the public with updated information on what kinds of materials they can
recycle as well as provide event information, such as the HHW collection days. : ’

3. Data Collection

With the current and past Solid Waste Management Plans, it is evident that the commercial data collection is.a difficult
data set to obtain and does not provide the same accuracy that we find with our residential data collection methods.
This affects the rest of the planning process by not being able to provide the most accurate outlook into capacity needs
and programs needed toimprove recycling with businesses in the county.

Goal Addressing this Issue: As part of the next plan update, the commercial data collection methodology should be

addressed as staff looks for ways to improve this process. This may include reviewing methodologies in other states and
finding a cost-efficient way to collect;, review and analyze obtained data.
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4. Coordination

Currently, the local units in Genesee County contract with various haulers at different prices and often times receive
different services (i.e. some don’t receive recycling; some communities have implemented Pay-As-You-Throw or
Rewards for Recycling, etc.). This results in more trips by haulers to communities in close proximity, as well as higher
costs for some communities by not sharing the same contracted services, There is also no coordination with the
collection of commercial waste and residential waste; local ordinances specifying that businesses contract with the same
hauler as the municipality would result in a more standardized and cost-effective program.

Goal Addressing this Issue: In an effort to promote cost-effectiveness for all communities, it is suggested to encourage
communities to collaborate for hauling contracts that will promote more streamlined solid waste and: recycling services.

5. Enforcement _ ’ -

Accountability of waste haulers in the county has not been tracked consistently due to a limited Solid Waste budget and
staff time. Without proper enforcement, waste haulers will not be charged with violations when they occur and held
accountable for their actions. More effective enforcement will help to ensure a safe and healthy environment for the
businesses and residents of Genesee County.

Goal Addressing this issue:_Alter the Ordinance to specify how enforcement will be completed on a consistent basis.
Enforcing the Ordinance will require designated staff time and should become a Solid Waste budgetary item.
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There are 3andfilis in operation that‘are*’!o_cafe'd in 'G’,eh_e:s_ée"-(:o-uhf\_ﬂﬁhrént Rim, Citizens Disposal and Richfield Lafnd%ill): AN lénd-i?jllsi"‘-‘;‘:

accepting waste in and out of the County are privately owned. GCM PErequested that all facility owners of disposal, transfer stations;
and’ pecycliﬁg-*faﬁilitie§ completé description surveys forthe Plam améndment. GCMPC has reduested surveys and reviewed those

corresponding déscriptions. The Venice Park landfill, ir: Shiawassee €ounfy is.included in this‘plan as. well; about 20% of Genesee:,

County's wasté js _Eofte_;d; lp’é?’e; s the fadifity. description is provided for purgosés of-showing'that Genesee County will continué, -~
10 be able to export waste to that lacation.over the next 20 y&ars. Also listed-as part of the'facility descriptions are recycling-and ~ ¢
transfer stations;in totalthere are four ofithese_priva_tely:gvyned facilities jocated throughout the county.

Facility Description Definitions
Total Area of a Facility Property - the entire property the disposal area owns.
The Total Area Sited for Use - the acreage the County is authorizing to be permitted.

The Total Area Pérmitted - the acreage that'has gotten a permit from the DEQ (this would include, closed cells, operating cells, and
areas that have not yet beén excavated but have been permitted).
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type: Type Il Sanitary Landfill

Facility Name: Brent Run Landiill

County: Genssee Location:

Town: TSN  Range:RSE Section(s): 23

Map identifying location in Attachment Section: Bvyes [ No

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

Incinerator ash or Transfer Statlon wastes:

O Public X Private
Operating Status (check):

Open

Closed

Licensed
Unlicensed
Construction Permit
Open, but Closure
Pending

Owner: Waste Connections Inc.
Waste Types Received {check all that apply):

Bd  Residential Recycling

B Commercial Recycling

&  Industrial Recycling
Construction & Demolition
] Contaminated Soils

DX Special Wastes*

[1 Other:

"Explanation of special wastes, Including a specific list and/or conditions:

Non-hazardous, non-regulated solid waste (soil, paintfifters, etc.)

Site Size;

Total area of facility property
Total area sited for use;
Total area parmitted:
Operating:
Not excavated:
Current capacity:
Estimated lifetima:
Estimated days open per year:
Estimated yearly disposal volume:

(if applicable)
Annual energy production:

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

543.89 acres
243.17 acres
102,77 acres
89.99 acres
12.78 acres
4,330,758 [Jtons or [ yds cubed
42 _years
days
1030290 [TJtons or yds cubed

12,727  megawatts (2010)
NA  megawatts

KAWASTEMGT2011 Plan AmendiFaciity Descriptions\facility description_Brent Run, dos

29




EACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type: Type il Municipal Landfill

Facility Name: Cilizen's Disposal

County. Genesee

Location:

Town:

6N

Map identifying location in Attachment Section:

Range: Section(s):
6E SV Y% of Section 23

< Yes 4 No

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

Incinerator ash or Transter Station wastes:

O Public = Private

Operating Status (check):

Open

Closed

Licensed
Unlicensed
Construction Parmit
Open, but Closure
Pending

OOxOxXOK

Owner. Cifizen's Disposal, Inc.

Waste Types Received (check all that apply):

RIEXEXEX)

Residential

Commercial

Industrial

Construction & Demolition
Contaminated Soils
Special Wastes*
Other;__Asbestos

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

Non-hazardous waste permitted for disposal under Part 115 rules; asbestos accepted in

accordance with NESHAP regulations.

Site Size:

Total area of facility property
Total area sited for use:
Total area parmitted:
Operating:
Not excavated:
Current capacity:
Estimated lifetime:
Estimatad days open per year:
Estimated yearly disposal volume:

(if applicable)

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

313.7. acres
236.5 acres
109  acres
71.8 acres
37.2_ acres
17,400,000 O tons or yds cubed
145 years
286 days

400,000, X tons or [ yas cubed

60,000 megawatts (2010)
megawatls

KWASTEMGT2011 Plan Amend\Facility Descriptions\fachity descriptions_itizen's dispesel.doc
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type: Municipal Solid Waste Landiill
Facility Name: Richfield Landfil, Inc.

County: Genesoe Location: "Town: Range: Section(s):
8N 8E Partof2&3
Map identifying location in Attachment Section: B4 Yes 1 No

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

[0 Public Private Owner: Richfield Landfif], Inc.

Operating Status (check): Waste Types Received (check all that apply):
B Cpen Residential

[J Closed B Commercial

B4 Licensed Industria]

]  Unlicensed X Construction & Demofition
Canstruction Permit Contaminated Solls

[T  Open, but Closure [0  Special Wastes*

] Pending (M| Other;

“Explanation of special wastes, Including a specific list andior conditions:

Site Size:
Total area of facility propeity 393.24 acres
Total area sited for use; *300.00 acres
Total area permitted: 41.34 acres
Operating: 16.68 acres
Not excavated: 4.41 acres
Closed: 20,25 acres
Current capacity: 600,000 [ tons or yds cubed
Estimated lifetime: 1.54 vyears
Estimated days open per year: 260 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 380,000 [(Trons or X yds cubed
(if-applicable)
Annual energy preduction:
Landfill gas recovery projects: 8,267.89 megwatis
(273,750,000 f¥tyn)
Waste-to-energy incinerators: megawatts

*The area sited for use is determined by Genesee County and is conditional upon Richfield Landfil complying with ail
conditions of the License, the Comective Action Plan, and Consent Judgment under which it is cummently being
operated.
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type: Type Il Landfill
Facility Name: Waste Management of Michigan / Venice Park Recycling and Dispesal Facility

County: Shiawassee Location: Town: Range: Section(s):
T7N R4E 26-27

Map identifying location in Attachment Section: [l Yos X No

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

[ Public 4| Private Owner: Waste Management of Michigan
Operating Status (check): Waste Types Received (check all that apply):
X Open = Residential

O cClosed =4 Commercial

Licensed & Industrial

A Unlicensed X Construction & Demolition

Bd Construction Permit X Contaminated Soils

[0  Open, but Closure (K1  SpecialWastes®

]  Pending [  Other:__Solidification Opetation

“Explanation of special wastes, including a specffic list and/or conditions:

Asbestos, Medical Waste

Site Size:
Total area of facility property 346.97 acres
Total area sited for use: 208.4 acres
Total area permitted: 2084 acres
Opetrating: 96.7 acres
Mot excavated: 81.3 acres
Closed: 30.4 acres
Current capacity: 20,000,000 [ tons ot [4 yds cubed
Estimated lifetime: 17.4 years
Estimated days open per year: 281 days
Estimated yearly disposal velume: 923,880 [ tons or yds
cubed
(if applicable)
Annual energy producticn:
Landfill gas recovery projects: 6.4 megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: megawatts

KAWASTEMGTZ041 Flan AmendiFacliity Descriptions\acility descriptions_venikee park.doc
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS
Facility Type: Transfer Station

Facllity Name: Genesee Waste Services
County: Genesee Location: Town: Range: Section(s):

Address; 5125 N. Dort Highway, Flint
Map identifying location in Attachment Section: O Yes B o

If factlity is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for
Incinerator ash or Transfer Station wastes; Citizens Landfill

0  Publc pd Private Owner: Johnnie Maare

Operating Status (check): Waste Types Received {check all that apply):
B open B Residential

] Closed Commercial

X Licensed Industrial

(| Unlicensed Construction & Demolition

[} Construction Permit 0 Contaminated Soils

L1  Open, but Closure [0 Special Wastes*

I Pending O Other:

*Explanation of special wastes, Including a specific list andfor conditions:

Site Size:
Total area of facility property _3.5 acres
Total area sited for use; ___. acres
Total area permitted; . acres
Operating: ___ acres
Not excavated: ___  Aacres
Current capacity: __ [tons or [ yos cubed
Estimated lifetirme: ____  Yeais
Estimated days open per year: 290 days
Estimated yearly disposal volurme: ——  [tons o [J ys cubed
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: . megawatts

KMWASTEMGT2011 Plan Amend\Facility Deseriptions\facility description_Genesee Wasle Services.doc
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type: Transfer Station
Facility Name: Resource Recovery of Burton
County: Genesee Location; Town: Range: Section(s):

Address: 3376 Associates Dr, Burton
Map identifying lacation in Attachment Section: O Yes [X] No

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

Incinerator ash or Transfer Station wastes; Citizens Landfill

1  Public ¥ Private Qwner: Johnnia Moore

Operating Status (check): \Wasie Types Received {check all that apply):
O Open Bd  Residential

B  Closed B Commercial

| Licensed < Industrial

[ Unficensed [XI  Construction & Demolition

[O]  Construction Pefmit A Contaminated Soils

| Open, but Closure O Special Wastes"

O Pending | Cther:,

*Explanation of spacial wastes, including a specific list andfor conditions:

Site Size;
Total area of facility property 1.5 acres
Total area sited for use: ___ atres
Total area permitted: ____ acres
Operating: __ acres
Not excavated: ___  acres
Current capacity: . [tons or [] yds cubed
Estimated lifetime: ___ years
Estimated days open per year: 150 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: —_ [tons or [ ydseubed
(if applicable)
Annual energy production: .
Landfill gas recovery projects: megawatts
\Waste-to-energy incinerators: megawatts

K-AWASTEMGT2011 Plan Amend\Facility Drescriptionstaclity deseription_Resource Recovery of Burton.doc
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type: Recycling Center
Facility Name: Averill Recycling Inc.
County: Genesee Location: Town:  Range: Section(s):

Address: 220 S, Averill Street, Flint, Mi 48508
Map identifying location in Attachment Section: B Yes O No

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

[0  Public B4  Private Owner: Boyt Johnson

Operating Status (check): Waste Types Received (check all that apply):
(< Cpen M Residential Recycling

]  Ciosed =] Commercial Recycling

X Licensed industrial Recycling

Ol Unlicensed L]  Construction & Demalition

LI construction Permit ]  Contaminated Soils

0  oOpen, but Closure []  Special Wastes*

O  Pending [ Other;

“Explanation of special wastes, Including a specific list andfor conditions:

Site Size:
Total area of facility prcperty _14  acres
Total area sited for use: _14  acres
Total area permtted: 14_ acres
Operating: ___  acres
Not excavated: ___  acres
Current capacity: —  [Htons or [ yds cubed
Estimated lifetime; —__ years
Estimated days open per year: — days

Estimated yearly disposal volume: FTions or [ yds cubed

(if applicable)

Annual eneray prodtiction:
Landfilt gas recovery projects: megawatis
Waste-to-energy incinerators: megawatis

KWASTEMGT2011 Plan Amend\Facility Deseriplionstaclity description_Averill Recycling doc

35




FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS

Facility Type: Solid Waste Processing Plant
Facility Name: Mid-Michigan Demolition Recycling Facility

County: Genesee Location: Town: Range: Section(s):

Map identifying location in Attachment Section: X Yes [ No

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

(I Public X Private Owner: Mid-Michigan Recycling, L.C.
Operating Status (check): Waste Types Received (check all that apply):
[d Open [0 Residential

Y] Closed [l Commercial

Licensed D Industrial

|l Unlicensed Construction & Demolition

O Construction Permit [0 Contaminated Soils

[]  ©pen, but Closure [0  Special Wastes*

0 Pending [0  Other

*Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list andfor conditions:

Site Size:
Total atea of facility property 3.7 acres
Total area sited for use: 37 acres
Total area permitted: 3.7 acres
Operating: 37 acres
Not excavated: ___ acres
Current capacity: "0 [tons or [] yds cubed
Estimated lifetime: 20  vyears
Estimated days open per year. 0 days
Estimated yearly disposal volume: "0_  [ons or [] yds cubed
(if applicable)
Annual energy production:
Landfill gas recovery projects: megawatts
Waste-to-energy incinerators: megawatts
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Landfill Capacity
Percentage of Average Waste in

Landfill capacity is determined by the estimated amount oo Genesee County Landfills (2006-2010)

of waste that enters landfilis (from Genesee County as s '

well as imported waste from outside the county) along o ¢

with the total area that s permitted for use. Currently ‘ '

the 3 landfills in Genesee County have a combined d

estimated lifetime of capacity of 20 years. This capacity 51.37%

accounts for waste that is not only coming from Genesee "

County, but waste that is being imported into the county

from Michigan counties, Ohio and Canada. While almost

EZ Ohio
W Michigan Counties

- M Genesee County

33.17% - Canada

80% of Genesee County waste stays in our landfills, imported
waste still accounts for approximately 67% of total waste
Genesee County Waste in entering the county landfills which indicates that the amount of
Landfills versus Exports (2006-2010) waste that Genesee County generates and sends to our own
landfills is not the sole indicator of capacity. Landfill capacity,
L instead, is mostly driven by the waste market, where importing

N Average Waste staying in . . . .

County waste is a driver of a successful landfiil operation.

21%

. If the landfills were to only take Genesee County waste (not

& Average Waste being . . .
Exported including waste that the county exports), the total combined
lifetime capacity of the landfills would be somewhere between
40 and 60 years, depending on site area that is permitted,
instead of 20 years which includes all the waste that is imported.

79%
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Brent Run

Citizen's Disposal © - o 40,500

Richfield - L .. 8268

e

Total -~ . - © 61,495 6,150
*The average U.S. household used 11,496 kWh (or 11.5 MWhrs} in-2010 (Us. -

Department of Energy Information Administration)




Solid Waste Disposal Collection Services

The corresponding chart on the following page identifies collection services by municipality as well as costs per household per
month and is a key factor in analyzing potential coordination among local municipalities to combine contracts for cost-effectiveness.
The City of Flint’s cost per household per month for waste services is not the highest; rather the cost excludes curbside recycling.
This leaves the City of Flint as the only municipality in the county to not offer this service.

If you take a look at the corresponding map (Solid Waste Disposal and Collection Services), it is apparent that there are discrepancies
among municipalities and their contracts with collection companies. Numerous townships and cities that are within their boundaries
utilize different waste haulers, If these municipalities work together, they could arrive at less expensive contracts with their hau’lerg,'
resulting in services that are more streamlined all across the county. '

Upon initial review, it was noted that the following communities may see cost savings and expanded services if they combine waste
hauler contracts: :

e Forest Township and the Village of Otisville

s Davison Township and the City of Davison

e Grand Blanc Township and the City of Grand Blanc ) -
e Atlas Township and the Village of Goodrich
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Solid Waste Dlsposal Collectlon Services
N 1 \ {I}_IH;Co'ét,p'er

. ‘Municipality , "-CO"ECtlUn Company .Households I .1 Month.
o e : e T
: ’ \,j s Bu"rtdh;ut'“ ’ _"Wa'sjce,Ma'n'_ag.emént R 10,938 it
; S« - S Richfield Equities . 1;029 L. 996

IDavison. *‘ -REp_ut;lic . 2’039 ca 1160

A ~;Fentbn'*:'w.‘ W Re'pubric_"_‘-‘. o 4',358 U CnON/A L
T ] tht_;f.“ : CatyofFImt,_f-;}.g? . 40,472 RO 13 75 T
Flushmg . ‘Waste Management"-\" Ef"3',"1|f)'g BRI N/A- ™

s N ' Grand Blanc Waste Management . - -. 3,200 - -ioam :
) tinden -~ . _ Republic -+ - 1266 - 9.98 ;
. , Montrose™~ . | | Republic -+~ 581 - - s 947 :
O . 1 ‘Morris T -'Ri'chi‘fie_l_d.quy_i‘fies ©tUe 1,068 . . v 878 . ;

‘Swartz Creek* o Repiiblic™ -+ 2,196 - N/A
‘Townships e IR ' '
' ] Argentine .  Richfield Equities . _
v ‘ o ‘_ Atlas .. Richfield Equ:t|es RO “2_:.2'00' S 18:52

¥

. i.. Clayton | - Waste Management O 2,629 Caute L4087

[
-\On
wn

o % I

i :
: Davison - _ Richfield Equities -+ 5,230 7. 8.28
i Fenton - " Republic 5837 . _ looo
: __— ‘ 39693 . . 935

} . L) LI ‘ a

* Flint g "“sRichfi_eldquu_ities_ :

P Flushing.  Richfield Equities 300 .
CoL o " Forest Waste Mariagement - =7.5508 T .~ 10.00

(O .. Gaines' l,Waste. Management * | 2472 L, :!.089 T
o “." Genesee " % ‘Richfield Equities - 8865 -7 1000 -*!

) Grand Blanc.. , - ‘Rn_:h_ﬁ_el\d Egquities ;_;“10,78'5 e 896 - ;
. - - ‘e . - A T ., - 1 !

: . Montrose o . -Republic 1;{926 ©. ot 896

."Mt. Morris ". . -Richfield Equities - - - ~. 7,925 . 19037 - !
L T MURdy .R|chf|eld Equities = '+ -~ .8 . 19.05 N
e © 7 Richfield Richfield Eqtiities C 875

Thetford - .- [{_|chf|eld_Equ1tles
+ Viennd- . ‘,RiqﬁfieIqu'q_ities.

Villages - : CoL
Lo et Gaines Waste Management .
bt " Goodrich* | - ¢ Repubhc ‘
o - Lennon* ‘ Waste Management
Otlswlle ;‘ . Ru:hf:eld Equtt:es

S Tewnshlp -
i Vlllage '

a 3

... *Gost per HH not available
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Conclusions

This section has drawn upon data collection from the public about their solid waste and recycling services in their
community, as well as prioritization of ideas for a future solid waste system by the Solid Waste Management Planning
Committee. The results of the survey has led to providing us with valuable conclusions about how effective solid waste
and recycling are overall in the county, and some suggestions on changes that can be made through outreach and
education programs as well as curtail specific needs to communities {such as providing larger bins for communities with
only bi-weekly recycling). The working session with the committee resulted in prioritizing several ideas that will help form
the goals for this plan; the lack of a material recycling facility in the county was probably the greatest concern, but it is also
seen as a possible opportunity to implement one with the amendment of this plan.

As part of a requirement of this plan and to identify the future proper management of Genesee County waste, facility
description surveys were collected from landfills and recycling facilities. Landfills, in particular, are an important step to
determining proper management of waste and landfill capacity. However, over 66% of waste that is entering the landfills
is being imported from outside of Genesee County, so landfill capacity does not necessarily directly reiate to how Genesee
County manages our own waste. After reviewing the descriptions, it was determined that our landfills can not only
manage our waste, but imported waste as well, for at least the next ten (+) years.

In addition to facility descriptions, solid waste disposal collection companies were tracked to show who provided services
to communities throughout the county. Local units were also surveyed how much their waste service costs per household
per month. By tracking this data, it was concluded that there were several communities that would be recommended to
partner with an adjacent community to combine contracts and services for cost savings and efficiency purposes.
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The Planning Process
The Designated Planning Agency (DPA) is the GCMPC whose staff is tasked with implementing the Solid Waste Management Plan.

The amendment approval process for the Solid Waste Plan is shown below.
" Amendment Approval Procéss:

EWM-FE féﬁ[ﬁ:méﬁ:qg Fé‘ I County Bdard
-Bard Commitize 10, - | Bpgaints 14
Lamend-planSWNEC Fiember SWMPE— -
HishaAdsT-2__=0 a7 e S el

Draft Plan amendment goes to all
mupicipalities in county for 67%
local approval

Draft Plan
amendment
is sent to

Plan P ._.n-w..-".n. P

DEQ for Plan lshot ]

. Ye ? AL
Plan is amended < < amendment; review .. afffended -
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P-SWOT Process

When groups were asked what their idea of the perfect solid
waste system is, the following answers were presented:

e Scalable / Understandable

e \Waste To Energy

e Cost Effective / Self- Funding

e Easy/ 100% Participation

e Increase Closing the Loop / Local Repurpose
e County-Wide Recycling

s Environmentally Sound

e Odorless

o Zero-Waste

When asked to prioritize, committee members recognized that
perfect ideas don’t always translate to being realistic (take
100% recycling participation for example). Their top priorities

in this?i:ategory were:

h i
b

i Poo. s

. }: Waste to Energy {not necessarily as a facility, but waste
5 " 1

£ as a potential resource)

e+ Cost ‘Effectivef'] Self- Fundiné

. Bl
- - o g

i

i
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For identifying strengths in this exercise, the group came up with
the least amount of ideas. The following were named:

i #

¢ Diverse (unique to municipality)
* Reliability

* Curbside Program

¢ FEasy/ It Works

e Llandfill .

¢ County Ordinance Fee

* Cheap / Affordable

* Public Health

* Awareness of Recycling

For this category, none of the ideas were significantly prioritized
overall (as compared to the other categories). Although the
following were named to be priorities:

s FEasy/ It Works

* County Ordinance Fee
¢ Public Health

» Reliability
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The weakness category named the following ideas:

With the following being identified as the top priorities:

Skeptical public

Ease

Enforcement / Accountability
Education

Unity

Metrics / Goals

Hazardous Disposal Sites
Availability to Homeowner for Recycling
Lack of Economies of Scale

Local Material Recovery Facilities
Expansion

Enforcement / Accountability
Material Recovery Facilities
Metrics / Goals

Hazardous Disposal Sites

49




R e

Opportunities:
* More closure of Entire Recyéling Circle
* Opportunity to Emphasize Education
* Envision system that looks at past and future
* More opportunities for recyclables / Expand Markets
¢ Demolition Recovery
* Common Plan throughout County
* Linkage: Regional Planning with other Counties
* 100% Participation
¢ Local or County MRF
* Count-wide Recycling
* Pay-as-you-Throw

Priorities:
* Expanded Markets
* Local or County MRF
* Pay-as-you-Throw
¢ Education
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When looking at the Threats portion of the working session,
the group identified the following:

o lack of Education / Information

s Politicians / Current Contracts / Silos

» Cost / Lack of Funds

* National / Statewide Legislation

» landfill Opposition

* Bad Actors / Irresponsible Companies

Out of this, the committee prioritized the following:
s Politicians / Current Contracts / Silos
* lack of Education
® Cost/ Lack of Funds
¢ Bad Actors / Irresponsible Companies




3 Goals and Objectives
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b. Collaboration, efficiencies, and partnerships with local communities to reduce costs, increase recycling
opportunities, and minimize the overall environmental footprint.
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Conclusions \.;%: KON

Genesee County’s waste stream is currently managed by the private sector while the County enforces the
rules and regulations of the Genesee County Solld Waste Ordinance as.well as lmplementatlon of the selected
solid waste system. Current population and, Iand use tre}nds show that populat[on in the county will steadily
rise and waste generation will increase by aver 10% in the next 25 yeagﬁ,,- -

Y ‘ ifJ f”.;"‘w

While the management of the waste stream! |s facceptable, the Solid Waste Management Committee has
concluded that improvements can be made to the overall system to help further reduce waste, consolidate
services to reach cost benefits, and to continue E—:ducatton efforts and create new programs and incentives for

recycling.

Genesee County ' 4
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Goals and Objectives

To comply with Part 115 and its requirements, the Genesee County Solid Waste Plan establishes an
Enforceable Program and Process that is directed toward goals and objectives based on the purposes stated in
Part 115, Section 11538.(1)(a), 11541.(4) and the State Solid Waste Policy adopted pursuant to this Section,
and Administrative Rules 711 {b)i) and {ii). At a minimum, the goals must reflect two 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 environment
resulting from improper solid waste collection, transportation,
processing, or disposal, so as to protect the quality of the air, the land,
and ground and surface waters.

This Solid Waste Management Plan works toward the following goals
through actions designed to meet the respective goals in which they
support:

Goal One:

Impléement and maintain an integrated solid waste management plan to ensure a healthy environment and
financially sound waste management system.

a. Monitor solid waste imports and exports to track long term disposal capacity.

Genesee County 3
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b. Improve the solid waste database to increase the quality and accuracy of data collection methodology and
reporting. Expand the database to include multi-family housing. Communities are encouraged to request
monthly or quarterly reports from their waste hauler.

c¢. Document and evaluate previous efforts of the program to show successes as well as shortcomings of past
efforts. Provide recommendations to improve efforts moving forward with implementation of the plan.

d. Evaluate the Genesee County Solid Waste Ordinance as well as best practices for enforcement strategies.
Goal Two:

Continue to improve education and-awareness of recycling and reuse of materials to promote reduction of
waste in the county.

a. Evaluate best practices from other counties in Michigan and around the country for education programs.
Pursue grant funding for education.

b. Expand the recycling education program beyond presentations in the classroom to include a recycling
curriculum that is available to teachers.

c. Provide increased outreach to reach the adult population in Genesee County. This would include updating
community websites and newsletters, as well as making presentations to each community, with current
information about recycling opportunities specific to each community.

d. Educate and advise local municipalities and businesses with the cost benefits of reducing waste generation,
and methods or recommendations of doing so (i.e. Pay-As-You-Throw, etc.).

Genesee County 4
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Goal Three:

Implement a sustainable solid waste program with the main objective of reducing the overall amount of waste
generated in Genesee County by 15% utilizing resource conservation technologies, such as recycling and
composting.

a. Establish annual goals for evaluation of waste generation, creating a metric system to measure progress.

b. Recommend implementation of a residential curbside recycling program in the City of Flint with an incentive
program.

c. Offer to conduct waste assessments within the commercial sector to evaluate volumes of waste and
recommend methods to increase recycling as well as proposed cost savings.

d. Research and make recommendations of implementing a Material Recycling Facility (MRF) in Genesee County.
As part of this recommendation, specify if the facility should be a public or private facility (or both), the
appropriate size of the facility for the amount of waste it would take in, associated costs, etc.

Goal Four:

Develop a solid waste program that utilizes our assets and resources from the hauler, landfill and recycling
industries, giving local units and businesses a competitive advantage to help retain and attract economic
development in Genesee County.

a. Utilizing comparable organizations and authorities as examples formulate a plan for potential revenue and
expenditures based on programs and facility operations.

Genesee County S
Solid Waste Management Plan Technical Report 1



..;County is dlspos' g; of«waste at four_major 'Iandflll sltes whi
‘se]ected alternatlves arein the followmg sectlon, whl]e detall

Genesee County has selected a L plan for solid waste management that cafllsa-for a combmatlon of techniques to reduce the amount of
solid waste being generated in the county The selected system as fol[ows fits the- charactenstlcs and needs of Genesee County. The
implementation of the se[ected system will still be managed by Genesee County Metropolltan Planning Commission. The private

!
sector will continue to also be mvolved with the collectlon fdlsposahand recycllng of: SOlld waste genierated in the County.

£

“‘A g ; ,_ o 4 w R
Summary of Components ”g\ ,f,f *-x -

e
The current system for waste dlsposal in Genesee County is based on a p[an that mcludes recycling, landfilling and education in
bt
resource recovery. Because;GeneseeuCounty has. anfestabllshed solid waste*management’“system thls,plan amendment is focused

:’ ‘_,._u-"
primarily on the followmg itérfis: as: means to}enhance and improve the cuﬁre‘rﬁzsyjstlem -"'
. Improwng monltorlng, documentmg and database efforts to improve the quallty and
accuracy of the solid: waste system. A &

e

Evaluatmg and: expandmg the education and awarené'sls of recycling and reuse\ of
,f materlals as-well as’ the Household Hazardous Waste piggram in Genesee County. !
{Sfi Reduclng the overall amount of waste generatedgn»Genesee County by utrllzmg
7 varlous ;methods,)lnc!udmg implementation of residential cuEbSIde recycling mvthe
Clty of Elint;; 'mplementmg a requ1rement for multi-family unlts to have access to
recycllng;-encouraglng local recyclmg 1ncent|y_e_s'_r conductlng waste atssessments in the

Eﬁr 7
commerCIal sector, and“research\possﬂ)[e{‘lmplementatlon of 4. Materlal “Recycling
FauhthR?) t\ U ot }’ 14/; /s :{.5;;

. Ut1||zmg‘assets and resources in the Cou‘nty By developmg partne ships.amount local
communltles to reduce costs and increase recycllng opportu’nltles Loy
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Total Waste Generated

The figure below details the total waste generated for 2010 in Genesee County, as well as projects out waste generation through
2035 using the growth rate of the population projections from the Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan 2035. This
estimated growth rate of waste generation gives the county an idea of how to plan for increases in waste and ook for methods
to help reduce waste generation. Overali, if the population grows at a similar rate as projected, Genesee County will see an
increase of 10.13% in total annual waste generation {CY) from 1.4 million cubic yards in 2010 to 1.54 million cubic yards in 2035.
The increase in waste is coming primarily from the residential sector {showing an overall 30% increase); as the commercial
sector foresees a gradual 6.5% decrease over the next 25 years due to a shift in the manufacturing sector industry.

Total Waste Generated (cubic yards per year)
Cubic Yards Generated
: _ ',[ 253: S H 20203.: ,: a'.,52_02-5‘f‘ ‘:.s,

qqqq

22030 .- . ..2035°

Residential™® _ 443,479 530,029 536,584 550,456 563,700 576,610

Commercial 818593 817611 817120 815567 814,344 813,285

MSW Sub-total 1,262,072 1,347,640 1,353,704 1,366,023 1,378,044 1,389,895
Construction/ | ) _ N ) i o “_ L :
. Demolition T 74,484 79,534 79,892 80,619 81,328 82,027 °
, Industrial Special - . : . . !
. Waste 66,221 70,711 71,029 71,675. 2,306 72,928

Total Annual Cubic
Yards 1,402,777 1,497,885 1,504,625 1,518,317 1,531,678 1,544,850

Population 425,790 454,666 456,726 460,880 464,923 468,938

Pop Growth Rate (%) NA 6.78% 0.45% 0.91% 0.88% 0.86%

*Does not include multi-family data.
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It will be the attempt of this plan to develop a flexible and
sound strategy for management of the waste system. It is the
intent to review our new plan in five (5) years in order to
adjust to current and projected needs within Genesee County.

The following are technologies that are available to manage
and sustain the waste management system in Genesee
County:

1. Waste Reduction: As a county planning agency,
although we cannot mandate source reduction of solid
waste, education is a key component to achieving
overall reductions in waste generation. The industrial

and commercial sectors are a large factor in making
significant improvements in this area as incentives to
reduce solid wastes are economical and feasible.
Voluntary waste assessments could be conducted in
commercial and industrial sectors to help improve
overall reductions.

Composting: This is a low technology application for
reducing yard and leaf waste from the waste stream.
Currently the County relies on local municipalitiés to
manage yard waste. Since the statewide ban on
landfilling of yard waste was enacted, communities
have been required to establish alternatives, such as
composting for management of this element.
Legislation has, in the past and recently, been
introduced to exempt landfills from the vard waste
ban. Should legislation of this nature pass it could have
a significant impact on the amount of additional waste
that enters the County landfills. Additional yard waste
in the landfills could also negatively affect the County
wide diversion rates. Education and implementation of
local compost programs would help to deter compaost
materials from the landfills.



3. Recycling: Recycling is the separation, collection and
processing of materials that would otherwise become solid
waste, for conversion into raw materials or new products. As
specified in the Genesee County Recycling Rates Assessment,
the current average county-wide residential recycling rate is
approximately 6% and the average participation rate is 39%,
with all local units participating in curbside recycling with the
exception of the City of Flint. Waste
that has been diverted to landfills in
the residential sector has increased
by 13% since 2005. One of the goals
of the plan addresses increasing the
recycling rate to reduce waste being
landfilled by 15%. While recycling is
also practiced throughout the
commercial and industrial sectors,
data for those sectors was not
obtained due to the difficulty of
obtaining data (commercial and
industrial sectors all have private
contracts with waste haulers).

Education is a key component of increasing recycling rates in
all sectors. This will include recommending implementation of
a curbside recycling program in the City of Flint, encouraging
communities to adopt recycling incentive programs such as
Pay-As-You-Throw and conducting waste assessments or
sorts. Additionally, more research is underway that looks at
implementation of a Material Recycling Facility (MRF) in

Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan

Genesee County that would handle recyclable processing for
communities within and outside of the county, creating jobs
and a viable revenue source for the solid waste program. If
choosing the single stream option for operating a MRF, it -
would be more economical and reduces barriers to recycling,
which is beneficial for the customers and the haulers.

- 4. Landfilling: The landfiliing
“'ﬁ ‘rf e, ~1 of solid waste is the final
"ﬁi B ff. c‘ “:',;f-'- component of the solid
r Y ’[ » r"- waste system in Genesee
5 County and will continue to
I remain a viable technology
for disposal of wastes.
Landfills must be properly
constructed, licensed and
operated. The siting criteria
established in the 1983
report are still credible.

74’_ 11‘1

Summary

The most effective solid waste management techniques for
Genesee County will be a combination of all of the
aforementioned technologies. In short term, the plan will
focus on increasing composting and recycling throughout the
communities in the county, while the remaining waste should
be handled through the landfill systemn.

Technical Report 4



Description of Alternatives

The following alternatives system strategies show varying levels of volumes based on their percentage goal of the waste
stream. These were used for the purpose of determining which alternative system percentages would be attainable over the
next 10 years.
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T RS, - F i  Tm o e S RelAh e B -The low volume alternative system is the closest to our current
Desgription-o atives.-. o ) :
— — oAbl ——y system’s percentages. ‘Slnce our current.methodology d?es -no.t
i_ U o : ﬂ@mﬁrm@ account for data collection of waste reduction and composting, it is
R PEl0 ROV ISITCENTIGIORY) WEREBIER presumed from the recycling and landfill numbers that the low °
Low Volume . . . volume numbers match closely. While the ultimate goal is to achieve
Waste Reduction i-2 high volume of waste
Recycling . - 46 reduction, recycling and
o Composting 2-3 composting, realistically, we
2{;5"' ) Landfill ) 89-93 could  expect  medium
e Medium Volume volumes to be achieved over
i Waste Reduction.  4-5 - the next ten years with the
;, : Recycling ' 12-16 .+ goals the plan is looking to
l Composting 6-7 - achieve. This would result in
- Landfill 75-79 an  approximate  15%
High Volume A '_"' reduction in waste being
" \Waste Reduction 6-9 ' sent to the landfill, with the
Recycling 18-22 largest increase in recycling
Composting 9-12 overall.
) landfill 5767
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Resource Conservation Efforts

The following chart 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 is estimated for each
effort to'be used, if possible. Since conservation efforts are provided voluntarily and change with technologies and public awareness,
it is not the Plan amendment’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.

F&Jmm;fm - \awmmmm N
Lor ‘J_”...ﬁ@im B . igiam 5
Curb5|de Recychng {Re5|dentlal) ‘_-“;..'243;29_- 28, 618 " _55};1'48:5
Commercial / Industrial Recycling

apd-Waste Reduction* 21,829 ____3‘§£_1‘3g _ _4_5_2.?;5
zHousehoId Hazardous Waste* . - | ., : S
;Co[[ectlon e e .59 . 70 95
Ya_ES'.WaSte/ Compf’s““g 716 _}?_520 . 22562
Towll - L 359779340, 122,040

Percentage Volume of Waste
Gene rated 9% 18% 24%

- ETSEET . - Lo e e e
f o -

=

*Estlmated based. on Natlonal EPA 2010 numbers

Genesee County 10
Solid Waste Management Plan

Technical Report 4



Waste Reduction, Recycling and Composting Programs

As discussed in previous sections, the current waste system for :Genesee County will rely on incorporating an integrated systerii of
waste reduction, recycling, composting and landfilling: The plan will focus on the following:

« Improving monitoring, documenting and database. efforts to improve the quality and
accuracy of the solid waste system.

» Evaluating and expand the education and awareness of recycling and reuse: of
materials as welt as the-‘Household Hazardous Waste program ih Genhesee County.

e Reducing the overall amount of waste generated in Genesee County by utilizing
various methods, including implementation of residential curbside recycling in the
City of Flint, , implementing a requirement for multi-family units to have: access to .
recycling encouraging local recycling incentives, conducting-waste assessments in the
commercial sector, and research possible implementation of a Material Recycling
Facility. -

» Utilizing assets and resources in the County by developing, partnershlps amount local
communities to reduce costs and increase recychng opportunltles

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. Currently, it is estimated that
anly about 9% of total waste generated in the county is actually being recycled, where there is actually opportunity to recycle close
to 50% of total waste generated. These amounts are estimated due to limited public data available in the multi-family and
commercial sectors. In order to tap into greater recycling rates, recyclmg and composting programs should be expanded in all
sectors that result in increased participation.

Genesee County 11
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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 fattors on recycling and composting. Following the written analysis, Table
one (1) and Table two (2) list the existing recycling and source separation of hazardous material programs._that are currently active
in the County and will be continued as part of this Plan. Table three (3), Table four (4) and Table five (5} list the recycling, source
separation of hazardous materials and composting programs.that are proposed in the future for the County. Because there are very
few composting programs currently in place in the County, there is no table representing existing composting programs. It is not this
Plan’s intent to prohibit additional programs or expansions of current programs to be implémented beyond those listed.

Genesee County . 12
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Recycling

Currently, all local units of government with the exception of "
the City of Flint have recycling curbside programs in operation
for single-family residential. In order to track the recycling and
participation rates of each community, Genesee County
Metropolitan Planning Commission coordinated with local -
units and private haulers to obtain actual data. The data was
utilized in the Genesee County Recycling Assessment Study -
that is part of the appendix of this plan. This study assesses !
how well Genesee County residents are recavering recyclables
and offers recommendations to enhance our solid waste
management systems here in the County.

Since 2006, GCMPC launched -
a recycling awareness '
campaign, invested in the
Borrow Our Bins program, *
purchased a County Recycling ’
Trailer, and implemented a
school recycling education
campaign, not to mention the
countless hours of outreach and promotion at area events.
The principal shortfall in Genesee County is the absence of a
residential recycling program in the City of Flint. The City of
Flint makes up nearly a quarter of the population in Genesee -
County and is behind the times by not offering recycling to its

Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan
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' residents. Currently we estimate that roughly 5% of
households in the City of Flint are participating in a residential
recycling program. Due to the current absence of a program
in Flint, we estimate there are an added 65 million pounds of

“ waste per year going to area landfills that would otherwise be

» diverted. Simply adding curbside recycling in the City of Flint
could bring an added 40,000 additional households into the
recycling realm, potentially diverting approximately 14 million
pounds of waste per year.

o
2

There are also a number of challenges surrounding the waste
systems in place in multi-family housing which make up
. roughly 17% of households. Places like Ann Arbor, Michigan,
- Minneapolis and Minnesota have municipal ordinances in
' place mandating that all property managers are required to
» offer their residents the opportunity to recycle. One of the
 plan’s goals is to encourage communities to explore the
feasibility of extending recycling options to multi-family
residences by local ordinance or any other method they
choose. Additionally, incentive programs are a tool that could
be used in communities, such as Pay-As-You-Throw waste
collection, which can help communities boost recycling rates
" and decrease the amount of waste their residents contribute
"to Genesee County’s three landfills.

Technical Report 4



Lastly, continuing and increasing education opportunities, with a focus on targeting adult populations, will help change behaviors
among residents and businesses. Expanding the program will include waste assessments and sorts, as well as providing up to date
information through each local unit to reach.residents abhout how and what they can recycle.

Composting
This low technology application reduces homeowner’s grass clippings and leaves from entering the landfills. There are many benefits
from composting, such that compost can be used as a soil conditioner and is an economic solution to purchased soil. These benefits

should continually be part of the overall education outreach to residents. Currently, very few local units have a compost program in
place, but are required by Michigan Law to have a program in place for picking up yard waste to prevent it from entering landfills.

Source Separation of Hazardous Wastes

The Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) Program is administered and run by
the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission. The solid waste
program’s budget currently allows for a HHW event to occur twice a year
{spring and fall) and is free for all residents in Genesee County. If the solid ||l : ‘ :
waste program were to expand, there is consideration to expand the [f& P canky
outreach of the HHW program as well to include a permanent drop off site ||l )
for residents to use throughout the year.

Conclusion

The selected system calls for the continuation of the private sector
managing the County’s recyclable materials and compost. The purpose of
the resource recovery portion of the selected system is to. increase
education and participation among private and public sectors to increase the
resource recovery rate for Genesee County.

Genesee County 14
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Exlstmg Recyclmg Programs

’ Public.or. Collectlon Collection Program, Management- Responsibilities
.Program Name  Sefiice Aréa® R T T
da T P"VE’E.E. Polnt . .Frqu.lent_:v Deuelopment Operation™ Evaluation”
] ‘Citias j
. Recycling Burton Private C b 5 5 5
. Recycling Clio Private c W 5 L} S
" Recyding Davison Private ¢ b 5 5 5
. Recycling Fenton Private c b 5 5 5
' Proposed Flint Public
< Recycling Flushing: Privaté C b 5 5 S
+  Recycling Grand Blanc Private c w 5 5 5
¢ Racycling Linden Private c b 5 5 5
' Recycling Montrose Private c b 5 5 5
+  Recycling Mt. Morris Private: c b 5 5 5
. Recycling Swartz Creek  Private c b 5 5 5
[ Townships: T cT
. Recycling Argentine Private c b 5 5 5.
Recycling Atlas Private c b 5 5 5
Re_cyi:_ling Clayton Private C b 5 5 5
Recycling Davison Private c b 5 5 5
, Recycling Fenton Private c w 5 5 5
Récycling Flint Private c w 5 5 5
Recycling Flushing Private c w 5 5 5
Recycling Forest Private C b 5 5 5 )
Recycling 'Gaines Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling’ Genasee Private c w 5 5 5
. Recycling Grand Blanc Private C w 5 5. 5
Recycling Montrose Private c b 5 5 5
,  Recycling Mt. Morris Private c b 5 5 5
" Recycling Mundy Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Richfield Private: c b 5 5 5
Recydling Thetford Private c b 5 5 5
. Recycling. Vienha Private c b 5 5 5
} - 'Village‘s” N ) i ] o ' i
Recycling Gaines Private: t b 5 5 5
Recycling Goodrich Private c b 5 5 5
Recycling Otisville Private c b 5 5 5

1 Identlfled by where the grogram Wwill bé offerad: If; throughout the: planmng area; then:listed by plannlng area; onIv in
spetifig caunties, then listed by-tounty; if only in SpECIfIC runicipalities, thenlisted by its name and respectwe countv

2 )dentified by 1= Desngnated Planning Agency; 2 = County Board of Commissioners; 3 = Department of Public Works; 4=
Environmental; 5= Private Owher/Operatof; 6 = Other
*Identified by c = curbside; d = drop off; o = onsite: and.if other explained

* |dentified by d = daily; w = weekly; b =biweekly; m.= monthly, and if seasonal service also indicated by Sp=Spring; Su=
isumimer; Fa=fall; Wi = winiter




ueld zuswaSeueyy a3sepn pIjOS

+ poday |eoaluyaa)

Aluno) aasauan

21

Proposed Recycling Programs

Gilitiss,

. eq : _ Evaluatlnfll i

t - -~ Cities ol e ' : s T J
Recydling Bufton Private c w a,b,c,d,e,f 1,35 S 1,3,5

Recycling *Clio Private c w a,b,cd, e, f 1,3,5 5 1,35 '

Recycling Davisén Private c w ab,cdef 135 '5 135
Recycling: Fenton Private. c w .a,b,cde,f 1,35 - i:3,6
Proposed: Flit Public c w abcde,f 1,35 5 1,35
Recycling Flushing Private c w a,b,cdef 1,35 5 1,35
Recycling Grand'Blanc  Private ¢ w a,b,cde,f 1,35 5 1,35
Recycling Linden Private c w a,bycdef 1,35 5 1,35
Recycling Montrose Private ¢ w a,bcdef 1,35 5 1,35
Recycling Mt. Morris Private C w a,b,cdef 1,35 5 1,35
Recycling Swartz Creek  Private ¢ w ab,cdef 1,35 5 1,35

F T o nsmps R e R
Recycling Argentine ‘Private rc w ab,cde,f 1,5 5 1,5
‘Recycling Atlas Private c w a,b,cdef 1,5 5 1,5
Recycling Clayton Private c w a;b,cde,f 1,5 5 1,5
Recydling Davison Private c w a,b,tde,f 1,5 5 1,5
Recyding Fenton' Private ' w a,b,cdef 1,5 [ 1,5
Recycling Flirit Private c W a bcde, 15 5 L5 .
Recycling Flushing Private c w ab,cdef 1,5 5 1,5
Récyeling " Forest Private c w a,b.de,f 1,5 5 1,5 )
Recycling Gaines Private c w a,b,¢d, e f 15 5 1,5 i
-Recycling Genesee Private c w a,b,cde,f 1,5 5 Ls
Recycling Grand Blanc  Private c w a,b,cdef 15 5 1,5
Recydling Montrose Private c w 3, b,cdef 1,5 5 1,5
Recycling Mt. Morris Private C w a,b,cdef 15 5 1,5
Recycling. Mundy Private © w a,b,cdef 15 5 L5
Recycling Richfield Private: c w ab&d&rf 1,5 5 1,5
Recyding Thétford Private  .ic S w a,b,cdef 1,5 5 15
Recycling Viehifa Private . c w ab,gdef 15 5 1,5

[ = Viligges S —— B R RS S BB IEE—————— i
Recycling Gaines Private € w a,b,cde,f 1,5 5 1,5
Recycling Goodrich Private c w a, b, c.de,f 1,5 5 1,5

_Recycling Otisville. Private [ w a,b,edef 1,5 5 . 1,5

ld"ntlfled by wheré the prog ;

thén Itsted by county,.l .on]yln specific munfc:palltles the_'n Ilsted by its name and respectwe county . :
ldentlf”ed by 1= De5|gnated Plannmg Agenty; 2= County Board.of Commlssmners, 3z Departitient of Publn: Warks; 4= Enwronmental 5-—

Private Owner/Operator,s Other- ] ] . '

o

P ldentified'by c= curbsrde,d “drop off; o;=onsite; and if otherexplalned A . ;

Identlfled byd= dally,w weekly; b= blweekly, m= monthlv, ahd if seasonal service alsoindicated by Sp sprmg, Su= summer, Fa= fall

. Identrfred'bv the' materlals‘-’ ollected bv Ilstrng ofthe-letterlocated by the ma a'nal'itvpe AE Plastics, B= ‘Newspaper;' C~ Corrugated LR
Contalners, D =0ther-Papér;! '

= Glass; Fl= ‘Metals; p= Pallets J'="Construction fDemohtIon, K=Tires;il i 2etr, ,'G
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Existing Compostmg Programs

| Program, r: 5 5 A ' Puiblic or ,(Cpllég:tro_n' Collectidin | Materuals ' . Frogram .Management Responsibilmes
i !_\Ig.me‘ o ervige roar ) Pr‘ivate e Pi?'.l:ﬂnta ) Frequem:y“s Co!lected Ij_e\_,{elopmenl? Operatmn .Eva]uation “
i - Citles ‘ o
. Yard Waste Burton Private [ w Y 1 5 1
' Yard Waste clio Private c W Y 1 5 1
I Yard Waste Davison Private [ w, 5p, sy, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Fenton Private c w Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste- Flint, Public c w Y 1 1
Yard Waste Flushing Private c w Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Grand Blanc Private c W, sp, sy, fa Y i 5 1
Yard Waste Linden Private € W Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Montrose Private c W Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Mt. Morris Private c b, sp, su, fa‘ Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Swartz Creek Private c w Y 1 5 1
I ) Townships. - = j C -
Yard Waste Argentifie: Private c b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Atlas Private c b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Clayton Private c b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Davison Private [ b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Fenton Private C b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Flint Private c b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Flushing Private [ w, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Forast: Private [ b, sp, su, fa. Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Gaines Private i} b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Genesee Private c w, sp, sy, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Grand Blanc Private c w, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Mantrose Private c b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Mt. Morris Private c b, sp, sy, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Mundy Private c b, sp; st, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Richfield Private ¢ w, sp, su; fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Thetford Private 0 b, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Vienna Private c h, sp, su, fa Y 1 5 i
[~ - " Villages c - .
Yard Waste Gaines Private c b Y 1 5 1
Yard Waste Goadrich Private [ b Y 1 5 1,
Yard Waste Otisville Private c b \ 1 5 1

tdentuﬂed by where the program wrll be offered If throughout the:planning area, then I:sted by‘planmng area; only in specific counties,
then fisted by county; if only in specific municipalities, then listed by its name and respective county.
leentlfled by 1="Designated Planning Agen<y; 2 = County.Board of Commissioners; 3 = Department of Public Works; 4 = Environmental; 5
E Private Owner/Opemtor, 6= Other :
? Identified by ¢ = curbsidé; d'=drop off;o= onsite; and if. other explained
# Identifisd by d = daily; w = weekly; b =biweekly; m = manthly; and.if seasonal service alsa indicated by Sp =5Spting; Su=Summer; Fa=
Fall Wi =Winter,
> Identified by ¥'= Yardwdste;, H = Househtld Orgamcs
{ weekly In' Octaber and November

3
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Proposed Compostmg Progr

M_égé’riél_’-:’ ! ‘Rrogram [{Vlarﬁqgren;ent 1Responsub|l|t|es.
] i.r.lcdileéteds Devél?:'ﬁiﬁ'éﬁt‘ fOperaltl nﬂ . iE\raluatl'oﬁz-

" ‘composting Burton ~°  Private ¢ w YH 7 135 5 i’ '1, 3,5

* Composting clio Private ¢ w vYH " 135 5 " 1,35

’ Composting Dawson Private € w, Y, H " 1,3,5 5 i 1,35

. Composting ‘Fenton Private c W YH T 135 ¢ 5 ir "1,3,5

" Composting -+ -Flint Public c w YH " 135 5 " 135

! Composting. Flushing Private C w Y, H v 1,3,5 5 d 13,5

+ Composting’ Grand Blanc. Private: c Cw Y H T s 5 ] " 13,5
Composting Lindén Private c- w Y, H r 1,35 g " 1,35

" Composting Montrose 'Private ¢ W Y, H " 1,35 5 r 1,3,5
Composting: MtsMorris . Private i W v " 135 5 r 1,35

. Composting Swartz Creek Private i€ W Y, H " 1,35 5 ’ 1,35

i ‘Composting Argenting . Prli\gate ¢ w Y,H 1,'5 "5 L5
Composting Atlas Private c W Y, H 15 5 1,5

* Composting Clayton Private C w Y,H 1,5 5 1,5
‘Composting Davison Private, s w Y, H 1,5 5 15

- Composting Fenton Private c w Y, H 15 5 1,5
Composting Flint Private ¢ w Y, H 1,5 5 L5

* Composting Flushing - Private ¢ W Y, H 15 -5 1,5
‘Composting Forest Private c w Y, H 15 5 15
Composting Gaines Private [ w Y, H 1,5 5 1,5
Composting Genesee Private, c ‘W Y, H 1,5 . S 1;5
Composting  Grarid Blane. Private c w Y, H 1,5 5 1,5

' Composting Montrose Private c w Y,H 1,5 5 1,5

: Composting; Mt. Morris Private c w Y,H 1,5 - 1,5

i Composting Mundy * Private € W Y, H 15 ., 5 13,5
Composting Richfield Private c w Y, H 1,5 5 1,5
Composting + Thetford Private. . w Y, H 1,5 5 15
Composting’ Vienna Private & W Y, H 1,5 5 1,5

. Villages.

S

: Composting
Composting
Composting

Gainés
Goodrich
Otisville

Privaté
Private
Private

-Prlvate OwnerfOperator, 6= Other e
Identlfled by t=curbside; d = drap off;o= on5|te, and if other explamed )
Identlfled by d dally,w - WeE y, b= biweekly, m= monthly, and' lfseasonal Service. also ind;: T

Identlfled.by\’ Yardwaste, HE Household Orgamcs S

i.é
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The following estimates the annual amount of solid waste which is expected to be diverted from landfills and incinerators as a result
of the current resource recovery programs and in five and ten years.

Projected Diversion Rates™

mmmm

Total Plastics o 2,000 2200 2400

|
.Total Paper ~ . - 2500° 2,700 2,900 i
Total Glass 400 600 - 800

Yard trimmings 1,200 1,400 . 1,600
Total Wood Waste ' 550 750" 950
) Construction.& Demolition nodata . o :
k%! Food & Food Pracessing 1,200 1,400 1,600
%1 rubber, leather, and textiles 750 950 1,150
3 Total Metals 800 1,000 1,200

no data,
ey vt A - ]
Batteries no data )
Appliances no data ’

el e e e ]
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Educational and Information 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 miscommunication which
results in improper handling of solid waste and to provide
assistance to the various entities who participate in such
programs as waste reduction and waste recovery. Following is a
diagram of the programs offered or proposed to be offered in
Genesee County.

Genesee County 21
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Implementation Timetable for the Selected System

The following timetable is an implementation guideline for the Solid Waste Planning Committee (SWPC) and GCMPC staff as the
DPA. This was created to help prioritize implementation efforts to ensure the most efficient process of delivering a quality and
sustainable solid waste system to the citizens of Genesee County. The timetable is meant to be a continuous guideline for the goals
and objectives of the plan and may be altered at a later date if necessary to accommodate any changes in the planning process.
Coordination and cooperatlon among local units, the private sector and the County will be a key element for implementation of a
successful plan.

: make alteratlons where
» approprlate i

R - - ~ R S o e L e
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Momtor solid waste lmports and
oo ‘-.‘?_j exports S

Improve solld waste database

‘ methodology and- reportlng for
mclusmn of commercral and muIt|—
famlly housmg -

Evaluate pre _|ous program efforts ’
and prowde recommendatlons for: -

|mprovements S

- B ;&

Eva[uate the Genesee County Solld
- Waste Ordmance and- best
practlces for |mproved

Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan

DPA’ Ongoing "

L a

DPA Communltles Commercnal

"Sector _ Withiin:3 yea_[s-’_of approval
“ u:- ,. - . f . : : .; ) T
N DPA Within 1 year.of approval
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) Eva!uate best: practlces for .. T T _ - *
education-programs and pursue ‘ DPA o _‘W_i'thin-1_ye§1r‘of*appr_ova!;__

- -grant fundmg e ST °

Expand ‘the educatlon program to 7 o P : _‘
include a recycling cirriculum for : DPA,Schoolé . “Within 2 yéars of-approval. |
-teachers : e T e e - TR §
Update commumty Wweébsitesand ) ) ) 7 .
newsletters with. current recyclmg . DPA, Communities . Within 6:-months of approval:
- information L S LT o 4

County-wide annual waste-and

©annua CDPA cc. ¢ “Within 1yearof approval "
_recycling newsl,e,tt_er : ‘

-,Pres_e,n_t to communities._wjth o ! X
current information about = : T S Co S
T . DPA,-Communities. . ] Ongoing:
re,cyclmg.opportumtles'an,d : L . : R :

' programs . . . 3
Educate commumtles and S L ) : S

busmesses ‘of cost. beneflts of

: DPA Communltles Commermal
~ reducing waste generatlon and .

-Qngoing: - ¥,

- Sector . o ‘ SR
*-recommendatjonsiof doing:so - , o ' AT e
¢ e E € R T S L ¥
(PAYT waste assessments ~etc) TR B I CoL T
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)
Establish annual goals for ) SWPE : Annual

evaluation d,f_ﬁaste generation - - R
Implementation of residential
curbside recycling programiin the DPA, City.of Flint Within 3 years of approval
- City of Flint - 2

“Waste assessments in commercial . ..
i . sector DPA, Commercial Sector ."Ongoing

Research possibility of Material

Recycling Facility (MRF) in Genesee DPA, SWPC  ‘Within 2 years of approval
County -
Implemedtation of MRF in _DPA, SWPC, County, Private . L.
’ , , . Pending Résearch -
Genesee County -~ Sector Commumt[es o o -

Genesee County
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Formulate a planfor potentlal - BT :
| reven ue and expendltures.based_ ’ i

on programs and facility

DPA, SWPC . L Within'3-\'/ea|';sﬁqf":j:1prbro'\!/a‘l,?

=operations -

. R y

Local commumtles partnerto . : . _
reduce costs and: increase; recycimg <" Commuinities, Private R K
. ._..opportunities: | - . . :.”_f_, e
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each |dent|f|ed exlstmg structure of persons mumc:apa[ltles countles and state and federal agencnes respon5|ble for solld waste |
management mcludlng planmng, lmplementatmw andtenforcement * S

ry - -

E -necessary fundmg tor lmplement the plan 'Pr|mary partles mvolvedun uu -t-he Gepesee ounty Metropolltan PIannlng Commlssmn,t :
the Génesee County: Board: of Commws:oners and.{he Michigan Department of Enwronmental Quality. Other part|C|pants in. the . i
process, mclude .enwronmentat groups, landflll operators,‘ recyclmg 'groups Iocal unlver5|t|es and extension offlces County Health

mm e w

=L ot
.—-,--q.

e The Genesee County Board o 1 :
.and lmplement the County’s: Solid Waste Management Plan GCMPC also admlnlsters and manages the Genesee County Solld Waste

Management System as well as drafts and 1mp[ements the Solid Waste Management Plan for the County,

e e ke .
" . AT

-

" The Solid Waste implementation Committee

This committee will be formed in an effort to coordinate the implementation of the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan.
The committee functions as a primary committee for discussing and arranging for the implementation of the plan and functions
throughout a five year planning update. Persons who serve on the committee will be from the private and public sector as well as

citizens with environmental interests that reside within Genesee County.

Genesee County 27
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Genesee County

The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission is the DPA and is the primary agent for the administration and
implementation of the plan. The following describes GCMPC's technical, financial, legal and admmlstratlve capabilities to manage
and implement the plan.

Technical Capabilities
GCMPC employs persons that manage and implement the Solid Waste and Recycling
program in Genesee County. This includes researching, analyzing and monitoring data.

Administrative Capabilities -
Although the County is not involved with the actual collection and disposal of solid waste, IT A“. B (IINS WITH
staff from the GCMPC closely monitors and tracks reports from landfills and haulers to I

ensure an efficient system. The administrative capabilities of GCMPC to perform all
aspects of solid waste management, including planning and implementation are
established. While enforcement is an additional responsibility and is utilized by GCMPC,
there is a lack of clear direction and monies to conduct proper enforcement. Enforcement
has been listed as a deficiency in the current solid waste system, but has also been noted
as an objective to improving monitoring solid waste in the county.

Financial Capabilities

The Genesee County Solid Waste Program is funded through the Genesee County -

. . . ) ( rwmnhhmnmn-hmll-qding.ull
Ordinance fee placed on haulers ($0.5 / cubic yard). The program consists of the following . %@ 1-810-762-7744
areas of planning: ! licvcu o vlall WWW.GCIMIPC.OF ! )

e Recycling

e Education

* Management

e QOutreach

Genesee County 28
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Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan

Legal Capabilities

The approved Act 451 Solid Waste Management Plan provides its Designated Planning
Agency, GCMPC, the authority to implement and enforce any and all portions of the Act
451 Plan.

Genesee County Municipalities

The municipalities in Genesee County all take part in performing a role in implementing
the Solid Waste Management Plan. Additionally, sixty-seven percent (67%) of
municipalities must approve the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan before
the plan can be submitted to the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality.

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality

The DEQ is a major player in the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan. The
DEQ conducts permitting, licensing and monitors construction and operation of the
private sector facilities in the County. The DEQ also oversees the Genesee County Solid
Waste and Recycling Program, however, implementation of these programs is done
within and by the County.

29
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Identification of Responsible Parties

Document which entities within the County will havei

management responsibilities over the following areas of the
Plan:

Resource Conservation:

Source or Waste Reduction — Private Sector
Product Reuse — Private Sector

Reduced Material Volume — Private Sector
Increased Product Lifetime — Private Sector
Decreased Consumption.— Private Sector

Resource Recovery Programs:

Composting — Private Sector

Recycling — Private Sector, Genesee County
Energy Production - Private Sector

Volume Reduction Techniques:

Private Sector

Collection Processes:
Private Sector

Transportation:

Private Sector

Genesee County Road Commission
Michigan Department of Transportation

Disposal Areas:
Transfer Stations — Private Sector
Sanitary Landfills — Private Sector

Processing Plants (with possible implementation of a MRF) —

Private Sector, Genesee County

Ultimate Disposal Area Uses:

{ Genesee County

Private Sector
DEQ.
Local Government

Local Responsibility for Plan Update Monitoring &
Enforcement:

Genesee County

DEQ,

Educational and Informational Programs:

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Local Units of Government

Private Sector
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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.

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

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

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

There is no additional information regarding the implementation and evaluations of various components of the selected system. A
complete evaluation of the selected system is expressed in previous sections of the plan.
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Detailed Features of Recycling and Composting Programs

Currently, Genesee County does not track the amount of different types of materials being recycled and composted throughout the
County. Part of the plan amendment calls upon an improved database system that will track thiese amounts.

The following briefly describes the processes uséd 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:

Fquipment Selection:

Existing Programs:

The local municipalities in Genesee County use privateé waste haulers (with the exception of the City of Flint who does not currently
have curbside recycling) to private recycling service to its residents. The private waste haulers take their recyclables to a privately
owned recycling facility or transfer station.
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Proposed Programs: -
There are no proposed programs for equipment selection. Equipment use will remain the choice of the operators of those facilities.
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Site Availability-and Selection:

£
.
.

Existing Programs:
Recycling facilities do not need to be licensed by the DEQ; however, they must meet local zoning and building regulations and are
subject to local government approval.

Proposed Programs:
N/A
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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 states the
ways in which coordination will 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 cancel or enter into new or revised
arrangements as conditions change during the planning period. The entities responsible for developing, approving, and enforcing
these arrangements are also noted.

Ultimate responsibility for implementing the County’s solid waste plane rests 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.
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Costs and Funding B V5 e iCompane t S mﬁhﬂ”ﬁ”@;ﬂ* m&ﬂ %"mu;.ﬁ;
Resource Consetvation Efforts . S
The following estimates the necessary management, Curbside Recycling, Unknowrt: DPA, Private, Municipalities
capital and operational and maintenance requirements *+ Composting L .
on an annual basis for each applicable component of  pagource Recovery Programs
the solid waste management system. In addition, Hgyusehold Hazardous Waste Unknown DPA, Private, Municipalities
potential funding sources have been identified to Callection?
support those components. et - - T e
Volume 'Reduction Techniques Unknown - " DPA, Private
Collection Processes N/A Private Sector
Trans portatton | N/A. " Private Sector
Disposal Areas N/A Private Sector
Future Disposal Area Uses None . N/A
Management Arrangements? Unknown DPA, Private
. Educational and Informational e T DPA, Solid Waste Ordinance
. Unkhdwn . . .
Programs‘ . . Fee - Private Séctor

! These componenm and thelr subcomponents may vary with each system

2 Munupalltles contnbute ona voluntary basrs

3 Funding specified for this component anly includes what Genesee County is
responsible for. This does not include private sector funds.
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The solid waste management system has been evaluated for anticipated positive and negative impacts on the public health,
economics, environmental conditions, siting considerations, existing disposal areas, and energy consumption and production which
would occur as a result of implementing this Selected System. In addition, the Selected System was evaluated to determine if it
would be technically and economically feasible, whether the public would accept this Selected System, and the effectiveness of the
educational and informational programs. Impacts to the resource recovery programs created by the solid waste collection system,
local support groups, institutional arrangements, and the population in the County in addition to market availability for the
collected materials and the transportation network were also considered. Impediments to implementing the solid waste
management system are identified and proposed activities which will help overcome those problems are also addressed to assure
successful programs. The Selected System was also evaluated as to how it relates to the Michigan Solid Waste Policy's goals. The
following summarizes the findings of this evaluation and the basis for selecting this system:

The Genesee County Solid Waste System is based on a plan that incorporates recycling, landfilling and education in resource
recovery. Over the next 5 year planning period, the County will research and determine the best methods for implementation of
the priorities set forth through this plan. Because Genesee County has an established solid waste management system, this plan
amendment is focused primarily on the following items as means to enhance and improve the current system:

* Improving monitoring, documenting and database efforts to improve the quality and
accuracy of the solid waste system.

¢ Evaluating and expand the education and awareness of recycling and reuse of
materials as well as the Household Hazardous Waste program in Genesee County.

* Reducing the overall amount of waste generatéd in Genesee County by utilizing
various methods, including implementation of residential curbside recycling in the
City of Flint, encouraging local recycling incentives, conducting waste assessments in
the commercial sector, and research possible implementation of a Material Recycling
Facility {MRF).

» Utilizing assets and resources in the County by developing partnerships amount local
communities to reduce costs and increase recycling opportunities.
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Genesee County
Solid Waste Management Plan

Three alternatives were reviewed during this plan amendment. The
difference between alternatives was the amount of resource recovery
volumes that could be potentially implemented with this plan (low,
medium, and high). The [ow volume alternative system is the closest to our
current system’s percentages. Since our current methodology does not
account for data collection of waste reduction and composting, it is
presumed from the recycling and landfill numbers that the low volume
numbers match closely. While the ultimate goal is to achieve high volume of
waste reduction, recycling and composting, realistically, we could expect
medium volumes to be achieved over the next ten years with the goals.the
plan is looking to achieve. This would result in an approximate 15%
reduction in waste being sent to the landfill, with the largest increase in
recycling overall.
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Technical Feasibility

The technical feasibility of waste reduction, recycling, composting and landfilling has been established in the County in previous
practices and its current state. Evolving technologies and equipment along with continuing education and effective management are
crucial aspects of the effectiveness of these componeénts in the selected system.

Economic Feasibility .

When evaluating economic feasibility of the selected system components, there are several aspects to consider. When reviewing
resource recovery techniques as part of the commercial sector {waste reduction and recycling), it is evident that employing these
methods are beneficial for the private sector as reducing the amount of waste that is disposed would decrease overali costs to the
business. Many products in the commercial sector are also lucrative for recyeling, and thus, because recycling is-a market driven
operation, this is a very cost-effective option for the commercial sector.

Residential recycling and composting was
also analyzed as part of the selected system.
While demand is lower in markets for
residential recyclables, there are still many
impacts from recycling in this sector that for
example, result in the creation of jobs to
process recyclables. The plan also calls for
possible implementation of & Material |
Recycling Facility (MRF) in Genesee ‘County, [
which would process recyclabfes from the
residents, creating revenue and jobs within
the County.
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Lastly, landfilling was evaluated for economic feasibility, and while this method has been an inexpensive way to process solid wasté
in past years, legislation has more recently enforced stricter regulations on construction and operation of fandfills. Thus, resource
recovery options as discussed previously are increasingly becoming more popular and viable.

Access to Lond and Transportation Routes

When referring to the selected system’s components and access to land, the availability of land space is specifically important for
landfills, which is adequaté for the planning period déscribed in this Plan. Transportation networks were also considered when
analyzing the selected system; the Courity has two interstate highways, one U.S. highway and four state highways that encompass
the transportation network. These routes are adequate to serve the selected system for Genesee County.

" Energy Consumption and Production

Waste Reduction and coniposting are methods utilized to reduce energy needed to operate a landfill. While landfills do require
energy to operate efficiently, they are also producing energy by converting gas into electricity. Each landfill in the county participates
in Landfill Gas Recovery, producing over 60,000 MegaWatts of gas in 2010 which would be enough to power over 6,000 households
in Genesée County. Starting in the last quarter of 2012, Brent Run and Citizen’s Disposal landfills are both expecting a significant
increase in energy production. '

Environmental Impacts

By expanding the resource recovery programs as stated in the Selected System, more natural resources will be preserved by
decreasing disposal into landfills. No new facilities are planned far this period of time, thus no major environmental impacts will be
created.

Public Acceptability

Our recent public survey conducted for the purpose of this plan amendment demonstrates that there is a wide acceptability for
increasing and improving efforts for resource recovery programs.
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Advantages and Disadvantages of Selected System

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

1. The selected systern will enhance collaboration amongthe public and private sector on solid waste issues.

2. Education and informational opportunities and programs will be expanded to enhance thé knowledge of commercial and
residential sectors about resource recovery.

3. Improved database to track and monitor waste and recovery numbers across sectors.

4. The Selected system is economically, environmentally and publicly feasible,

5. Expanded resource recovery programs will prolong landfill life and the environment.

6. Existing technology is capable of handling the waste stream.

Disadyant

1. The selected system still utilizes landfills-as-a primary means of disposal.

2. Recycling markets can be unstable at times,

3. Database methodology will be difficult to narrow down for the comimercial sector.
4. Resources for education and recovery programs are limited.
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In 2005, Genesee County directed a study to determine the County’s recycling rate and
provide recommendations to further recycling options and participation among area
residents. At the time of the study the amount of quality data available regarding area
recycling programs was in short supply. This forced. county staff and their consultants
to use a minimum of local data mixed with national averages and accepted industry
approximations to estimate the County’s recycling rate. ‘While this methodology and
the results acquired proved valuable at the time, staff chose to ramp up our efforts
and complete the 2011 study “in house” using actual recycling data from existing

households in Genesee County. This study assesses how well Genesee County .

residents are recovering recyclables and offers recommendations to enhance our solid
waste management systems here in the County.

By utilizing actual data, staff gained a genuine grasp on the recycling picture here in
Genesee County. In fact, actual weights of municipal solid wasté and recyclables were
used in this review thus providing a much more accurate Genesee County‘residential
recycling rate as well as rates for each particular local jurisdiction. To take it a step
further, staff also studied residential participation in existing curbside programs
throughout the county. From this data, recommendations for increased diversion and
participation have been identified.

Study Methodology

GENESEE COUNTY

METROPOLITAN FLANMING COMMISIION

\R.ECYCLE/

With the goal of determining a Countywide Residential Recycling Rate in mind, staff designed a sampling methodology to collect and
weigh municipal solid waste (MSW) in multiple communities to achieve an accurate rate. By obtaining partnerships with local waste
haulers and recyclers, staff coordinated and facilitated random sampling of households in Genesee County in regards to the amount
(weight) of material recycled versus the total amount of waste material generated. Through the use of the U.S. Environméntal
Protection Agency’s standardized method for calculating recycling rates, we were able to determine the rate for each jurisdiction
sampled while using those figures to calculate rates for jurisdictions with similar traits and. number of househaolds.



Genesee County Recyclmg Rate
(Total MSW. Recycled/TotaI MSW- Generated) x 100

. =“W'lunlupz;tl Solld Waste conSISts of both trash and recyclables

Since surveying every local unit of government would have proved too time-consuming, staff developed a system to survey local units
in each of the following categories:

1. City
2. Urban Township (> 5,000 housing units)
3. Rural Township (< 5,000 housing units)

Through sampling of each category, an average weight recycled and average weight of waste generated per household was
determined. This was then used to calculate the recycling rate for each of the other local jurisdictions, for which recycling data was
not provided. We were able to calculate an estimated countywide recycling rate, as well as an - — ,
estimated recycling rate by jurisdiction. An average weight recycled for the City of Flint was (People in’ the Unlted States go\
determined through weights accepted at Great Lakes Recycling as well as through recyclables ' ‘through 25 billion plastic bottles .
accepted in City of Flint neighborhoods through their use of the Genesee County Recycling -f,Tarl:.i"}'.Ima;‘:ch ':::ftoir;?;gl:
Trailer. The residential waste generation data was also provided by local waste haulers through a ‘wrap the state of Texas,

survey conducted by GCMPC staff. These weights were provided by haulers as an “annual waste

generated” figure and was converted by staff to reflect the “weekly waste generated” for each \ 7 ‘ ’-"LweStrong-cbm )
local unit, and eventually the average amount of “waste land-filled” per household on a weekly
basis.

In order to get a sample with a 95% confidence level with a 5% confidence interval, 350 or more households were surveyed in each
local unit. There was no sorting of materials, just strictly weighing the material that comes in on the truck.

In relationship to the 2005 study, the new figures produce a different picture of the waste system in Genesee County. Specifically, in
2005, the “waste generated’ figure was estimated using a rate of 3.7 Ibs per person per day or 65.2 Ibs per household per week.
While at the time this rate seemed reliable, our current data of 40 lbs per household per week suggests it may have been skewed a



little high, which in turn lowered our overall recycling rate. The current data
was compiled from local waste haulers, and then validated with data from
surrounding communities. When compared to the communities that make up
the Resource Recovery & Recycling Authority of Southwest Oakland County
(RRRASQOC) to the south of Genesee County, the recovery rates of Ibs per * L : e S
household per week were nearly identical. However, the residential waste ~ Genesee Courity ~  6.08 T 40.03.
generated numbers show quite a difference, indicating that Genesee County C :
may need t6 continue to improve efforts to increase recycling per household.

RRRASQC

. Genesee County Waste & Recycling Services

The vast majority of Genesee County communities are considerably ahead of the game in providing waste and recycling services for

their residents as most have a negotiated a waste and recycling contract with a single waste hauler. Ultimately, this practice keeps

b R . e service premiums to a minimum but this certainly is not the only

Curbside Recvch,ng Aecessublllty benefit. With a single waste hauler, truck routing sénds out the least

Countywide amount of trucks needed, consequently doing less damage to our local

h roads and emitting less of their harmful emissions. It should also be

noted that the figures in this report do not include multi-family housing,
as data for these households is not readily available. Realistically, these -

; residents are not included in curbside recycling services covered by the

municipal contract as each development usually negotiates their own

contract with a chosen waste hauler.

2005 169,825 . 68331 - 4024%

2000. 170739 112337 - €579%
Since 2003, the recycling options have expanded significantly for area residents. Not only do more people have access to recycling

than ever before, but the types of materials they are able to be recycled have also expanded. Many of the curbside programs have
expanded to accept #3-#7 plastics as well as all types of paper and cardboard products.
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In terms of population, a large majority of Genesee County residents have access to
curbside recycling. Of the 33 local units of government in the County, 32 of them offer
curbside to their residents through the assistance of a local waste hauler. The City of Flint
is the only municipality that does not currently have recycling at the curb. The City of Flint
accounts for neariy 25% of the population of Genesee County and adding curbside service
for their residents would make a very positive impact on the local waste system. Since
2005, the amount of households in the county with access to curbside recycling has
increased by about 40%. Generally, the #1 barrier to recycling is accessibility and with
increases in curbside programs we will most likely see an increase in recycling. While
there will always be room for improvement on the education end, and with the expansion
of acceptable items, Genesee County is in a prime position to greatly increase recycling
rates with the current availability of recycling options.

Genesee County Residential Recycling Rate

In 2005, the Genesee County recycling diversion rate was 2.81%. This represents that just
6 short years ago; only 2.8% of all residential waste materials generated in Genesee
County were recovered for recycling. In relationship to State and National averages, this is
extremely low. )
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As of 2011, the Genesee County Residential Recycling Rate has climbed to 6%. Much of
this growth has occurred in the more urban areas. The urban townships like Grand Blanc,
Flint, Davison, Genesee and Mundy have seen considerable growth in their recycling
program since 2005. Many of the County’s larger cities like Swartz Creek, Grand Blanc,
Fenton, anfi {text to continue after the Residential Recycling Diverted charts)
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Burton have also seen considerable growth in their recycling
programs. Overall, Genesee County has seen over a 13% increase in
the amount of recyclables recovered in residential programs since
2005. The increase can be attributed to a number of different factors.
EEe s T : T s et The number one contributor to this growth is likely the increased
::iin;;fnzmnsmp et iigé 2:32 e “_,:;g _ accessibility to quality recycling programs. Local units of government
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GCMPC launched a recycling awareness campaign, invested in the
Borrow Our Bins program, purchased a County Recycling Trailer, and
implemented a school recycling education campaign, not to mention
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Why Boost Recycling in Genesee County?

A 2006 study produced by Public Sector Consultants, and reinforced by the Michigan Recycling ('”C'"era““g 10, 000 ‘tons. OfN

. . . . . C . waste creatés one job; land:
Coalition in 2011 shows that increasing the recycling rate in Michigan from the current level of filling > 10,000 tons of Waste | :
20% (2001 estimate) to the average of the other Great Lakes states (30%), would produce a total creates sixjobs; recyéling 10,000
increase of 6,810 to 12,986 jobs, approximately $155 to $300 million in income, and |. tonsiof waste creates 3610bs .
approximately $1.8 to $3.9 billion in receipts (accounting for multiplier effects). This additional )
income would generate about $12 to $22 million in state tax revenue. The economic benefits of
recycling are real, and we believe Genesee County should capitalize on them. Not only will
increased recycling create jobs and foster economic growth, but it also preserves our valuable
landfill space—something Genesee County is rapidly running out of. The PSC study goes on to
state that “given Michigan's job prospects, unemployment rate, and economic outlook,
capturing the economic benefits provided by increased recycling should be made a priority for
the state,” and we believe Genesee County should follow suit.

- Earth911 org-

The ‘State’ of Recycling?

In 2011, the Michigan Recycling Coalition {MRC) commissioned a report on the status of
| recycling in our State and discussed possibilities on how to move us forward in that realm.

The MRC reports that from 1994 to 2004, the recycling rate in Michigan decreased by a
whopping 20%. And unfortunately from there, the per capita recycling rate has remained
stagnant, sufficiently behind the rates of other mid-west states and the nation as a whole.
Currently, the state is operating under a 2007 Statewide Solid Waste policy. The State Solid
Waste Policy uses the three principles of sustainability —economic vitality, ecological integrity,
and improved quality of life— to guide solid waste management decisions. This policy includes
goals such as finding uses for 50% of Michigan’s municipal solid waste by 2015 and ensuring
that all Michigan citizens have convenient access to residential recycling programs by 2012. Currently, the MDEQ has been instructed
by Governor Snyder to draft a new Statewide Solid Waste Policy updating these goals by July 2012. At a minimum this mandated
state-level report is to “identify options for long-term funding for the solid waste management program. For each option, the report
shall take into account the extent to which additional activities or materials, or both, such as recycling, composting, and beneficial
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reuse would impact the long-term funding of the solid waste management program.”
Genesee County is excited about the possibility of future programs and funding geared
toward reducing waste and increasing the recovery of valuable resources through
recycling. Furthermore, we support the MRC's 2011 study, and agree that the State
should make the necessary investments in the solid waste management system to support
greater recovery rates and bring the economic development benefits associated with
recycling to the residents of Michigan and Genesee County alike.

Increasing Genesee County Participation

In studying the participation rates of the local communities in Genesee County, we have
dlscovered there are definite beneflts and obvious shortfalls in resident participation in
the local recycling programs. The

Get FIint Recyeiin‘gl principal shortfall in Genesee
; County is the absence of a
- % Over 65 miillion pounds of waste are residential recycling program in

ggnergted per year by thé Clt\j of Flmjt:. the City of Flint. The City of Flint makes up nearly a quarter of the
population in Genesee County and is behind the times in by not offering
recycling to its residents. Currently we estimate that roughly 5% of
households in the City of Flint are participating in a residential recycling
% Over 40,000 additional hOUSEhOIdS to program. With the implementation of a recycling program, backed by a

have access toTecycling resident education program, the county participation average of 29% could
easily be attainable. Due to the current absence of a program in Flint, we
estimate there are an added 65 million pounds of waste per year going to
area landfills that would otherwise be diverted. Simply adding curbside
recycling in the City of Flint could realistically bring over 12,000 additional
W households into the recycling realm with the adoption of a pilot program
- S W that incorporates neighborhoods gradually.

Opportunity for:

Diversion of 14 millien pounds of waste

from area Iandfllls annually [(assuming the average
6: 69 pounds per househoids perwaeek for cities)
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/ﬁ“he Aluminum can' is ‘infinit,e:;,ly' \

\ - - Alumifium Association )

recyclable. A recycled -can. is
able to be back on'the shelfin as
little as.60 days — using:95%: less' -
energy and 95%less gréenhouse
", gas emissions " than' creating: a.
can from new metal. T

Another serious shortfall is the lack of recycling options for multi-family residents in Genesee
County. The 2010 U.S. Census American Community Survey estimates that multi-family units make
up roughly 17% of the housing in our local communities, and virtually all of them do not offer
recycling to their residents. There are a number of challenges surrounding the waste systems in
place in multi-family housing. Each development contracts with a waste hauler of their choice, and
recycling is generally not a part of that discussion. This is not only a void in our solid waste system,
but a void all over the state and nation. However, some communities have made advances in multi-
family recycling through local ordinances. Ann Arbor, MI currently has a municipal ordinance in

place mandating that all property managers are required to offer their residents the opportunity to recycle. Communities are
encouraged to explore the féasibility.of extending recycling options to multi-family residences by local ordinance or any other
method they choose. Extending these options to multi-family dwellers could equip an additional 27,000 households with the tools
needed to greatly reduce their impact on local waste streams.

Incentive Programs

Incentive programs are not new to the public waste realm by any means, but can
often help achieve favorable results for resource recovery efforts. Affinity programs
and Pay-As-You-Throw waste collection can help communities boost recycling rates
and decrease the amount of waste their residents contribute to Genesee County’s

three landfills.

Affinity Programs

To date, the best method for increasing residential recycling participation locally has
been the addition of a recycling affinity program. These programs encourage
residents to participate in their local curbside recycling program by offering them

“rewards” for doing so. Rewards generally come in the form of discounts and deals to local and national merchants. These programs
track a resident’s participation in the local recycling program and reward them based on their level of participation. Currently,-
Rewards for Recycling is operating in several Genesee County communities and has shown that this program does increase recycling
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participation among local residents. Recyclebank is a similar program operating in the State of Michigan and throughout the nation.

Both programs should be researched to determine the best fit for a particular community.

Pay-As-You-Throw (PAYT) Programs

Currently, in most communities in Genesee County, waste disposal remains inexpensive and
the complete economic benefits of recycling may not be fully accounted for. Most residents
are receiving inexpensive, unlimited trash service. In an effort to moderate this unlimited
waste generation and disposal model, communities are encouraged to explore the benefits of
implementing a pay-as-you-throw collection system. Under a PAYT program residents are
charged for waste collection services based on how much they are throwing away. This pay
structure is similar to other public utilities like electricity, gas, and water. PAYT programs can
be structured in a number of different ways but the most common method is volume-based.
Residents are charged a fee for each cart or bag of trash they put out to the curb each week.
Often communities require that residents purchase special trash bags or affix stickers to bags
of refuse. Currently, the City of Fenton is the only community utilizing a PAYT program in
Genesee County. The key to any first-rate program is education before implementation.
Communities that deem this program a good fit for their residents are encouraged to provide
thorough education on the benefits and guidelines of the program prior to its inception.

Education, Education, Education

One of the biggest barriers to recycling is just a simple lack of knowledge. Residents are not
always readily informed on where to recycle, and what types of materials are accepted—and
it’s really not their fault! Programs change, people move, and contracts expire. It is up to the
trash haulers and local units of governments to keep the residents abreast of what services
are offered when. Unfortunately, staff time and priority is not always given to this activity.
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Pay-As-You-Throw

At a Glarice

v Equitable
PAYT programs are fair programs. .
Resiflents are only charged foi™
the waste theythrow away ‘

v Economical

‘Residents that reduce and recycle

save money—and less waste
hélps municipalities cut costs tod:

1%
v ‘Sustainable
Fewer natural resources are

used and landfill space is saved,
redicing ‘the need to site new ~

facilities.

Source: U.5: Environmental Protection Agency




USDA Rural Solid Waste Grants

Every year, the United States Department of Agriculture accepts applications for solid waste management grants to “provide
technical assistance and/or training to help communities reduce the solid waste stream.” These grants are available to public bodies
as well as private non-profit organizations. As the data shows, the rural areas in Genesee County are marked with some of the lower
rates of recycling. This grant program offers an excellent opportunity for communities to ramp up their education efforts or design a
new education program all together to encourage recycling among their residents. Pointed education directed specifically at the
residents should be considered a priority. Direct mailings with tax bills, local contests, community outreach meetings are all viable
options. These particular grants can range from $15,000 to $200,000 and do not seem to be highly sought after as there are many
repeat grantees from year to year. This is a potential low-hanging fruit for Genesee County and its communities.

County Mini-Grants

Another potential source of education program stimulation could come from the Genesee County Solid Waste program. A mini-grant
program, funded through County solid waste ordinance dollars and administered by county staff, could be offered to localities
throughout Genesee County. County staff would have a yearly “request for proposals” in which they rate and eventually award the
best suited programs. Eligibility would be extended to local governments and non-profits. Currently, a few mini-grants a year
ranging from $5,000 to $10,000 could be supported by the County and could potentially fuel a recycling renaissance.
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