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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 Com posting Programs 

Currently, Genesee County does not track the amount of different types of materials being recycled and com posted 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 com posting programs included in the Selected System. Difficulties encountered during past selection processes are also summarized along with how those problems were addressed: 

Equipment Selection: 

Existing Programs: 
The local municipalities in Genesee County use private waste haulers (with the exception of the City of Flint 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. 

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 

com posting 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 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 

The following estimates the necessary management, 

capital and operational and maintenance requirements 

on an annual basis for each applicable component of 

the solid waste management system. In addition, 

potential funding sources have been identified to 

support those components. 
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Resource Conservation EffortS 

Curbside Recycling, 

Composting 

Resource Recovery Programs 

Household Hazardous Waste 

Collection' 

Volume Reduction Techniques 

Collection Processes 

Transportation 

Disposal Areas 

Future Disposal Area Uses 

Management Arrangements3 

'Educational and Informational 

Programs 

Unknown DPA, Private, Municipalities 

Unknown DPA, Private, Municipalities 

Unknown DPA, Private 

N/A Private Sector 

N/A Private Sector 

N/A Private Sector 

None N/A 

Unknown DPA, Private 

Unknown 
DPA, Solid Waste Ordinance 

Fee - Private Sector 

1 These components and their subcomponents may vary with each system 

2 MLmcipalities contribute on a voluntary basis 

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 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 resourc17 
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: 

Genesee County 

• 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 

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 overall costs to the 
business. Many products in the commercial sector are also lucrative 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 recyc/ables, 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 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.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 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 outline of 
the major advantages and disadvantages for this Selected System . 

. . - - ~ -- ·- --· ---~- ~ .. - - ---~ -- -- 'll---- ----- ----~-~ --~j'dVdntag'"esi .-:J: ;· .. ~ · ·.... .,.:. ··.: < ~ . · ... : ... !' · .. , . • ·-:·:.... • ro /~ ••.• ,. , ~ :t. :lifo •• ,..... -. ~. .... "----~ ... - • ...., •• ..,. ... • ..,.a ..... 

1. 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 knowledgt;! 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. 

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 recove~y programs are limited. 
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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 following 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 Techniques 

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, sl,ting 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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~vantage§ 

N/A 

Qj?advantage.§. 

N/A 
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Public Participation and Approval 

Public Involvement Process 

Planning Process 

Planning Committee Appointment Procedure 
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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 public 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 local 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 
jss. 

I, JOHN J. GLEASON, Counly Clerk of the County of Genesee, Michigan, and Clerk 

of the Genesee County Board of Commissioners, and Clerk of the Circuit Court for said 

County, do hereby certify that I 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. 

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand, and affixed the seal of said 

Court and County, this 9th day of April A.D. 2013. 

GENESEE COUNTY BOARD 
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

JOHN J. GLEASON, Clerk 

R.IECENIEIO! 
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APR 12 2013 
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Thursday, Nove 08,2012 724 

The regular meeting of the Genesee County Board of Commissioners was held in the Willard P. Harris Auditorium. 3"' floor of the Genesee County Administration Building, 1101 Beach Street, in the City of Flint, County of Genesee, State of Michigan, on Thursday, November 08, 2012, commencing at 9:07a.m. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

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

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, OmarA. 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 F. Gleason 
Absent: None 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: None 

PUBLIC ADDRESS BOARD: 

Chairperson Curtis introduced Commissioners - elect 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 Millage on Tuesday. Chairperson Curtis recognized veterans in honor of Veterans Day. 

Sheriff Pickell presented a Certificate of Excellence to Pegge Nolde, Director, Equalization, for her assistance in the May 3-4, 2012 flooding. 

Deborah 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 concerning 
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 
the 4-H Club. 

Ernestine Tune, 5176 Cortland Dr, Grand Blanc Twp, congratulated all candidates and 
addressed the Board concerning 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: 

Corporation 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 authorize Corporation Counsel to send a letter 
to the State regarding changes to the Indigent Defense Fund. 
Supported by Commissioner Ted Henry. Carried 

~ PUBLIC HEARING: 

Chairperson Curtis called a public hearing to order at 9:37 a.m. regarding amendment 
to Solid Waste Plan. 
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Joe Krapohl, President, GCPRC, addressed the Board regarding Richfield Landfill on Mt. Morris Road and distributed copies of the Genesee County and Parks 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 Madore, Richfield Township Supervisor, addressed the Board regarding the leaking cells stating only the old 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 Henry moved that the following Resolution, ttem number B1, as printed on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner Brenda Clack. Carried 

RESOLUTION (12-474) 

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 Commissioners of Genesee Cou~ty. Michigan, that the Equalization Director is authorized, '! upon certification of the election results by the Genesee 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 mill, 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 Controller 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 
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Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number F1, as 
printed on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported tiy Commissioner John Northrup. Carried 

RESOLUTION (12-475) 

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, 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 wtlh the official records of the October 24, 2012 meeting 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 
process far 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 an 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 to change position number 60917 from "Secretary" to "Health Technician," said change being requested to allow more flexibility wtth 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 meeting of the Finance Committee of this Board). 

FINANCE COMMITTEE 
F101012VIIB 
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Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number F3, as printed on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner 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 $113,947.70 as the annual maintenance fee for the OnBase document management system from lmagesoft is approved (a copy of the memorandum request dated October 22, 2012 being on file with the official records of the October24, 2012 meeting of the Finance Committee of this Board). 
FINANCE COMMITTEE 

F101012VIIC 

Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number F4, as printed on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner OmarA. 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 Commissioners of 
Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Controller to correct 
the annualized salary set forth in Resolution 12-434, wherein this Board 
appointed Maxine Daniels to the position of Information Technology 
Department Director, Is approved (a copy of the memorandum request 
dated October 23, 2012 being on file with the official records of the 
October 24, 2012 meeting of the Finance Committee of this Board). 

. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Resolution 12-434 is 
amended to reflect the following information: 

FINANCE COMMITTEE 

F101012VIID 
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Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, Uem number F5, as 
printed on the agenda, be adopted. · 
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup. Carried 

RESOLUTION (12-479) 

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 Depariment for the provision of law 
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enforcement services during the August 2012 "Back to the Bricks" event in 
the City of Flint is approved. 

FINANCE COMMITIEE 
F101012VIIE 
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Commissioner Omar A. Sims moved that the following Resolution, item number G1, as prtnted on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner Brenda Clack. Gamed 

RESOLUTION (12-480) 

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, allows and authortzes 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 COMMmEE 
G103112VIIA 

Commissioner OmarA. Sims moved that the following Resolution, item number G2, as prtnted on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner Brenda Clack. Gamed 

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 Regional 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 wtth 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 execute the contract on behalf of Genesee County. 

GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS COMMITIEE 

G103112VIID 
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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 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 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 Resolution no. 12-460, so that the posttion may 
be filled as soon as practicable in accordance with County policy and any 
applicable collective bargaining agreement. 

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS COMMITIEE 
(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 Corporation, 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, Ml 48503 ("CMH") (the County, Sheriff and CMH together being the "Parties"). 

1. Term 
1.1 The term of this Contract commences on November 9, 2012, and shall be effective through September 30, 2013 (the "Term"). This contract 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 Heanh 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 to ratify this Contract by this date shall automatically terminate this Contract effective February 22, 2013. 

2. Purpose 

This contract is entered into for the purpose of the Sheriff providing a Genesee County Sheriffs deputy who is a certified police officer to act as the Resource Officer to Genesee County Community Mental Health. 3. Scope of Work 

The County agrees to assign a certified pollee 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"). 

4. Compensation 

4.1 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 Term described 
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above. (See Exhibit A which Is 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, workefs 
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 casts in excess 
of the estimated motor pool allowance based on use and the 
costs of fuel. 

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

4.2 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 shall be made by the Genesee 
County Controller. Payments for such costs shall be made 
promptly by CMH to the County within thirty (30) days of 
receipt of the County's invoice and supporting 
documentation. 

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

4.4 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 backflling of the position when an 
assigned individual is absent due to illness or vacation. 
CMH agrees to pay au. costs, dollar for dollar, associated 
with such additional coverage, If CMH chooses to request it. 

4.5 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 (labor union) of the employees or as 
a result of rate 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 costs. 
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4.6 The County and the Sheriff agree that overtime incurred during the period covered by this Contract shall be kept to a 
minimum. The County and Sheriff further agree to report 
overtime costs, if any, to CMH monthly. 

5. Taxes. 

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

6. Contract Administrator 

The contract administrator for 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. 

7. Termination 

7.1 Any party may terminate this Contract for any reason upon 
written notice to the other parties of not less than forty-five 
(45) days prior 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, 
$99,060.00 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. 

8. Nondiscrimination 

The Parties covenant that they will not discriminate against an employee or applicant of employment with respect to hire, tenure, terms, conditions, or privileges of employment, or a matter 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, minorities or persons with disabilities in providing services covered by this Contract. Breach of this covenant shall be regarded as a material breach of this Contract. 

734 



Thursday, Nc •erOS, 2012 

9. 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, et seq., known as the "Freedom of Information 
Acf'. 

10. Liability 

Each party to this Agreement will remain responsible lor any claims arising 
out of that party's performance of this Agreement, as provided for in this 
Agreement or by Jaw. 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 lor claims 
arising out of the performance of this Agreement. 

11. General Provisions 

11.1 Entire 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, tenns, conditions, or obligations 
relating to the Services other than those contained herein. 
In the event of a conflict between this Contract and any 
Exhibit, the terms of this Contract shall control. 

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

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

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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30055 Salary Overtime 

30065 Overtime Holiday Pay 

30070 Salary Premium 

30060 Longevity 

SALARIES Total 46,213 

33010 Social Security 3,535 

33045 Medical Insurance 14,474 

33060 Optical Insurance 198 

33060 Dental Insurance 1,032 

33085 Life Health Insurance 1,350 

33095 Retirement 4,621 

33110 Workers Compensation 1,479 

33125 Unemployment 185 

33126 Post-Retirement Benefits 9,243 

FRINGES Total 36,117 

35050 Supplies Computer 

35160 Laundry Robes Uniforms 550 

65070 Equipment 

75025 Motor Pool Charges 15,000 

80025 Governmental Service Fee 1,180 
OTHER NON-PERSNL EXP. 
Total 16,730 

EXPENSE Total 99,060 
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Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, nem number H1, as printed on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner OmarA. 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 alarms in GCCARD weatherized homes, funded by a grant from FlinUGenesee County Green and Healthy Homes Initiative in the amount of $63,650, is approved (a copy of the memorandum request dated October 24,2012 and the proposed 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 

H1 02412VIIA2 

Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the follo"(ing Resolution, item number H2, as printed on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner OmarA. 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 October 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: 

739 

Modification lntont/S ocifics Fundin Chan e 

01s.JOA-11 EXT# 130-JVET-13 

(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 meeting of the Human Services Committee of this 
Board), and the Executive Director of GCCARD is authorized to sign said 
document on behalf of Genesee County. 

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 

H1 02412VIIA3 

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

RESOLUTION (12-485) 

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE 
GENESEE COUN1Y 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 authorize acceptance of $53,982 in grant funding from 
the US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention for the REACH/GEED 
program, to permit completion of the work related to the Genesee County 
REACH US project, far the period October 1, 2012 through November 29, 
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 October 18, 2012 and supporting 
documentation being an file with the official records of the October 24, 
2012, meeting of the Human Services Committee of this Board). 

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
H102412VIIB1 
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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 OmarA. 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 Genesee County, Michigan, that the request by the Genesee County Health Officer to approve the amendment to the professional services contract between Genesee County and lnnerCity Production, LLC, P.O. Box 320992, Flint, Ml 48532, funded by the REACH US/ CEED 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 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 COMMIITEE 

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 (12-487) 

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 Blvd., Ann Arbor, Ml 48104, funded by the REACH US/ GEED 
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grant, to extend the current contract through November 29, 2012, said 
contract having been previously extended through September 29, 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 1 B, 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 

-H102412VIIB3 
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Commissioner Brenda Clack moved that the following Resolution, item 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 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 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 

H102412VIIB4 
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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 Northrup. Carried 

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 to 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 memorandum request dated October 18, 2012 and Comprehensive Agreement being on file with the official records of the October 24, 2012 meeting of the Human Services Committee of this Board). 

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITIEE 

H102412VIIB5 

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, (vlichigan, 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 October 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 attend the 
2012 Michigan Association of Senior Centers Conference being held at 
the Crystal Mountain Resort in Thompsonville, Ml for the period November 
7-9, 2012, expenses in the amount of $500 to be paid from the Senior 
Millage. 

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITIEE 

H102412VIIC1 & C2 
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Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, ilem number P1, as 
printed on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner John Northrup. Carried 

RESOLUTION (12-491) 

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 into a contract with Avalon 
Technologies at a price not to exceed $515,000.00, Is approved (a copy of 
the memorandum request dated October 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 
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execute the final negotiated contract on behalf of Genesee County upon review by Genesee County Corporation Counsel. 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMIITEE 
P103112VIA 

744 

Commissioner Ted Henry moved that the following Resolution, item number P2, as printed on the agenda, be adopted. 
Supported by Commissioner Fred Sha/tz. 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 October 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 COMMIITEE 

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 (12-493) 

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 bold print on the one 
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page document captioned Bid Tabulation - #12-026-2013 Vehicles 
(attached} are hereby accepted, and the Purchasing Director is directed to 
present the 2013 Genesee County Vehicle Replacement Plan to the Motor 
Pool Subcommittee of the Public Works Committee. 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 

P103112VIIC 

GENESEE COUNTY BIDTABULATIOH (local Preference Policy)- #12·026- 2013 VEHICLES· 
Company: Graff Applegate Simms 

Chevrolet Chevrolet Chevrolet 
City: DavisOfl Aint Clio 

Vehicle 

2013 GM CC1070!>, Chev Tahoe, 2WD, 40R $ 25,845.00 $26,576.65 s 27,292.12 

2013 GM CK10706, Chev Tahoe 1/2 T, 4WD, 4DR s 30,266.00 s 30,641.20 s 31,389.00 

2013 GM 1EW19, C.hev Caprice Police Patrol Veh, 4 OR, Sdn s 27,181.00 s 27,056,05 s 27,589.00 

2013 GM 1EW19, Chev Caprice Detective, 4DR, Sedan s 26,565.00 $ 26,439,80 $ 26.'J4Z.OO 

2013 GM 1WS19, Chev Impala Pollee 4DR Sedan $ 20,436.00 s 21,131.66 $ 21,646.00 

2013 GM 1WS19, Chev Impala Pollee, 4DR, Sedan s 20,049.00 $20,744.91 s 21,249.00 

22013 GM 1Pl69, Chev Cruze LS, 40R, Sedan s 16,899.00 s 17,313.88 s 17,647.00 

2013 GM 1GEI69, ChevMallbu LS, -40R, Sedan s 18,963.00 s 19,137.43 s 19,586.00 

2013 GM 4GB69, Buick LaCros5e, 4DR, FWD Sedan $No Bid S No Bid $No Bid 

2013 GM 4GR69, Buick Re!!,al 4DR, Sedan $No Bid $No Bid $No Bid 

2013 GM CG1340!i, 135" WB, Chev Express 
112 T Cargo, RWD, Van s 17,803.00 s 19,578.25 s 20,149.00 

2013 GM CG23-405, 135" WB, Chev Expre5S 
3f4 T Cargo, RWD, Van $ 18,975.00 520,750.01 $21,319.00 

2013 GM CG3)405, 135" WB, ChevExpress 
1 T Cargo, RWD, Van s 21,283,00 523,457.51 523,986.00 

2013 GM CG33706, 155" WB, Olev Express 
Passenger LS, 1 T Van, RWD $ 24,430.00 s 27,204.75 s 27,758.0(1 

2013 GM CG33705, 155" WB, Chev Express 
I T Cargo Van, RWO s 22,079.00 s 24,254.00 s 24,791.00 

2013 GMCC10903, 133~ WB, Chev Silverado 
Reg Cab, 112 T, 2WD, P/U s 16,635.00 $ 17,309.71 s 17,944.00 

2013 GM CC11l903, 133"WB, Chev Silverado 
Re!Z Cab, 112 T, 2WO, PJU s 16,456.00 517,030.96 s 17,674.1)0 

2013 GM CC209D3, 131,7" WB, Chev Silverado 
HO, 3/4 T, Reg Cab, 2WO, PfU s 19,899.00 s 19,963.50 s 20,591.00 

2013 GM CK109D3, 133.0"' WB, Chev Silverado 
Reg Cab, 1/2 T, 4WO, P/U $ 20,200,00 s 20,975.46 s 21,596,00 

2013 GM CC10753 143.5" WB, Chev Silverado 
Ext Cab, 1/2 T, 2WD, P/U $ 18,306.00 s 19,680.70 s 20,324.00 

2013 GM CK20903, 133.7" WB, Chev Silverado 
Reg Cab. HD 314 T, 4WD, PJU s 23,282.00 s 24,092.81 $ 24,381.00 

201l GM CK20903, 133.7" WB, Chev Silverado 
Reg Cab, HDJI4T,4WO, PIU, s 30,596.00 s 31,407.06 s 31,712.00 

2013 GM CK20753, 144.2" WB, Chev Silverado 
Ext Cab, HD 314 T, 4WO, PIU s 24,797.00 s 26,007.26 s 26,321.00 

2013 GM CIQ0953, 158.2" WB, Chev Silverado $ 24,874.00 s 26,184.72 s 26,495.00 
Ext Cab, HO l/4 T, 4WO, PIU 

745 

Shaheen 
Chevrolet 

Lansing 

525,846.65 

$ 29,826.20 

s 27,611.05 

s 26,994.80 

s 20,437.6!1 

s 20,050.91 

s 17,693.88 

s 19,657.93 

$No Bid 

$No Bid 

5 No Bid 

$No Bid 

5 No Bid 

S No Bid 

$No Bid 

S No Bid 

S No Bid 

S No Bid 

$No Bid 

$No Bid 

S No Bfd 

S No Bid 

S No Bid 

$No Bid 
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25. 2013 GMCK20753, 144.Z"WB, ChevSilverado 
Ext Cab, HD3/4T, 4WDP/U $ 32,-411,00 s 33,311.51 s 33,638.00 $No Rid 26. 2013 GM CKZ095l, 158.2'" WB, Chev Silverado 
Ext Cab, HD 3/4 T, 4WD P/U $ 32,188.00 s 33,498.95 s 33,797.00 $No Bid 27. 2013 GM CK20743, 153.7'' WB, Chev Silverado 
Crew Cab, HD 314 T, 4WD P/U s 25,476.00 $27,186.70 s 27,497.00 $No Bid 28. 2013 GM CK20743, 153.7" WB, Chev Silverado 
Crew Cat>, HD J/4 T, 4WD, J>/U $ 32,790,00 s 34,500.95 s 34,820.00 S No Bid 29. 2013 GM CK20943, 167.7" WB, Chev Silverado 
Crew Cab, HD J/4 T, 4WD, P/U $ 25,653,00 s 27,364.16 $ 27,686.00 5 No Bid 30. 2013 GM CK20943, 167.7" WB, Chev Silverado 
Crew cab, HO 3/4 T 4WD, P/U $ 32,555.00 s 33,930.41 s 34,581.00 5 No Bid 31. 2013 GM (100903, 13J.r WE, Chev Silverado 
Reg Cab, HD l/4 T, Crew Cab 4WD, PIU s 23,952.00 $24,127.00 s 24,771.00 $No B!d 32. 2013 GM (100903, 133.7• WS, Chev Silverado 
Reg Cab, HD 1 T, 4WO, PIU $ 31,640.00 $31,815.30 5 32,469.00 $No Bid 33. 2013 GM CK30943, 167.7- W8, Chev Silverado 
Crew Cab, HO 1 T, 2WO, P/U $ 16,901.00 527,676.36 $28,318.00 S No Bid 34. 2013 GM CR14526, ChevTraverse LS, FWD, 4DR $ 24,575.00 5 No Bid $ 24,521.00" $No Bid 

'(2012 LS) 35. 2013 GM 1LF26, Chev Equinox LS, FWD, 4DR 520,109.00 520,984.36 $21,516.00 $ 19,017.30 This is a draft tabulation. Eo tries are as recorded during bld oJ1€ning, may Include Incorrect price extensions or transcription errors, and are subject to change lf conflic:Ung information Is discovered during analysis of the bid responses. t2-o26bt 

LAUDATORY RESOLUTION: 

Commissioner Fred Shaltz moved that the following Laudatory Resolution be adopted. Supported by Commissioner Ted Henry. Carried 

RESOLUTION (12-L18) 

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

WHEREAS, Sister Dye is the third of nine children bam to the late Mr. and Mrs. Bynum and Hattie James, Water Valley, Mississippi. She graduated from Water Valley High School and attended Rust College, Holly Spring, Mississippi; and 

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

WHEREAS, Sister Dye became a member of the Metropolttan Baptist Tabernacle under Reverend Dr. Thomas Ballou and is presently serving under the leadership of Reverend Carlos D. Williams; is active in 



Thursday, Nc er 08, 2012 

the Wolverine State Baptist Convention (serving as Woman'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, National and community activities while she worked for 31 years at 
AC Spark Plug Division of General Motors; and 

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

"I will 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: 

747 

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

JAMIE W. CURTIS, CHAIRPERSON 

MICHAEL J. CARR, CLERK 



STATE OF MICIUGAN 
County of Genesee 

) 

Being duly sworn deposes and say he/she is Principal Clerk of 

THE FLINT JOURNAL 
DAILY EDmON 

a newspaper published and cin:;ulated in the County ofGen~ee and otherwise qualified nccording ro SupreD)e 
Court Rule; and that the annexed notice, taken from said paper, has been duly published in sald paper on the 
following day{days) 

.'3epfem IHr o73A.D. 20 -'=------------
Sworn to and subscribed before me this day of 20.../s2,__ 

' 
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fum: "'Si.mmmm1 ,. Crmm;,,;ogland Auth!Xitin "' PhnninrC!)!l!mjnign 
,. Publie'!'fqtjm _ 

» D!&fl Solid. Wa.ue~hru.!=~ntPbn.o\m~ndment Publie Co!lllllentPedod. and Pul:llcHe&rin! 

ATTEI\'TION! 

PUBLIC COM~IINT PERIOD & PliBLIC HL\Rlli"G' 

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan Amendment tlmt is authorized under Act 451, Part 

115 of the Mchigan Environmental Protection Act. 1994 will be released for public rruew and 

commm. The release of the draft plan amendment is the first task .in the apprcnonl process of the plan. 

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 can be u<.iewed 

at the main branch of the Flint Pub tic Library, the headquarters of the Genesee District Library,loca1 units 

of govmunent. the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) offices, and·at the 

GO.IPC Website. GCMPC office hours are Monda)• through 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: 

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

Harris Auditorium, 3~ Floor 
Genesee County Admiuistr3tion Bni1ding 

1101 Beach Street Flint 

This hearing ccmp6es with the intent oftl1e :Michigan ~ironmental Proteclion Act, 19?4. The Genesee 

County Melropo!itan Planning Commission will furnish reasonable auxiliary aids and services to 
indhidnals \'.ith disabilities npon request. lndividnals with disabilities requiring auxiliary aids and sen ices 

should contact the Plruming Commission by \\rl:ing or calling the address listed below. 

After the comment period, the Solid Waste Management Planning Committee with make any necessary 

c:hange:s based on comments receh-ed. either~ writing or at the public hearing.. All written comments 

should be submitted in ·writing to: 

Genesee Cormty Metropolitan Planning Commission 
_Attn: :Mr. Jason Nordberg 

1101 Beach Street. Room 223 
Flint. MI48502 

Phone: (810)-257-3010 Facsimile: (810)-25i-3185 
E-mail: gcmpclii:co.genesee.mius 

Michigan Relay Center. l-800-6-19-377i or 711 
"AnEqum Opportucity Orgocizo~on" 
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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 Street. Room 223, Flint. Michigan. 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

.iaJ Chairman Brake called lhe meeling to order of 2:05 pm. 

II. ROLL CALL 

-~ Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Bob Thornton. Derek Bradshaw. Jacky King, Pegge 
Adams. Rebecca Fedewa, Mike Csapo, Paul Brake, John Morrissey. 
Absent/Excused: Dan Gudgel, Fred Domine, Holly Lubowick.i, Bernie Scibienski, Jason 
Gagne. 
Others Present: Tim Church, Dominic Remmes, Joseph Madore. Jason Nordberg, Kelly 
Richardson. 

Ill. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
~None. 

IV. MINUTES 
Minutes of the Jcmumy 17.2013 Regular Meeting 
_iaj Motion: Action: Approve. Moved by Mike Csapo, Seconded by Jacky King, to 
approve the minutes of the January 17, 2013 meeting, as written. 

V. COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE Of THE BOARD OF 
COMMISSIONERS CHANGES TO SWP 

~ Ms. Richardson reviewed the one change proposed by the Community and 
Economic Development Committee, in regards to the Richfield landfill property 
description, and stated that this committee must discuss it and provide a written 
statement back to the Board of Commissioners. Discussion ensued. Comments were 
heard from Joe Madore. Richfield Township Supervisor, and Dominic Remmes of Brent 
Run landfill. 
~ Motion: Action: Approve. Moved by Mike Csapo, Seconded by Amy Freeman­
Rosa, to approve the facility description for the Richfield Landfill, including that the total 
area 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 unariimously. 

~ 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 unanimously. 

VI.ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. Brake adjourned the meeting at 3:06 pm. 

Respectfully submitfed. 
Nichole Odetfe. Secretary 



, ... -. 

GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING 
January 17, 2013, 2:00p.m. 

MINUTES 

The Solid Waste Management Planning Committee met at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday. January 17, 2013. in the Conference Room of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission {GCMPC). 1101 Beach Street. Room 223. Rint, Michigan. 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
WJ· Chairman Brake called the meeting to order at 2:02p.m. and introduced the new Secretary, Nicho!e Odette. Mr. Brake asked the members to introduce themselves by name and affiliation. 

II. ROLL CALL 
~ Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa. Bob Thornton. Dan Gudgel. Derek Bradshaw. fred Domine, Jason Gagne, John Morrissey, Mike Csapo. Paul Brake, Pegge Adams. Rebecca Fedewa. 

Absent/Excused: Bernie Scibienski, Holly Lubowicki, Jacky Kfng. 

others present: Joseph Madore. Jason Nordberg, Kelly Richardson. 

Ill. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
~None. 

IV. MINUTES 
Minutes of lhe September 20. 2012 Regular Meeting 
fli Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Pegge Adams, Seconded by Bob Thomton to approve the minutes of the September 20,2012 meeting, as written. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

V. COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 
if11· Ms. Richardson briefed the comm"lftee on the comments received by the DEQ and a Resolution from the Genesee County Parks and Recreation Commission. Ms. Richardson discussed the minor updates staff made to the SWMP. per comments received. Discussion ensued. 

VI. FINAL PLAN DRAFT 
tej Ms. Richardson stated that although staff is not requesting commiffee approval of the SWMP today, it should be presented to the Board of Commissioners within the next 

30 days. Discussion ensued. IV 



~ Motion: Action: Approve. Moved by John Morrissey, Seconded by Jason Gagne to 

approve !he final draft of !he SWMP. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

VII. TIMELINE PROGRESS 

J?ll Ms. Richardson stated that now approved, lhe SWMP 'Nill go to the Board of 
Commissioner's C& ED Committee meeting on February l31n, then on to the full Board 
on March 2Qih. If approved. slaff will !hen presenl !he SWMP lo all 33 local unils; 
however, an approval rate of 67% is required before the SWMP can be sen1 to the DEQ. 

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

concerns. 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 

fM1 Mr. Brake adjourned the meeting at 2:56p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Nichola Odette. Secretary 
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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, 2"0 FLOOR 
THURSDAY. SEPTEMBER 20, 2012 

2:00P.M. 

MINUTES 

1. Introductions 

~~RollCall. 
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 Morrissey. 
Staff Present: Derek Bradshaw. Peggy Cole, Jason Nordbert. Kelly 
Richardson 
Others Present: Pegge Adams. Joe Madore, Carol Hinterman. Bobbie 
Walton 

II. Opportunity for Public Comment 

~ Carol Hinterman 
PeggeAdams 

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 
K:\WASTEMGT\20 II Pion Amend\SWMPC\20 12\Minules\Seplember M!NUTES.doc 



IV. 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. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

V. Final Plan Draft (attached)*" 

~ Kelly Richardson reviewed. 

~ Motion: Approve with new verb age in the conclusion regarding 

Richfield landfill, and release for 90 day public comment, Moved by Bernie 

Scibienski, Seconded by Jason Gagne. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

VI. Timeline Progress (attached) 

~ Kelly Richardson summarized. 

VII. October/November Meeting Change 

~ Because of the public cornrnent period, there will be no SWMPC 

meetings in October or November, unless necessary for urgent business. 

VIII. Adjournment 
~ Chairperson Brake, without objection, adjourned the meeting at 2:55 

p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Peggy Cole, Secretary 
GCMPC 



STATF.OF MICHIGAN 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
LANSTNO 

RICK SNYDER 

January 4, 2013 

Ms. Kelly Richardson, 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
1101 Beach Street, Room 223 
Flint, Michigan 48502 

Dear Ms. Richardson: 

DE~ 
DAN WYANT 

IJIRECTOR 

IRECii:ru'IED 
GENESEE CO(Il>ffi' 

J~<i>l I 0 1013 

puJ~~~IOIJ 
SUBJECT: 2012 Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan Amendment 

The Department of Environmental QuafJty (DEQ} received and reviewed the 
documentation provided by the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission for 
the draft2012 Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan (Plan) Amendment 90-day public comment period 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. 

Please note that there is a Jot of duplicative language is found in the Plan Amendment and the Technical Reports and Genesee County Recyding Assessment (Recycling 
Assessment) found in the Appendix; therefore, please ensure that all changes identified in this letter within the Plan Amendment are also corrected in.the appropriate areas 
within the Technical Repons and Recycling Assessment. 

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

Once an acronym is identified, please continue to use it throughout lhe Plan 
Amendment. One example, on page 12, first sentence, the Plan Amendment identifies 'the Genesee Metropofitan Planning Commission as MGCMPCn and again identifies the 
same acronym on page 19. 

Additionally, please use acronyms consistently throughout the Plan Amendment. One 
example, on page 7, third·paragraph,·first sentencel the Plan Amendment identifies the Michigan Department of Environmental Quafity as '!MDEQ"; however, on page 9, third 
paragraph, the Plan Amendment identifies HDEQ~ and in the fourth paragraph on page 9 identifies the same entity as ~Michigan DEQ: 

CONSTI1Un0N HALL • 525 WEST ALLEGAN STREET· P .0. SOX 30473 • I.AI'>IS!NG, MICHIGAN 46909-7!173 
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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 sections. 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. Therefore, the 

title should be "2012 Plan Amendment Cover Page." 

Pages 4-5, Table of Contents, The Selected Solid Waste System, does no! identify 

where the siting procedure or local ordinance and regulations sections are in the Plan 

Amendment. Please add these s~ctions as appropriate to the Table of Contents. 

Page 9, Executive Summary, Conclusions, Richfield Landfill, while not an approval 

issue; the Plan Amendment specifically describes this facility and does not 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 facilities located in the County 

as well or, alternatively, delete the description for the Richfield Landfill. 

Page 29, Database Section, Total Waste Generated, does identify the total waste 

generated for each sector; however, the DEQ format requires the fallowing two items to 

be included in !he Plan: "Total Quantity of Solid Waste Generated" and "T alai Quantity 

of Solid Waste Needing Dispasai.D Also, the total quantity of solid waste needing 

disposal is the total waste generated minus any existing diversion programs. This 

section allows the OEQ 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 Pli:m Amendment. 

Similarly, page 31, Database Section, Solid Waste Collection SeiVices 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 System Section, Importation and 

Exportation Authorizations, last paragraph states, u ••• Genesee County may authorize all 

other Michigan counties for importation and exportation of solid waste not specifically 

listed in the Import and Export AuthorizatiOn Tables pending future solid waste 

import/export authorizations requests.H The Plan Amendment must specifically identify 

the counties that are authorized for importation and exportation. As discussed with you 

on December 19, 2012, the County can either list all of the desired import/export 
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Ms. Kelly Richardson 3 January 4, 2013 

counties for authorization; then let the reciprocity exist, if and only if, the imparting or 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 order 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 footnote in the table appears to 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 8 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 should be moved to the "Siting Review Procedures" found on page 83 of the Plan Amendment under the QSiting Criteria and Procedures" section. 

Pages 50 through 56, Facility Descriptions, none of these pages are labeled with a page number; please add page numbers appropriately. For clarification purposes only, please note the "Site Size" information found an each of the facility description pages identifies the ~total area sited far use~ acreage. The facility would be authorized 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 confusion if language would be added to this section indicating that the all sited for use acreages identified under the facility descriptions far Genesee County facilities are authorized by the Plan Amendment. 

Also, while nat an approval issue·, because the Plan Amendment does nat contain a siting process, if any Mure 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, "They must provide local ordinances or other mechanisms to ensure that solid waste is disposed of according to Act 451 .... n Please note that any ordinance, law, rule, regulation, policy or practice of a municipality, county, or government authority, which prohibits or regulates 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 conflict with Part 115, Solid Waste Management, of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended and is not enforceable. Therefore, once 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, Selected Solid Waste Management System Section, Michigan Department of 

Environmental Quality, last sentence states, "The DEO also oversees the Genesee 

County Solid Waste and Recycling Program, including the preparation and 

implementation of the Solid Waste Management Plan ... While the DEQ does oversee 

these programs, it should be noted that the implementation of the Plan is done within 

and by the County. 

Additionally, the DEQ does approve County Solid Waste Management Plans (County 

Plans) and will prepare those County Plans when the county and municipaltlies decline 

to prepare a plan update; however, the preparation of a County Plan is usually the 

responsibility 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 government without further authorization from or 
amendment to the Plan." However, there were no allowable areas of local regulation 

identified. Please make sure to either uncheck this box or list the areas of regulation 

that are allowed. 

Appendix 0, 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 location 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-mail at millerc1@michigan.gov; or DEQ, P.O. Box 30241, Lansing, 

Michigan 48g09-7741. 

Si"Ce!ef~l-l-/ /1 ~ 1 1:1,1 11, -v 
( u(); 
thfi na Miller 
Sustainable Materials Management Unit 
Solid Waste Section 
Office of Waste Management and 

Radiological 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 COMMIS·J[~~ 
RESOLUTION NO. OlJl..-12 1'\!J\f 3 2 2012 

\llE111!GOt8~~\0~ 
pU\HHIN 

WHEREAS, the Genesee County 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 pursuant to Solid Waste Disposal Area Operating License, a Corrective Action Plan and Consent Judgement issued by or approved by the Michigan Department 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, among 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 Landfill be operated in compliance with Part 115, Solid Waste Management, of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, Michigan Complied laws 324.11501 et seq, and the administrative rules promulgated pursuant to the Act; and 

WHEREAS, the operators of the Landfill have not complied with these requirements; and 

WHEREAS, theGeneseeCountyMetropolitan 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 ofthe 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 conditions 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 eventually into the Holloway Reservoir. 

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 conditions 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 
opinion of the Planning Commission, ensure a proper, efficient and safe operation of the 
Landfill to protect the surrounding landowners 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. 

I do hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by vole 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 

By: WILLIAM C. LUCAS 
Its: SECRETARY 

C:\Server Data\master\Gen Co Parks Commission\Resolutions 20 12\Richfield Landfill I 0 20 12.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, 2•• FLOOR 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 20,2012 

2:00P.M. 

MINUTES 

I. Introductions 

~~RollCall. 
Present: Bernie Scibienski, Bob Thornton, Don 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 Nordberl. Kelly 
Richardson 
Others Present: Pegge Adams, Joe Madore. Carol Hinterman, Bobbie 
Walton 

II. Opportunity for Public Comment 

~ Carol Hinterman 
Pegge Adams 

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 
K:\ WASTEMGT\2011 Pion Amend\SWMPt\2012\Minules\Seplember MINUTES.doc 



IV. 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. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

V. Final Plan Draft (attached)''' 

~ Kelly Richardson reviewed. 

~ Motion: Approve with new verbage in the conclusion regarding 

Richfield landfill. and release for 90 day public comment. Moved by Bernie 

Scibienski, Seconded by Jason Gagne. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

VI. Timeline Progress (attached) 

~ Kelly Richardson summarized. 

VII. October/November Meeting Change 

~ Because of the public comment period, there w~l be no SWMPC 

meetings in October or November, unless necessary for urgent business. 

VIII. Adjournment 
~ Chairperson Brake, without objection, adjourned the meeting at 2:55 

p.rn. 

Respectfully 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. 2"0 FLOOR 

I. Introductions 

THURSDAY. AUGUST 16, 2012 
2:00P.M. 

A-G-E-N-0-A 

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

Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa. Bob Thornton. Jacky King. Jason Gagne. John 
Morrissey, Mike Csapo. Patrick Gleason. Paul Brake. 

Absent/Excused: Bernie Scibienski. Dan Gudgel, Fred Domine. Holly 
Lubowicki. Rebecca Fedewa. 

II. Opportunity for Public Comment 

No public comments. 

Ill. Minutes of the July 19. 2012 SWMPC (attached)*'* 

~Motion: Approve. Moved by Mike Csapo. Seconded by Jason Gagne. 

Motion passed unanimously. 

IV. Import/Export Authorizations (attached)*** 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION 

K:\WASTEMGT\2011 Plan Amend\SWMPC\2012\Minutes\August Agenda for SWMPC Minutes.d= 



~ No Action taken-will revisit in September. 

V. Final Plan Draft (attached) 

,~ Ann Marie Kerby reviewed 

VI. Timeline Progress (attached) 

-~ Kelly Richardson reviewed 

VII. Adjournment 

~ Mr. Bradshaw announced that Ms. Kerby was leaving for a job in Cincinnati. 

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

•••Action Item 

Respectfully 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, 2"0 FLOOR 

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

I. Introductions 

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

II. Opportunity for Public Comment 
~ There were no public comments. 

Ill. Minutes of the June 21. 2012 SWMPC (attached)"* 
~ ~ Motion: To approve, Moved by Amy Freeman-Rosa. Seconded by 

Mike Csapo. 
Motion 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 imparl/export. Action: Approve. Moved 
by Dan Gudgel. Seconded by Rebecca Fedewa. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION 
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Motion passed by a vote of 5 yeas, 1 nay 

VI. Executive Summary Draft (attached} 

~ 

VII. Import/Export Letter Response Update 

~ 

VIII. Timeline Progress (attached} 

~ 

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

Bob Thornton. 

•u Action Item 
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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, 2•• FLOOR 

I. Introductions 
~RollCall. 

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

DRAFT MINUTES 

Present: Bob Thornton, Jason Gagne, John Morrissey. Mike Csapo, 
Paul Brake, Rebecca Fedewa, Lee McAllister. 
Absent/Excused: Amy Freeman-Rosa. Bernie Scibienski, Dan 
Gudgel, Fred Domine, Holly Lubowicki, Jacky King, Patrick Gleason. 

The meeting was called to order at 2:03p.m .• by Vice Chairperson Bob 
Thornton. however, Chairperson Paul Brake arrived shortly thereafter and 
chaired the remainder of the meeting. 

II. Opportunity for Public Comment 
~ There was no public comment{s). 

Ill. Minutes of the May 17, 2012 SWMPC {attached)**' 

~ ~ Motion: To approve the Minutes of the May 17, 2012 SWMPC meeting, as 
written • Action: Approve, Moved by Bob Thornton. Seconded by John Morrissey. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

IV. Technical Report 3 {attached)'*' 

~ No action taken, will reconsider next month. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION 
DB: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 I nay {Morrissey) 

VI. Technical Report 4 Draft {handout) 

VII. Presentation on Facility Tours 

VIII. Presentation on MDEQ Meeting 

IX. Tirneline Progress {attached) 

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

••• Action Item 

Respectfully submitted, 
Peggy Cole, Secretary 
GCMPC 
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FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470 

JULIE A. HJNTERMAN 
IHRECTOR<OORDI!IATOR 

GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE 
GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 

1101 BEACH STREET 
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION 

CONFERENCE ROOM, 2"" FLOOR 

I. Introductions 
RollCall. 

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

A-G-E-N-D-A 

Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa, Bernie Scibienski. Bob Thornton, Dan 
Gudgel, Fred Domine, Holly Lubowicki. John Morrissey, Julie Hinterman. 
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 

Ill. Minutes of April 19, 2012 (attached)'" 
~ ~ Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Amy Freeman-Rosa, 
Seconded by Bernie Scibienski. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

IV. Technical Report 2 (attached)*" 
~ ~ Motion: , Action: Approve, Moved by Dan Gudgel, Seconded by 

John Morrissey. 
Moti9n passed unanimously. 

V. Technical Report 3 Draft (attached) 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION 
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VI. Import/Export Authorization Letter Draft (attached) 

~ 

VII. Michigan Recycling Coalition Conference Update 

~ 

VIII. Kent County MRF Update 

IX. Facility Tours Update 
~ 

X. Technical Report 4- Selected Solid Waste System and Implementation 

Strategy (attached) 

~ 
XI. Timeline Progress (attached) 

~ 

XII. Adjournment 
~3:20p.m. 

""•Action Item 
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GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE 
GENESEE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 

II 01 BEACH STREET 
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION 

CONFERENCE ROOM, 2ND FLOOR 

THURSDAY, APRILI9, 2012 
2:00P.M. 

MINUTES 

I. Introductions 

Roll Call. Present: Bernie Scibienski. Bob Thornton, Dan Gudgel, Fred 
Domine, Jason Gagne, Julie Hintermon, Mike Csapo, Paul Brake .... 
Absent/Excused: Amy Freeman-Rosa. Holly Lubowicld, Jacky King, John 
Morrissey. Patrick Gleason, Rebecca Fedewa. 

II. Opportunity for Public Comment 

..... Ill. Minutes of March 15,2012 {attbched) 

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

Motion passed unanimously . 

... IV. Genesee County Recycling Assessmenl &. Strategies {alfached) 

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

Motion passed unanimously. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION 
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IV. Inventory of Solid Waste A:,eas and Deficiencies in the Solid Waste System 

Technical Report & Summary (handout) 

Ms. Kerby made a PowerPoint Presentation 

VI. Goals and Objectives (handout) 

VII. Timeline Progress 

VII. Adjournment 

Chairperson Brake adjourned the meeting at 3:28 p.m . 

.. *Action Item 

Others present: Derek Bradshaw, Jason Nordberg, Kelly Richardson, Ann Marie Kerby, 

Peggy Cole and Commissioner Northrup. *Mr. King arrived and picked up all the 

information, but had to leave before the meeting, so he did not vote. 



GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WAST~ MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE 

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

[~ CALL TO ORDER- the meeting was called to order at 2:00 p.m. 

I. INTRODUCTIONS 
Roll Call. 

Present: Amy Freeman-Rosa. Bernie 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 

~~II. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 

[~Ill. MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 16, 2012 
Motion: to approve the minutes of February 16.2012 as presented, 
Action: Approve, Moved by Bob Thornton. Seconded by Amy Freeman­
Rosa. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

[~IV. 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, A~tion: Approve, Moved by 
Bernie Scibienski, Seconded by Bob Thornton. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

----------------·----·--- . 



~~VI. PUBLIC NEEDS ASSESSMENT 

~~VII. WORKING SESSION 

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

WASTE SYSTEM 

~~VIII. TIMELINE PROGRESS 

I~ IX. ADJOURNMENT 
Chairperson Paul Brake adjourned the meeting at 3:53 a.m. 

Respectfully submitted. 
Alberta Gunsell. Secretary 



GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE 
MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMISSION 

MEETING MINUTES 
FEBRUARY 16,2012 

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Commission met at l :30 p.m. on Thursday, February 16, 2012. in the Conference Room of the Genesee County Metropolitan 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 Waste Services- Hauling 
Patrick Gleason, Genesee County Commissioner 
Dan Gudgel. Brent Run landfill 
Julie Hinterman, GCMPC 
Jacky King. Harvesting Earth Educational Farm 
Holly Lubowicki, Keep Genesee County Beautiful 
John Morressey, Great Lakes Recycling 
Bob Thornton. Citizen's Landfill, Vice-Chairperson 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Bernie Scibienski. Landa a I Packaging 

OTHERS PRESENT: Derek Bradshaw, GCMPC 

CAll TO ORDER 

Steve Essling, Waste Management 
John Gall, Waste Management 
Alberta Gunsell, GCMPC 
Ann Marie Kerby, GCMPC 
Joseph Madore, Richfield Township Supervisor 
Nate Scramlin. GCMPC 

Chairperson Brake called the meeting to order at 2:00p.m. 

I. INTRODUCTIONS 
Introductions were done at this time. 

II. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
No one spoke at this time. 

http://www .gc4me.com/departments/plann!ng_commisslon/docs/February.doc - l -



Ill. Minutes of Januarv 19.2012 
Chairperson Brake asked for corrections/additions to the January 19, 2012. 

regular meeting. 

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

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

IV. Genesee Countv Recycling Assessment & Strategies 

Mr. Scramlin reviewed the handout of fhe 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 haulers 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 to review the Genesee County Recycling Assessment & Strategies and if 

there are any questions or suggestions to email staff. 

V. Countv Overview & Data Collection Draft Summary & Technical Report 

Ms. Kerby reviewed the first draft summary and technical report ot the Solid 

Waste Plan. titled County Overview and Data 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 at the possibility of increasing and decreasing imports and/or exports. 

Discussion ensued. The committee was asked to review at their leisure and email 

questions or suggestions to Ms. Kerby. 

VI. Public Needs Assessment & Working Session 
Ms. Kerby stated that at the March 1 51h Solid Waste meeting, staff will be 

presenting the results and evaluation 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 to last 2 hours. ' 

VII. Timeline Progress 
Ms. Kerby stated that at the next meeting staff wnt be asking for approval on the 

first summary and technical report with any corrections being made. The 

second draft report will be available at the April meeting. 

http://WWW.gc4me.com/deparlmenfs/plonnlng_comm1sslon/docs/February.doc -2-



-------------

Announcements 
Mr. Bradshaw advised the committee that Genesee County is going to digital 
recording of meeting minutes instead of the current paper minutes. The written 
minutes will be Action Items only. The recordings will be available for review. 

Mr. Bradshaw also announced that this was Mr. Scram/in's last day with Genesee 
County. He will be working with the MEDC Michigan Economic Development 
Committee as a representative. If there are any questions on the new Solid 
Waste Plan they should contact Ms. Kerby. 

The next scheduled meeting is March 15'h. 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 
Chairperson Brake adjourned the meeting at 3:08p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Alberta Guns ell. Secretary 

http://www .gc4me.com/departmenls/plann1ng_commlss!on/docs/February .doc -3-



GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE 

MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMISSION 

MEETING MINUTES 
JANUARY 19,2012 

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Commission met at 1:30 p.m. 

on Thursday, January 19, 2012. in the Conference Room of the Genesee County 

Metropofltan Planning Commission (GCMPC), 1101 Beach Street, Room 223. Flint. 

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 Thornton, Citizen's landfill 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Amy Freeman-Rosa. Enviroworld 
Patrick Gleason, Genesee County Commissioner 

Holly lubowicki, Keep Genesee County Beautiful 

OTHERS PRESENT: Derek Bradshaw. GCMPC 
Peggy Cole, GCMPC 

CALL TO ORDER 

Ann Marie Kerby, GCMPC 
Nate Scramlin. GCMPC 

Mr. Bradshaw, acting as Chairperson of this meeting, called the meeting to order at 

2:00 p.m. He added one item to the agenda: new item #IV literature Review and 

Comment. This item is informational only. 

I. INTRODUCTIONS 

Introductions were dOne at this time. Members were present and absent as 

aforementioned. 

II. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 

No one spoke at this time. 

K:\WASTEMGT\2011 Plan Amend\SWMPC\2012\Minutes\Jonuary.doc - I -



Ill. MINUTES OF DECEMBER 14. 2011 

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

Action Taken: Motion by Mr. Morrissey, supported by Ms. Hinterman. to 
approve the minutes of the December 15, 2011 meeting, as 
written. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

IV. ELECTION OF OFFICERS 

Nominations for fhe Office of Chairperson: 

Recommendation of Election Subcommittee- Paul Brdke. Mr. Bradshaw asked if there were any other nominations. three times. There were no other nominations. Nominations were closed. Mr. Brake was elected Chairperson by a unanimous vote. 

Nominations for the Office of Vice-Chairperson: 

Recommendation of Election Subcommittee - Bob Thornton. Mr. Bradshaw asked if there were any other nominations. three times. There were no other nominations. Nominations were closed. Mr. Thornton was elected Vice­Chairperson by a unanimous vote. 

At this time, Mr. Bradshaw turned the meeting over to the newly elected Ch.airperson, Paul Brake. 

V. COMMIITEE BYLAWS 

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

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

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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VI. GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE PUBLIC NEEDS ASSESSMENT 

Mr. Scramlin reviewed the Public Needs Assessment. He added that there will be 
incentives to fill 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 targeting the media on several fronts. Whatever changes are 
made today wi!J 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. Thornton. supported by Mr. Gagne, to 
approve the Genesee County Solid Waste Public Needs 
Assessment, as amended. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

Vlt. 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 (Best Management Practices). He stated that if there 
are other plans we should look at. let it be known as soon as possible. Mr. 
Scibienski stated that UpJohn has a dashboard program we could check out 
and perhaps combine all four (4) courilies into one region. Consolidating has 
been looked at and dropped. but it will come up again. Discussion ensued. 

VIII. COUNTY OVERVIEW AND DATA COLLECTION 

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

tX. ADJOURNMENT 

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

Respectfully submitted, 
Peggy Cole. Secretary 
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GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE 
MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMISSION 

MEETING MINUTES 
DECEMBER 15, 2011 

The Genesee County Solid Waste Management Planning Commission met at 1 :30 p.m. 
bn Thursday. December 15, 201 L in the Conference Room of the Genesee County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC). 1101 Beach Street, Room 223. Flint. 
Michigan. 

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

MEMBERS ABSENT: Fred Domine, Montrose Township, Clerk 
Jacky King, Harvesting Earth Educational Farm 
Holly lubowicki, Keep Genesee County Beautiful 
Bernie Scibienski, Landaal Packaging Systems 

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

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

I. INTRODUCTIONS 
Introductions were done at this lime. 

II. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
No one spoke at this time. 

Ill. HISTORY OF GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
Mr. Bradshaw stated that the current 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 notified by the State advising it is time to update the 
plan. In last couple year's staff has been looking at our plan and found that it 
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needs to be amended. Genesee County Solid Waste program has decided to 

amendment the plan. Discussion ensued. 

IV. COMMITTEE BYlAWS 
Mr. Scramlin reviewed the draft By-Laws for the Genesee County Solid Waste 

Management Planning Committee. An election sub-committee needs to be 

formed to compile a slate of officers for election at the next meeting. Contact 

Mr. Scramlin if you are interested in being on the election sub-committee or 

accepting the office of Chairperson or Vice-Chairperson after the meeting. The 

By-Laws are for review and any comments or suggestions can be submitted to 

Mr. Scramlin by Friday, December 23rd. The By-Laws will be ready for approval at 

the next meeting. 

V. GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN AMENDMENT TIMELINE 

Ms. Kerby reviewed the timeline thai was distributed at the meeting. Staff has 

met with MDEQ to 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 distributed to all of the 

local units will be emailed to the committee on Friday for review and feedback. 

The local units will need to approve the plan before it can be approved by 

MDEQ. Discussion ensued. 

VI. SOLID WASTE PLAN LITERATURE REVIEW 

Ms. Kerby stated that staff reviewed different solid waste plans as a guide for 

amending our plan. These plans are available to review and a link will be sent to 

the committee. 

VII. 2012 MEETING DATES 
Mr. Bradshaw reviewed the 2012 meeting 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 into meetings 

and this needs to be addressed in the By-laws. 

Action Taken: Motion by Ms. Hinterman, supported by Mr. Brake. to 
approve the meeting dates as submitted with the time 
being 2:00p.m. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

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

plan. 

Mr. Brake stated that he is interested in increasing recycling possibilities and 

setting realistic goals for the future. 

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

with the communities. 
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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 protection tor county residents from the landfills. There has to be some type of a long term plan regarding what will happen when the landfills are full. 

Mr. Bradshaw staled that as a committee member if you have a question you may contact Mr. Bradshaw or Mr. Scramlin. 

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

Respectfully 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 ;cis...:s..:.hcc.o..:.w..:.n_b::..e:..:l.:.o.:.:w..:.. ~~~~~~~-----__;..----, 
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Planning Committee Appointment Procedure 

Section 1: 

Section 2: 

Section 1: 

Section 2: 

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

COUNTY OF GENESEE 
STATE OF MICHIGAN 

2012 

Article 1: Establishment 

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. 

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

Article II: Scope and Purpose 

The Committee shall assist in the preparation of the Solid Waste Management Plan by providing advice and consultation. The duties of the Committee include, but are not limited to: 

1. Identification of local policies and priorities. 
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. 

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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Section 1: 

Section 2: 

Section 3: 

Section 1: 

Section 2: 

Section 3: 

Article Ill: Membership 

Membership on the Committee shall be in accordance with Section 11534 of Part 115 of Act 451 of the Michigan 

Public Acts of 1994. 

Membership on the Planning Committee shall include: 

1. Four (4) Solid Waste Management Industry 

2. Two (2) Environmental Interest Groups 

3. One (1) County Government 

4. One (1) City Government 

5. One (1) Township Government 

6. One (1) Regional Solid Waste Planning Agency 

7. One (1) Industrial Waste Generators 

8. Three (3) General Public 

The Board of Commissioners of Genesee County shall appoint the Committee. 

. Article IV: Officers 

Each year the Committee shall select from its membership a Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson. All officers are 

eligible for re-election. 

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. 

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. 

Genesee County 123 
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Section 1: 

Section 2: 

Section 3: 

Section 1: 

Section 2: 

Section 1: 

Article V: Meeting 

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

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. 

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 

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 initial 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. 

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 VII: Parliamentary Procedures 

Current edition of Roberts Rules of Order will be referred to for parliamentary procedures. 

Article VIII: Amendments 

Genesee County 
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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, L<indaal 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 

Genesee County 
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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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Appendix D 

Plan Implementation Strategy 

Resolutions 

listed Capacity 

Maps 

Inter County Agreements 

Special Conditions 
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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 copy of the memorandum request dated May 15, 2013, and Solid Waste 
Plan Am~ndment 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 

C01 

!RIECIEOV'IEO 
GENESEE COOIITY 

MAY 2 3 2013 

"uJ.\mGo~~~~o·· 
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lll!SOLUTION 03-03-14 

of the 

CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF VIENNA 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE GENES!::E COUNTY SOLID WASTE 

f.!ANAGEMENT PLAN 

At a regular meeting of the Township Board of the Charter Township of Vienna, 
Genesee County, Michigan, held on the 3rd day ot March, 2014, at 5:30 P, M. local 
Time. 

Present: Taylor, Cain, Bryan, Fuller, Lemieux, Be!iH, Thomas 

Absent None 

Afler discussion, the folloWing resolutlun Was offered by Fuller and seconded by 

Bryan: 

WHEREAS, The plan was prepared pursuant to t11e Natural Resources ancl 
Environmental Protecllon Act, 1994 PA451, ;l$ amended (NREPA), Part 1151 Solid 
Waste Management, and Its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Mana:gement 
Committee and the staff of the Genesee County Metropollt.an Planning Comm!Mioners; 
and 

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

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the 

Plan amendment and have determined thai the proposed Plan amendment Is 
acceptable; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVEO by this Soard of the Charter Township of 
Vienna, County of Genesee, Michigan, that the pmposad Genesee County Solid Wa51e 
Management Plan i~ an Amendment to the current Plan, and Is hereby approved. 

ADOPTED: 
Yeas: Fuller, Lemieux, Thomas, Belin, Taylor, Bryan, Cain 

Nays: None 

CERTIFICATION! 

STATE OF MICHIGAN ) 
)SS: 

COUNTY OF GENESEE) 

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the foregoing Is a tru~ and complele 
copy of a resolutiOn adopted by tile T<mnshlp Board of the Charter Township of Vienna, 
Geneses County, Michigan, at a regular meeting duty called and held on the 3rd day of 

Maro D14.lhe orlginat whl:ls on flle In my ~&eg~-a&r'--' 
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CttA'RTER T19WNS1tiP IDF FLUSHING 
6524 N. SEYMOUR ROAD 

FLUSHING, MICHIGAN 48433 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES M1NUTES 

DATE• JULY 11,2013 TIME• 7•00 P.M. PHONE: 810-659·0800 FAX 810-659-4212 
WEB PAGE• htto:t/www.flnshingtowuship.com 

ADMINISTRATION MEMBERS 
SuPERVISOR: RianR.Birohmeier 
CLERK: Julia A Moifurd 
1'REASuRER: Mmyion T. Leo 

TOWNSHIP A'ITORNEY: 
STEVEN W. MOULTON PLLC 

6258 W.Pie:r.~onRcad 
Hushing MI 48433 
810407-7658 

1RUSTEES 
Shirley D. Gage 
Bonnie Je:anMa:rdnson 
Scatt R. Matzke 

· Scott P. Miruludo 

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER at 7:00 p.m. by SUPERVISOR 1U.AN R. nmCHMEIER with Roll Call and the Pledge of AUegi.nnce to the American Flag. 

ROLL CALL: ruan R. Bfrchmeier, Julia. A Motfoni, Ml!ryion T. Lee, Shirley D. Gage, Borurie Jean Martinson, Scott R. Matzko, Scott P. Minaudo, and Attorney Steve Moulton MEMBERS ABSENT: None 
OTHERlNDIVIDUALS PRESENT: Twelve (12) interested individuals 

ADOPT 'l'HE AGENDA: MATZKE MOVED, seconded by Lee ta adopt the Agenda as presented. 

ACI10N OF THE MOTION 
ROLL CALL VOTE: 
A YES: Matike, Gage. Lee. Morfoid, and Birchmeiei 
NAYS: MinandD and Martinson 
Motio.n Canied. 

Al'PROV AL OF PREVIOUS M1NUTES: 
A. SPECIAL 1\IEETING MINU'IES :FROM JUNE 5, 2013: MAT.ZKE MOVED, seconded by Lee to approvtl the Special Meeting Minutes of Juno 5, 2013 as presented. 

ACIION OF THE MOTION 
ROLL CALL VOTE: 
AYES: Matzke. Martinson, Gage, Lee, Morfotd, and Birchmeier, NAYS: Minaudo 
Motio.n Can:i.ed. 

B. REGULAR SCHEDULED MEETING MINUTES OF JUNE 13, 2013: LEE MOVED, seConded by Gage to approve tho Minutes of June 13,2013. 

DISCUSSION: 
Corrections to be made: gi"allmlatically spelling o:nors xegarding the word .. ask'"'; questio.n about the Older of the bills Ialh.er than the individual bills; ~ 1-e, Review of the Zoning Pennit, .. ActionoftheMotion" changed to "Action on the R.ec:oTnin<m.dztion"; ~ Financial Report- shouldn't there be a reason. for the postponement referenced i.n the motion. Attomey Moulton felt the better practice would 

-, 



be to indi~ the motion or in '!he discusslon regarding the motion why someone was 

seeking to postpone but if the actual action tllce:n ..vas a motion to postpone wifuoUl my 

more, that should be what the minutes reflect 

LEE MOVED, seconded by Gage to withdiawtherootion. 

ACI'ION OF THE MOTION 

ROLL CALL VOU:: 
A YES: Minaudo, Matzke, Martinso11, Gage, Lee, Morford, and Birchmeier, 

NAYS: 0 
Motion Cmied. 

MrnAUDO MOVED, seconded by Martinson to approve the June 13, 2013 Minutes to 

reflect the adjustments from Trustee Martinson. 

ACI'ION OF THE MOTION 
ROLL CALL VOTE: 
A YES: Martinson, Gage, Morford. Birchmeier, Minaudo, and Marz1«; 

NAYS: Lee 
Motion Carried. 

APFROV AL OF PAYMENT OF' BILlS: LEE MOVED, sec.ondcd by Morford to 

approve the payment of the bills as presented. 

DISCUSSION: 
The Clerk: made reference to Page 1, dated Jnne 18,2013, Genesee Conmy 

Treasurer, regarding two (2) eo.tries for 1he "Final Sheriff Contract" - one eo.tiy in the 

amountof$20,753.69 was .alloeatt:d in 1he previous budget and the other entry 

$48,606.05 is forilie cun:entbudget for a total of both figares1o be $69,359.74. 

DISCUSSION: 
'liustee :Martinson thanked Accountant :Karla Caipent.er for the woxk she has done 

regarding the Bill Statement Y..ilich has made it so much easier for Trustee Martinson to 

"""""""'· 
ACI10N OF THE MOTION 

'ROLL CALL VOTE: 
AYES: Gage,. Lee. Morford, Bircbmei~. Minaudo, Matzke, and Martinson 

NAYS:O 
Motion Cmied. 

1:15 P~\1.- O:PENFORPUBLlC COMMENTS FOR NON AGENDA ITEMS: 

None 
1: !6P.M.-CLOSEDFORPUBUCCOMMENTSFORNONAGENDAIIEMB 

lJNFIN]SBED BUSINESS: 

1. Financial Report for May 2013 

MARTINSON MOVED, secotided by Matzke to accept: the Fllll!Ilcial Report forMa.y 

2013 ns presented. 

ACl'ION OF THE MOTION 
ROLL CALL VOTE: 
A YES: Martinson, Gage, Lee, Morford, Birchmeier, Mi:naudo, and Matzke 

NAYS:O 
Motion Cmied. 
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2. ApnrovalofBillsforMay2013 :;.~ 
LEE MOVED, seconded by Mattke to approveth.eBillsforMay2013. i ~1-
DISCUSSION: . '~~ The Ttel1SW'el' stated lha pages referred to as "missing pages" have been left out of ~ ~ ~ ~ thcrcportforalmost:five(S}years. Ithadbeenpriozpracticerono!includethepnges 1; ~ \J ~ bct:auso they were the totals of diffCTelll accnums 30d the only way to get the totals fur . *'-...lJ ~ ' theentircreportwasto go1hroughandcalcu1atc: ther.mdomehecksthatbelo~<>eclin -l.\ -.(. J ~ each account. 

· ~ ""- ·l ~ Inordertoavoidtheconfusioninthefuture.thcTreasurerrecomme::nded! l) ~ f3:. i. -s; having MS. Catpento:r do a work shop where she could explain bow the accounts were t/""} ; ':; ~ fommttcdontheF"mancialReports;2) aFmance Committee could be setup toreviewthe ~ :~~ ~ Finanei.al Reports prior to the Board meetings. If there were questions, they could be \ ~ ~ ~ resolved before the meeting in order to get through the meeting:s withoutreviewingthe ~ ~ ""\ issues. 3) Ms. Carpenter could also come to a Board Meeting mld review the Financial ~ ~. 0 : Reports when: the whole audience could leam the basics. ~ ,.:. -. ..J ~ Trustee Mamnson fell it would be nice for Ms. Carpenter to explain the n:pon:s, c~'N ~ butfeltthen:pons werm'tthatdiflicult fbrtheBoard.membe.rs toleambythemselvcs: )', ~ ~~ Th~ Board will never koowwhatall the numhe[S stand fur so felt the &ard should learn S ~ -~ ~ astheygoalong. 
". ~· ~ 5S The Supm.isor stated~ each Q'ilillber stOod for a different department; a.li5ktf ~ ~-'J ~ 1hc1Wlll:bas ;,'(l!i1i!be.av~wan~st.---- _ ~ ~"'. "\I 

~ '""'. ACTION OF THE MOTION - '-~ .y ' .. ~ ROLL CALL VOTE: 
""'( \ ~ '\' AYES: Matzke,Martin.son,Gage,Lee,Mol"ford,Bircluneier,.andM:inm.tdo "'-.. 'i .) ~ t' NAYS, 0 ~:<1 i\•' Motion Carnal 
) "'~ ~ 

NEW BUSINESS: 

1-a. Approval ofFII"":'lt Oaarter FiseiJl 2013--2014 Budget 

LEE MOVED, seconded by Matzke to approve the First Quarter Fiscal 2013·2014 Budget as presented. 

ACilON OF THE MOTION 
ROLL CALL VOTE: 
A YES: Matzke, Martinson, Gage, Lee, Morford. Birchmeier. NAYS: Minaudo 
Motion Cmicd. 

1-b. Review of Policies 

LEE MOVED, seconded by Gage thai the Board adopt the "Board Meeting Administration" Policy.· 

DISCUSSION: . 
Themajorchanges made by the Policy Committe~:~ are listed below in bold print: 

I. The township clerk shall prepare the agenda by noon on the Moncby prior to every"towllship board meeting. 
2. Any board member who desires to have an item placed on the agenda will notifythecle:r:k. in writiDg, by9:00 a.m. on the Thunday, a week prior to the meeting. 
3. A copy of the proposed agenda shall be delivered or .ttJade available to every boa:rdmembu, along with all supporting documcnt:at:ion and correspondence addressed to the township Board by noon on the Monlb.y tbre!> (3) lb.ys prior to the board meeting. 
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4. Placement of the agenda on a board members desk or in their interoffice 

mailbox shall be considered as delivered. (See "MailBox Polley", page 11) 

ACI'ION OF THE MOTION 
ROLL CALL VOTE: 
AYES: Bircbmei.er, Minaudo Mmzkc, Martinson. Gage, Lee. and Morford, 

NAYS: 0 
Motion Carried 

1-c- Update of Cell Phone for Sunr.rvisor 

GAGE MOVED, secc~nded by Lee that the township pay one hundted(lOO%) percent. 

for a cell phone to be used by the Supervisor for township business.. 

DISCUSSION: 
The Supervisor could have one phone b!lt coUld have a separate ring for each 

entry in the phone. The Supervisor stated the phone that he c:\DTClltly carried was his own 

personal phone. . 
Trustee Gage stated the motion was for a cell phone for the Supervisor to be used 

strictly for township business. Amotion had been made last month to pay a cctta.in 

percent on a cell phone for the Supervisor. Police Chlet and Asses:;or. 

The Supervisor is accolllliable to the County for the Emergency Management 

p!nn. It was mentioned that the Police Chief may need a separate cell phone because his 

job is: important bec:mse he protects 1he comnnmity. 

ACTION OF.-IHEMOTION 

ROLL CALL VOTE: 
A YES: Lee, Gage. Matzke. Birchmeier, and Morford 

NAYS: Martinson and Minaudo 
MotionCmied 

1-d. Resolntlon -Gf;nesee County Solid W:t!te Management Pbn Amendment 

MORFORD MOVED, seconded by Lee to approve the Genesee Couoty Solid Waste 

Management Plan Al:nendmcnt which is Part 115 ofMicbigan Pnbllc Act 451 of1994 

which requites that sixty-seven (67%) of all local units of govemmcm approve the plan 

amendment through a resolution of support prior to submitting the plan to the Michigan 

Dcpartmeut of Environment Quality for final approval. 

ACTION OF THE MOTION 
ROLL CALL VOTE: 
AYES: Bi.rclnneier, Morford, Lee, Gage, Martinson, Matzke. and Minando 

NAYS:O· 
Motion Canied. 

1-e. Resolution- Genesee CountyH:a:t3rd Mitigation Pl.m. Updste 

MORFORD MOVED, seconded by Gage to support~ Resolution for the Adoption of 

tbl: Genesee Co11111YHazard Mitigation Plan for1he Charter Township o(Flnshing. 

DISCUSSION: 
The Ha.l.ard Mitigation Plan proceSs' for Genesee County identifies ha7ards that 

may bring han:n.·to a conmmnity by taking the necesSM)' action to reduce or elimin3te the 

amount of damage caused by a disaster before it strikes. The Plan is in cooperation with 

the Office of the Genesee County Sheriff's Emergency Management and Homeland 

Security Division, the Genesee Comrty Hazard Mitigation Advismy Committee and the 

Michigan State Police. See the below listed Resolutuion: 

4 
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RESOLUTION 
FOR THEADOPI10N OF THE 

GE..'rr.SEE COUNTY HAZARD MITIGA.TIONPLAN 
CIIARI'ER TOWNSHIP OFFLUSIIING 

GENESEE COUNTY, MICHIGAN 

O?nl/2013 R.exuiar 

WHEREAS, FlU3hicgTownsbip,Michig:ao is vnlnerablotoa widon.oge ofnatmaJ, technological and hWIWl-relaled hazards, and has tlqlericnced ttptlitivc disasters that have eaused loss oflifi; damaged coi'Jl!I1ercial,reslde;ntial nnd public prop~rties,. displa<:cd eitiz:cu:s Md businesses, closed street3 Dlld pre:sentod genua! public health, and safety concerns; 3Dd 

WHEREAS. Gen=:sco County has~ a Genesee CoW!ly Ha:z:udMitigm:io11 Pla::a. that provldcs an und=tJWding of those threa!:s. identifies the h=rls affecting 1hc area. discusses the county's wlnerability to the idllllillied hazanls, nnd cutl.ines the COiniDunity's opciollS and strategies to reduce ov=nll dom:t.ge 8IId Impact from notural. and cechnologieal hazwh; attd. 

WHEREAS, 1he Genesee Cotwty Hazazd Mitigation Plan represents the interests and needs ofFlu.iling Township. 

:"40\V 'IBEREFORE BEIT RESOLVED that: tho~ Collilty &urd.Mitigation PJa:u. is l=eby adopted M an official plan o(the ChaztezoTownshlp ofFtu:shing. 

Adopted this 11 111 dayofJuly,2013. 

ACIION OF THE MOTION 
ROLL CALL VOTE: 

ClJARl'ER TOWNSHIP OF n.t1SHING 
RIAN R. BffiCHMEIER, Supervisor 

A YES: Minaudo, Matzke, Martinson", Gage, Lee, MOifbrd. and Birchmeier NAYS:O . 
Motion Canied. 

1-1 Pa.rk Committee Report 

LEE MOVED, seeouded by Gage to table Item I, which has twelve {12) sub categories and fully stated on Page 1, for consideration to the next Board. Meeting, to consider at this time, which is Item ll, which is comprised of three (3) sub categories found a! the top of Page 2, and to table Item m the issue being the Budget for consideration at the nex:r Board Meeting. The ocly thing to be considered tollight at:thisBoaniMeetingwould be Item U comprised of: 1) Playground, 2) Boeniwalk. and 3) ~c:ribed Bums. (Flushing Township Park and ~on Committee-July 11,2013, Committee Report}. 

DISCUSSION: 
Since there is apptaximatcly$19,000 in !he Parle Budget- axe there any ideas as to an approximate cost for the three (3} items. Ms. Griffin has done research on prior FlushingTownshlp prescribed bt!IIlS and the oost was 7512So/o wUh the Township paying the 25"/4, but a grnnt was involved. lfth~ Townslrip p.t9ceeded with the prescribed bums,. they would have to pay one-hundred (1 00%) percent. The cost for the burn would depend on the acreage that'l'<-ould be burned; thenonnal. cost range has been betwec.n£500 to £750 bw: could go nshigh as £2,600; the barns are done in sections rmging from fifteen (15) to twenty-three (23) acres at a time, Weather conditions also would det:ermine when the prescribed bums would be dona. 
The playground .is a safety hazard and has to be taken care of immediately. Specific guidelines have to be followed for the playground. 
The boardwalk would ~or have to be replaced but woul_d need min.imaJ structural items such as new footings,. rep~t of boards, etc. The workers have to bo certified to wotk in wetJ3Dd areas. 
A.t some time, the budget wiU have to be reviewed to cover expenses. There is money in the budget to hire an employee, so perhaps the f'l.lliJ.b could be u-ansfured to c:ovez the expe!I:Scs. 

' 
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ROLL CALL VOTE! 
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A YES: Martinson.,·Gage, Le~ Morford, Bircbmeier, Min.a.tldo, snd Matzloo 

NAYS:(} 
Motion Canied. 

1-g. 8:20 I" .M. -CLOSED SESSION:. 

l, Litigation ofPolicc Officer"s Health Insunmce 

1) MINADDO MOVED, seeonded by Lee to meet in Closed Session pUISUmltto 

MCL IS.26l(f) to review a wrttten opinion from the AlWmeytegatding the 

Ietin:d police officer's insu:ancc :ritnation; 

2. Status ofTsmnsre:p; Conttact 

2) To meet in Closed Session pursuant to MCL I5261(z) to discuss a matter that is 

subject to collective bargaining specifically the Temnstexs Conttact. 

ACOONOFTimMOTION 

ROLL CALL VOTE; 

A YES: Gage, Lee, Morford, Birehmm, Mirurndo, Matz.kc, 3lld Martinson 

NAY5:0 
Motion Canicd. 

!MOP.M.-~O:foi.'V:ENETOREG
VLARSES~ION 

n.qNAUDO MOVED, seconded by Matzke to re-convene to Regular Session. 

AcriON OF THE MOTION 

ROLL CALL VOTE: 

AYES: M.w:tinson. Gage, Lee. Morford. Birchmeier. Minnndo, and MatZke 

NAYS: o 
Motion Carried. 

COMMllTEE REPORTS: 

1. Fire Rnns flit June: Flushing Fire Chief Jim Michael rtpOrted there were three (3) 

assist police calls, two ('2) vehicle fire$. two (2) open burns, one (1) grnss fire;. one 

(1) PI accident, one (1) wash down.atPD ~eident, one (1) power line down., one 

(1) naturol gas leak for a total oftv.;elve (12) runs. There was S5,000 in property 

loss and 5:500 in. contents loss. 

FINANCIAL REl'ORT: 

L'EE MOVED, seconded by Morl'oni to acce:pt the Finallcial Repott for April2013. 

ACIION OF THE MOTION 

ROLL CALL VOTE: 

A YES: Mattke, Martinson, Gage,. Lee, Morford, Birchtneier and Min.audo 

NAYS: 0 
Motion Carried 

DOAliD COMMENTS: 
L LEE: rlumked the Pad:. Committee fox all the work they have been doing; 

thanked Joe who has dooe a great job at the Park; thanks to the audience for thdr 

patie:Dce; if anyone has any questions. please don't hesitate to call her. · 

' 
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2. MINAUDO; thanks for coming to tho mectiD.g. 
3. MATZKE: thanks for coming out to the me~g. 
4. MAR'l1NSON: the n=xt time bring your friends. neighbors, and enemies to the meeting. 

9:1JO P.M. OPEN FOR PUBLIC COMMENI'S 
Two (2) individuals gave comments. 

9:02P.M.- CLOSED FOR PUBLIC CO:Ml'dEI'II"TS 

TBE NEXT REG'liLAR. SCHEDULED BOARD OF TRUSTEES MEETING Wll..L . BE TilURSDAY,AUGUST 8, 2013 AT7:00 P.M. AT THE FLUSHING 'tOWNSHIP HALL 
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RESOLUTION NO. 14·03 

GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PlAN 

ATLAS TOWNSHIP 

Wt(EREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Naturii,l Resources and Environmental 

Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Patt 115, solid waste Management, and its Admlnistratl\le 

Rules by 'he Solid Waste Management cOmmittee and the staff of lhe Genesee County Metropolitan 

Planning cam mission; and 

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan 

t.as been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee Countv Hoard ol 

Commlsslonars; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to revl~w the Plan amendment 

and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment Is acteptable; and 

NOW, THERE~ORii, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board oflrustees bf AUaa. Township, of the CDUnly 

of Genese~, Mlclligan, that the proposed Am~ndment to the GeneSi!i! County Solid Waste Management 

Plan ts iJ,n acceptable. Amendment to the current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

YEAS: 

NA'YS: 

ABSENT: 

RESOLUTION DEClARED ADOPTED 

1, Teresa L Onlca, CMC. the t,luly elected and acting Clerk of Atlas Township, hereby certify- tll4t the 

fortg,oing resolutton wa5 adopted by tile township board of Atlas Township at a regular meeting of said 

board held.on Tuesday, February 18, 2014, at which a quor·um was present by a roll arll \tote of said 

members a's hereinbefore set forth; that said resolution was ordered to take lmmed!ata effect • 

Teresa l. Onicm, CMC 

Atla$ ToWti:shlp Clerk 

..t,;,._>" % W!l -eo ..... 
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RESOLUTION 

A RESOLUTION BY THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THETFORD TOWNSHIP 

AFPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE 

MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources anJi 

Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Part 1 15, Solid Waste 

Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management Committee 

and the staff oftbe Genesee County. Metropolitan Planning Comtnission; 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 th~ 

Plan amendment and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment is acceptable; 

and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by !hi:! Board ofThetfOTd Township, 

of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed amendment to the Genesee 

County Solid Waste Mmagement Plan is an acceptable Amendn"'ent to the current Plan. 

and is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 13" day of October, 2013 by !ho .Board ofTrustecs of 

TI1e:tford Towns~p. Michigan. 

Signed; 7~ ~ y;;z~/J 
Title: Cwr(' 



.~J>pRnveo· 
Township's fiscal year ending March 31, 2013 to the Board of Trustees an~ , 
genera] public in attendance. 

2): GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANii.~EMENTPJ.AN /0-.2'j-tj 
AMENDMENT: MOTION by Trustee Cousineau, supported by Trustee 
Congdon to approve the amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan. Vote: All yeas. Motion Passed. 

B. NEW BUSINESS: 

1): PLANING COMMISSION BOARD ALTERNATE APPOINTMENT: 
MOTION by Treasurer Ayotte, supported by Trustee Cousineau to appoint 
Terry Reidel as the Alternate to the Planning Commission. Vote: All yeas. 
Motion Passed. 

'2): LIDRARY BOARD APPOINTMENT: MOTION by Treasurer Ayotte, 
supported by Trustee Stevens to appoint Marie Christianson to the Library 
Board. Vote: All yeas. Motion Passed. 

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

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

Meeting adjourned at 7:48p.m. 

~r:/£~ 
Julie Paulson, Clerk 
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Solid Waste Plan 

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
CITY COUNCIL 

CERTIFIED RESOLUTION #140210-09 
(Carried) 

Resolution No. 140210-09 

Motion by Mayor Pro-Tem Abrams 

Second by Councilmember Hurt 

(Carried) 

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 Waste 

Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management 

Committee and the Genesee County Board of Commissioners; ~nd 

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 Swartz 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, Abrams, Gilbert. 

NO: None. Motion Declared Carried .. 

I, Juanita Aguilar, City Clerk in and for the City of Swartz Creek, hereby certify the above resolution was 

adopted by the Swartz Creek City Council at its regular meeting held Monday, February 10, 2014. 

CORRECT ATTEST: 

~~ .. ~fi' (Sea/) 

City of Swartz Creek, Michigan 
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c. 

RESOLUT!ON-13-13 

A RESOLUTION BY THE TRUS1EES OF RICHFIEW TOWNSHIP APPROVlNG THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WAS1E MANAGEMENT PLAN." 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and the Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrafive Rules by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the staff of the Genesee Co1mty 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 Cow1ty Board of Commissioners; and 

WHEREAS. the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the Plan amendment and have detennined 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 Cotmty Solid waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 8'' day of October, 2013 by the TRUSTEES of RICHFIELD iWNS~, Michigan. 

Signe~Jl tUMJ}w/ 
Teri Webber 

Title: Richfield Township Clerk 



RESOLUTION R-13-07 

GENESEE COUNlY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT 
PLAN AMENDMENT 

A RESOLUTION BY THE CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF MUNDY BOARD OF 

TRUSTEES APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNlY SOLD 

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 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 aniendment is 

acceptable; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the CharterTownshtp of Mundy 

Board o!Trustees, 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 Charter 

Township of Mundy Board o!Trustees, Michigan. 

Ayes: 
Nays: 
Absent 
Abstain: 

J.O. I D. G. IT.K-1 B.M. I D. 0./ B.H. 
None 
None 
None 

Signed 

Clerk 



-----------------

'-'"''I •-'r" o'll M---.ri..LO 

CITY 0.1' 1\-IT. MORRJS 

RESOLUTION 13-42 

'VHEREA& The plan was prepared p11rsuant to the Natural Resources nnd Env:ironmental 
Protection Ac4 1994 PA 451, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste Management. 
and jts 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 
bas been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Ge.uesce 
County Board a~ Commissioners; and 

WHEREAS: Tbe members of the Board have had nn opportunity to review tbe Piau 
nmeodmeut and have determined that the proposed Plan aroendment is acceptablej 
and 

NOW, TIIEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: 

By this Coun9i1 of the City of Mt. Morris, of the County of Genesee, Michigan~ 
tlmt tb~ proposed Amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management 
Plan is an acceptable Amcndolent to tb.o current Plan, and is hereby approved. 

Moved by Council member Middleton, seconded by Council member Heidcnfeldt .and thereafter 
adopted by the City CounciJ of the City ofMt Morris at a regular meeting held Monday, 
October 28,2013 at 6:30p.m. 

__ 7 __ Yea ___ o __ Nay ___ o __ Abser~t 



RESOLUTION 

NUMBERS!o 1.a- .:~ 1 

A RESOLUTION BY THE TIIUSTEE BOARD. OF THE MT, MORRIS CHARTER TOWNSHIP APPROVING THE 

AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUNTY SCUD WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resour£:es and Environmental 

Protection Act 1994 PA 451. as. amended, Part 115 .. Solid Waste Management, and Its Adminlstr.rtive 

Rules by the Solid WaSte Management Committee and the staff of the GenEsee County Metropolitan 

Planning Comml!!lon; and 

WHEREAS1 The proposed amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan has 

been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesau County Board. of 

Commissioners; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board have had an opportunity to review the Plan amendment 

and ha\te determined that the proposed Plan amendment Is acceptable; and 

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

County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesee County Sal!d Waste 

Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and is: hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPilOVED this 8th day of July, 2013 by the Tr~ee Board of Mt. Morris Charter ToWnship. 

Signed: D) '"".1:\,) '\} ... i; Q \ 

. \j 

srt/1.:1..13 

Title: Mt. Morri.s Charter Township Supervisor 

Title: Mt. Morris Charter Towns hlp Clerk 

RECEI'V'IED 
GENESEE COUNTY 

JUL 0 9 2013 

PvJtWtft?fo~Wt'~slo~< 



RESOLUTION 13-12 

A RESOLUTION BY THE MONTROSETOWNSHIP BOARD 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, a~ amehded, 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 apptoved Dy the Solid Waste Management Committee and the G~nesee County Board of Commissioners; and 

WHEREAS; the members of the Board have. had an opportunity to review the Plan 
amendment and have ~etermlned that the proposed Plan amendment is acceptable; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, 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 hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 17th day of September, 2013 by the Montrose Township ~oard of the Township of Montrose, County of Genesee, Michigan. 

AYES:? 

NAYS:O 

ABSENT: 0 

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 1ih day of September, 2013 at 7:00pm at the Montrose Township Hall, Genesee County, Michigan. 

Fred Domine, Montrose Township Oerk 



CITY OF LINDEN 

RESOLUTION NO. 996 

A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF 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 

Environmenta1 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 Board of Commissionersi 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 City of Linden, of the 

County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Am~ndment to the Genesee County Solid 

Waste Management Plan is an acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and Is hereby 

approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 2Znd day of July, 2013 by the City Council of the City of 

Linden, Michigan. 

Mayor 

RECEIVED 
GENESEE COUNTY 

SEP 1 2 2013 

METROPOLITAN 
pJ..ANNING COMMISSION 



GAINES TOWNSHIP 
RESOLUTION SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

RESOLUTION 2014-06 

Mru:ch 5, 2014 
A RESOLUTION BY THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF GAINES TOWNSHIP APPROVING THE AMENDMENT TO THB GENESEE COUN1Y SOUD WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN, 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, Partll5.So!id Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by Solid Waste Management Coromittee and the staff of the Genesee CountiMetropolltan Plaoning Commission; and 

WHEREAS, Tl1e proposed amendment to the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Pian has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesee County Board of Co~Il~Ili:ssioners; and 

wHill\EAS, the member• of the Board have had an opportunity to review the plan amendment and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment is acceptablei and . . . . NOW, THllREFORll, BE IT RESOLVED 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 Managem~nt 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; Chuclc T'munons Second by: Lee Purdy 

Voting for: Michael Dowler, Diane Hyrman., Lee Purdy, Chuck Timmons, Chuclc Melkl 

Voting aga;nst: None 

The resolution ;9 declared: Adopted 



MAVOll 
SUsan J. Scderslrom 

Crr.' CGUtU:IL 
James E. fMppcrt 
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203 E. Grand Blanc Rd. 
Grand Blanc, Ml48439 

www.dtyofgrandblm~cc{)m 

RESOLUTION 0613-3 

8]0-694-1118 
Fax 81 !1-694-9517 

A RESOLUTION BY THE GRAND BLANC CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GRAND BLANC 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, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste 

Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Management 

Committee and tlie 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 Cotmty Board ofCommissione.rs; 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 Board of the City of Grand 

Blanc, 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 Twelfth day of June, 2013 by the Grand Blanc City 

Council of the City of Grand Blanc, Michigan. 

Signed 

RECEIVED 
GENESEE COUtrrV 

JUN 1 ~ 2013 

METROPOLITII.lll 
PLANNING COM!Il!\!SIO!' 

wiulcd '"' rrr.rrlt-J f'lrprr 
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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 Resources and 
Environmental 'Protection Act. 1994 PA 451. as amended, Pi:lrt 115, Solid Waste 
Management. and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste M<magement Committee and 
the staff of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commissfon; and 

WHEREAS, The proposed amendment tn the Genesee County Solid Waste 
Management Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee alld 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 tile proposed Plan amendment is acceptable; and 

NOW, THEREPORF., BE IT RESOLVED, by this COUNCIL. of the VILLAGE OF 
GOODRICH, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the 
Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan is an acceptahle Amendment to the current 
Plan, and is hereby approved. 

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

I, Jakki Sidge, the duly elected Clerk of the Village 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 Goodrich Cotlncil, Genesee CounLy, Michigan i.it a regular meeting held 
OCTOBER 14, 2013 the origina.l of which is on file in the Village office and available to 
the public. 

. .. , 
~ .... ·· .. 

Re.solutlorr Number: 
Presented: 
Date Adopted: 

2013·22 
10/14/2013 
1.0/14/2013 

...... 

.. ·~:.<':"· .. · 
·· ...• _ ... 



.d2e13 ea: 20 ~1B64B1158 PAGE 82/62 

GENESEE TOWNSHIP RESOLUTION 13-12 

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

To approve the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan. 

Offered by Witte and supported by Jean. That the request be coosidercd for approval. 

__ 6_Yeas 
__ o_Nay 
__ !_Absent 

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

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution adopted by the Genesee 
Township Board of the Township of Genesee at a regular meeting held on the 11th day of 
June A.D. 2013. 

Wayne G. Bates, Clerk 

&-11-1' 
Date 

_, 
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VIUAGE OF GAINES 

RESOlUTION #2!!13-al! 
A RESOLUTION BY THE VIllAGE Of GAINES COUNCIL OF THE VILlAGE OF GAINES 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 4;51, as amended, Part 115, Solid Vl(aste 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 w:aste 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 amendmeqt is acceptable; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by this Board of the VILLAGE :oF GAINES, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed 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 10 day of JULY, 2013 by the VILlAGE OF GAINES Council of the VIllAGE OF GAINES, Michigan. 

-·----~--------

RECEIVED GENESEE COUNTY 
JUL 2 2,·Z013 

PLJ\f!J168li1l,ti;,o1' 
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Appendix E 

Technical Report 1 

Technical Report 2 

Technical Report 3 

Technical Report 4 

Genesee County Recycling Assessment 

Genesee County 135 

Solid Waste Management Plan 



Special Conditions 

Special conditions affecting import or export of solid waste. 

Genesee County 134 
Solid Waste Management Plan 



lnter-CountV Agreements Copies of Inter-County agreements with other counties {if any). 

133 Genesee County Sol"ld Waste Management Plan 
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Richfield Landfill Location 
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Citizen's Disposal Boundary 

GRANO BLANC ROAD 
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I I AREA SITED FOR USE 0 236.5 AC. 
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FUTURE SOIL BORROW SOURCE 

--·----------" 
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Ann Arb6r, l.li~;qan 48108 
Phane: 734.995.0200 
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cmZENS DISPOSAL. INC. 
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Solid Waste Management Plan 



Citizen's Disposal Location 

1\!0TE: DATA SUPPUEO FROM DELORME, MlCHIGAH-fl.INT SOUTH, 1999, 3-0 TOPOQUADS. 
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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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<ld>'<;l\ SERVICES 

August 10, 2012 

Genesee County MetropoKtan Planning Commission 

Room223 
1101 Beach Street · 
Flint, Michigan 48502-1470 

Attention: Ann Marie Kerby 
··Associate Planner· 
Email: akerby@co.genesee.mi.us 

Re: Genesee County SaUd Wasta Plan Update 

Gentlemen: 

This letter is in response to your email dated July 25, 2012 regarding the Genesee County 

SaUd Waste Plan. 

Citizens Disposal, Inc. Currently operates a Licensed Type II Solld Waste Disposal Area, 

MDEQ License Number 9291 at 2361 W. Grand Blanc Road, in Mundy Township, Genesee 

County, Michigan. The FaclUty is included in the existing Genesee County SaUd Waste Plan 

as well as the Proposed Genesee County Solid Waste Plan Update. 

Cilizens Disposal, Inc. intends 'to operate the facimy in excess of 10 years, accepting non­

hazardous solid waste generated from both within and outside Genesee County in 

compliance with State and Federal Regulations. 

As requested, we are also subml«lng a site plan that depicts the areas listed on the facility 

description form. We would like to note that we have identified twa areas of the site for soil 

stockpiling/future expansion. We have also noted same additional property that may 

potentially be used as a sail borrow source. If you have any questions, please feel free to 

contact Robb Moore at 810-655~6906 or the undersigned at 810-768-2222. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Robert S, Thornton 
Cillzens Disposal, Inc. Operating Record 



~~ BRENT RuN lANDFILL 
WASTE CONNECTIONS INC. 

Conn«r witb rh~ Fum~~ 

Ann Marie Kerby 
Associate Planner 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
11 0 I Beach Street, Room 223 
Flint, MI 48502 

RE: Brent Run Landfill Listed Capacity 

Ms. Kerby, 

8/1112 

In response to your request on July 25, 2012; Brent Run Landfill would like to indicate that it will accept waste from Genesee County. Brent Run landfill is a Type IT Landfill and is located at: 8335 Vienna Rd., Montrose, MI 48457. The Brent Rnn Landfill 
inten~ to accept waste for 10 or more years. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Gudgel 
District Manager 
Brent-Run Landfill 

8335 W. Vienna Road e Monttose, MI 48457 
Tel8!0.639.3077 • F"'810.639.6070 



""""· 
August 7, 2012 

Ms. Ann Marie Kerby 
Associate Planner 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
HOI Beach Street. Roam223 
Flint MI 48502 

Subject Venice Park Recycling and Disposal Facility 
Capacity for Genesee CoUnty Solid Waste Plan 

Dear Ms. Kerby~ 

VENICE PARK ROF 

9S36l..ennon Road 
lennon, Ml 48449 
(810) 621-9080 
(810)621-3156Fax 

This letter is bcing sent in response to your request that Venice Park Recycling and Disposal Facility 

(Venice Park) provide you with a letter confinniog that Genesee County has access to Venice Park's 

listed capacity. 

Venice Park is a licensed Municipal Solid Waste Landfill, and is authorized to accept solid \vaste in 

accordance \1/ith M.ichigan Part 115, Solid Waste Management, of the Natural Resources and 

Environmental Protection Act, PA 451. As such,. Venice Park accepts mnnicipaJ.. commercial and 

industrial,. non-hazardous solid wastes for disposal. 

Venice Parkiotends to operate for more than ten years, and during this time ~ill accept nOn-hazardous 

solid waste from Genesee Countr in accordance \vith the approved Solid Waste Management Plans for 

SWaw-assee and Genesee Counties, 

Venice Paik's address is provided at the top of this letter. 

Please feel free to contact me at 810-621·9080 or bye--mail at jgall@wm.com ifyou have any questions. 

#~ 
John Gall 
District Manager 
Venice Park ReC)''Cling and Disposal Facility 

From everyday collection to environmental protec:tfon, Think Green~ Think Waste Management. 



August 7, 2012 

Richfield Landfill 
11145 East MI. Morris Road 

Davison, Michigan 48423 

Ms. Ann Marie Kerby, Associate Planner 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
Room 223, 1101 Beach street 
Flin~ Michigan 48502-1470 

RE: Waste Acceptance and Facility Operation 

Ms. Kerby: 

This letter is written as a follow·up to Genesee County Metropontan Planning Commission's July 25, 2012 request for verification that Genesee County \o'o'ill 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. Morris Road, 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. 

Sho~ld you have any subsequent questions or If we can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at810-577-1782. 

Sincerely, 
RICHFIELD LANDFILL, INC. 

il.w.~ 
V. Wesley Sherman, P .E., Chief Engineer 

cc: RLF File 
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CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FENTON 
RESOLUTION NO. 2013·13 

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

WHEREAS, the Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan ("Plan") was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended, 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 Plan has been approved by the Solid Waste Management Commrttee and the Genesee County Board of Commissioners, and 

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

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

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 

Motion carried. Resolution declared adopted. 

STATE OF MICHIGAN 

COUNTY OF GENESEE 
ss: 

I 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 meeting was conducted and public notice of said meeting was given pursuant to and in full compliance with the Open Meetings Act, being Act 267, Public Acts of Michigan, 1976, and that the minutes of said meeting were kept and will be or have been made ava~able as required by said Act. 

Thomas Broecker, Deputy Clerk 
IREC!EIVE/0 
GENE~EE-CDlJNTV 

SEP ,G 3 2013 
METROPOLITAN 

PLANNING COMRiji$SIO~ 



CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FENTON Phone: (810)629-1537 

12060 Mantawauka Drive ® Fax: (B1D) &29-9736 

Fenton, Ml 48430-8817 ~ Webslte:www.fentontownshlp.org 
E-mail: lnfo@fentontownshlp.org 

~~~=~:: ~:16/!::~rvlsor I A Robert C. Keslar, Trustee 

John R. Tucker, Treasurer ~. Vince L Lorraine, Trostee 

Mark A. Goupil, Trustee Shaun P. Shumaker, Trus!ee 

&U .. ~.u:'.i/A~mt..:O.~W~.U~ii.~ r.\o;l;: ... 1<i~oii.lff~OI1/iii/JJ/Jat;,iiUi--OhiOdtJtoa;r.o.6'1d 

August 22, 2013 

Genesee County Metropolitan 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 County Solid Waste Management Plan. Please let me know 

if any additional information is needed. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

c.;i:t-. fo~ 
Thomas Broecker 
Operations Manager/Deputy Clerk 

RECEIVED 
GENESEE COUNrY 

SEP 0 3 2013 

METROPOLITAN 
PLANNI!lG COIIIIMISSIOill 



RESOlUTION 2014·1 

A RESOLUTION BY THE ARGEN'fiNETOWNSHIP BOARD OfTHE TOWNSHIP OF ARGENTINE APPROVING 
THE AMENDMENT TO THE GENESEE COUI\ITYSOOUO WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

WHEREAS, the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental 
Protecllon Act, 1994 PA 4Slffi as amended, part 115, Solid Waste Management, and fts Adrttlnlmatlve 
Rules by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the staff of tile 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 Board of 
Commissioners; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the lloard have had an opportunlly t6 review th.e Plan amendment 
and have determined that the proposed Plan amendment Is acceptable; and 

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

Title: Township Supervisor 



• 

CL 1N TOWNSHIP 
GENESL~ __ ,UNTY, MICHIGAN 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-1010-12 

A RESOLUTION 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 PA451, 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 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 TJ-IEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of the Charter Township of Clayton, of the 

County Or 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 Lo 
NO ¢ 
ABSENT 

THE RESOLUTION IS DECLARED ADOPTED ---"X'-'-- NOT ADOPTED---

I certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate copy of a Resolution adopted by the Charter Township of 

Clayton Board of Trustees, 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. 

/ 

Dennis Milem, Clerk 
Charter Township of Clayton 

\0.\0.\3 
Date: 

10.10.13 
Date: 



200 E. H...JNT STREET, SUITE 2 
DAVISON, MICHIGAN 48423·1246 

1ElEPHONE (810)653-2191 
FAX (810) 653-9621 

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 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 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, by this Board of the City 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 23rd day of September, 2013 by the City Council of the City of Davison, 
Michigan. 

Andrea L Schroeder, City Clerk 

G:\Oelk\ResoMions\2013-24 Genesee county sond Waste M~ nagemenl Plan.doa 



September 25, 2013 

Mr. Jason Nordberg 

200 E. FLINT STREET. SUITE 2 
DAVISON. MICHIGAN 48423-1246 

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

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 

1101 Beach Street, Room 223 

Flint, Ml48502 

Dear Mr. Nordberg: 

Please find the attached original Resolution from the Davison City Council approving Amendment to the 

Genesee County Solid Waste Management Plan. 

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

Sincerely, 

Deputy City Clerk 

IRECEJiVED 
GENESEE COUNnf 

S9 i6 2013 

METROI'OLITAII 
PLANNING COl\lii!JSSJON 



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, 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 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, 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 ofTrustees of the Township of Davison, Michigan. 

Signed: _'JC-"-'~·._/.t"'"'""''i-~t0:-:-"'-'-• .:=~=j;o!f"=) __ 
Kurt D. Sop~ 

Title: _7J_,,_,,~£).~tJA.ul..u~"""""-'--)'---­
ta\fiSQn/TOwnshlp Supervisor 

~~~w~~ 
SEP 1 3 2013 

METROPOliTAN 
PlANNING COMMISSION 



FEHTOH 

CITY OF FENTON 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-09 

A RESOLUTION BY THE FENTON CITY COUNCIL OF llJE CITY OF FENTON APPROVING THE AMENDMENT 
TO THE GENESEC COUNTY SOLJD WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

At a regular meeting of the Fenton Clty C6uncl1, held at 301 S. Leroy Street, Fentan. Michigan 48430, on 
the 8111 day of July 2013, at 7:30p.m. 

PRESENT: B1and, Grossmeyer, Jacob King. lockwood. Osborn. Smith 

ABSENT: 0 c 

The following resolution was offered by ru.m_ and supported by Xing , 

WHEREAS~ the plan was prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Envlrontnental 
Protectton 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 SaUd Waste Management Plan ~as 
been approved by the Solid Waste Management Committee and the Genesea County Board of 
Commissioners; -lind 

WHEREAS, the m·embers of the Beard 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 thfs Board of the Ctty of Fenton, af 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 k hereby approved. 

Yeas: Lockwood Osborn. Smith Bland GmsStneyCI" Jaoob King 

Nays: =onwe'-------------------

RESOWTION DECLARED ADOPTED. 

I,. Sue Walsh. City Deputy Cleric of the Ctty of Fenton, hereby certify this to be a true and complete copy 
of Resolution No. 13-09, duly adopted at arcgulmmccting of the City Council held on the 8th day of 
July, ~01.3. 



Sec. 11.2~7 Penalty 

A person who violates this article shall be guilty of a municipal civil infraction. 

SECTION2 
Sections 11.2~1through 1i2-4 are repealed. 

SECTION 3 
This Ordinance shall become effective upon the date the dale or its pubncation following final passage. 

J) CONSIDER APPROVAL OF THE GENESEE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
AMENDMENT 
Motioned by K. Miller, second by K. Courts to approve the amendment as to how solid waste 
will be managed within Genesee County for the next 10 years or more. 
Roll Call Vote: MoUon Carried Unanimousry 

K) CONSIDER APPROVAL FOR liCENSE TO PEDDLE DOOR-TO-DOOR -JENNIFER 
TERWILLIGER/SOUTHWESTERN ADVANTAGE, INC. 
Motioned by K. Courts, second by F. Kasle at approve a license to peddle door-to..<Joor to 
Jennifer Terwilliger of Southwestern Advantage, Inc., Monday through Saturday from 9 a.m. to 7 
p.m. until August 31,2013. 
Roll Call Vote: 
G. Menoutes - no 
8. 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. 

,; ~ Ceu.cia 
~. CMC. Clerk 

Recorded By Kathy Funk. 



Actively pursue education and knowledge, and embrace best practices 

Treat a~ persons with dignity, respect and impartiality, without prejudice or discrimination 

Practice ope Mess and transparency in our decisions and actions 

• Cooperate in au reasonable ways with other governmental entities and consider the impact our 

decisions may have outside our township's borders 

Communicate to the public township issues, challenges and successes, and welcome the active 

involvement of stakehOlders to further the township's wel!-.-being 

Strive for compliance with all slate and federal statutory requirements 

Refuse to participate in any decisions or activities for personal gain, at the expense of the best 

Interests of the township 

Further the understanding of the obligations and responsibUities of American citizenship, 

democratic government and freedom 

These principles we pledge to our township, our state, and our country. 

HI FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE REGULATING THE USE OF CpNSUMER FIREWORKS 

IN THE CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLINT 

CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FLINT 

ORDINANCE NO. 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 11, ARTICLE 2 OF THE CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF FUNT CODE OF 

ORDINANCES, A CHAPETER ENTITLED "FIRE PREVENTION AND PROTECTION," 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 OF FLINT ORDAINS: 

SECTION 1. 

Chapter 11, Article 2 of the Charter Township of Flint Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 11.2-5 Definitions 

·consumer fireworks~ means fireworks devices that are designed to produce visible effects by combustion, that are 

required to comply with the construction, chemical co~position, and labeling regulations promulgated by the United 

States consumer product" safety commission under 16 CFR parts 1500 and 1507, and that are listed In P.PA 

standard 87-1, 3.1.2, 3.1.3, or3.5. Consumer fireworks does not include low-impact fireworks 

•Firework" or "fireworks" means any composition or device, except for a starting pistol, a flare gun, or a flare, 

designed for the purpose of producing a visible or audible effect by combustion, deflagration, or detonation. 

Flfeworks consist of consumer fireworks, low-impact fll'eworks, articles pyrotechnic, display fireworks, and special 

effects. 

•Person" means· an individual, agent,. association, charitable organl1.atlon, company, limited liability company, 

corporation, labor organize.tion, legal representative. partnership, unincorporated organization, or any other legal or 

commercial entity. 

Sec.11.2-6 Prohibition 

No person shall use consumer fireworks In the Charter Township of Flint ather than on the day preceding, lhe day 

of, or the day after a national holiday. 



Motion Denied 

B) CONSIDER APPLICATION FOR TENT SALE OF FIREWORKS AT 3282 MILLER ROAD­JAKE'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. Mcnoutes - no 
B. Vert-no 
B. Parker- no 
M. Binelli-no 
K. Miller-no 
Motion Denied 

C) CONSIDER APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL EVENT- OUR LADY OF LEBANON MID-EAST FESTIVAL 
Motioned by K. Courts, second by G. Menoutes to approve Our 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 to approve Bikes on the Bricks event beginning at 11 a.m. on Saturday, September 14,2013, contingent upon notification of 
businesses/residences in the neighborhood north of Austin Parkway, including: Hogarth Avenue; Utley Road; Graham Road; and, Court 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. to 5 p.m. 
Roll Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously 

F) CONSIDER ACQUISITION OF TAX REVERTED PROPERTIES FROM GENESEE COUNTY Motioned by K coUrts, second by M. Binelll to retum the acquisition of tax reverted properties to Genesee County. 
Roll Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously 

G) CONSIDER ADOPTION OF THE MICHIGAN TOWNSHIPS ASSOCIATION (MTA) PRINCIPLES DF GOVERNANCE 
Motioned by K. Miller, second by K. Courts to adopt the Michigan Townships Association (MTA) Rules of Governance and display the same in the Flint Township Lavelle Auditorium. Roll Call Vote: Motion Carried Unanimously 

Charter Township of Flint 
Principles of Governance 

To maintain the highest standards and traditions or Michigan townships, we embrace these principles to guide our stewardship, deliberations and constituent services as we commit to safeguard our community's health, safety and general welfare. 

We pledge Ia: 
Insist on the highest standards of ethical conduct by all who act on behalf of this township Bring credit, honor and dignity to our public offices through collegial board deliberations, and diligent, appropriate responses to consUIIJent concerns · 



•:• Discussion followed regarding paying of the bills. 
-:- Motioned by G. Menoutes, second by M. Binelli to reconsider paying the bills. 

M. Binelli- yes 
K. Miller-yes 
K. Courts -yes 
F. Kasle -yes 
G. Menoutes- yes 
B. Vert- no 
B. Parker-no 
Motion Carried 

•!· Trustee Menoutes discussed the issue of tax exempt properties, specifically Mclaren Hospital's 

buildings on Beecher Road. Supervisor Miller asked that Trustee Menoutes discuss the matter 

with Township Attorney Peter Goodstein. 
0.:• Chief Sippert reported on a drunk/impaired driving training that Officers Michael Nemecheck 

and Nichol<;~.s Sabo attended. The instruction included extensive training on the state level. Both 

passed and went for further Instruction in Maricopa Gounty, Arizona, culminating in a four-hour 

written. exam. Officers Nemecheck and Saba are now two of only 50 Drug Recognition Experts 

in the state of Michigan. 
·> Economic Enhancement Director Tucker reported that the Mclaren Hospitality HoUse was 

nearing completition. 
~· Trustee Kasle questioned the repair of the parking lot at the Carman-Ainsworth Senior Citizen 

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

prepared to seek sealed bids on the project 

PUBLIC COMMENTS: 

1. Robert Robinson 
4360 V"Vheatland Drive 
Lack of flag at Fire Station #1/Hot water 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 R!nt Township from City of Flint with name 

change 

ACTION ITEMS: 

NEW BUSINESS 

A) CONSIDER APPLICATION FOR TENT SALE OF FIREWORKS AT 3192 5. LINDEN ROAD­

JAKE'S FIREWORKS 
Motioned by K. Courts, second by K. Miller to approve a tent sa!e of fireworks at 3192 S. Linden 

Road by Jake's Fireworks from June 20 to Ju!y 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. Blnelli- no 



1490 S. Dye Road 
Flfnt, Michigan 48532 

CLERK 
Kim Courts 

SUPERVISOR 
KarYn Miner 

TRUSTEES 
Georg~ Menoules Belenda Parlo:er 

Barb Vert Franklin Kas!e 

Phone: (810) 732·1350 
Fax: (810) 732-D866 

www.tlinllownshlp.org 

TREASURER 
Marsha Bine!li 

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

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

STAFF PRESENT: 

STAFF ABSENT: 

J. Ringwelski, G. Sippert, K. Funk, T. Tucker 

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

ADDITIONS/DELETIONS TO THE AGEN!J.4: Action lt~m 1-Ccr.sider Approval of Rep!acQm~:-;t of Three (3) Thermal Imaging Cameras- was deleted from the agenda. 
APPROVAUCORRECTION OF MINUTES: REGULAR MTG: 06/03/2013 The Board unanimously approved the minutes of the regular board meeting of JUNE 3, 2013. 
REPORTS: 

0:• Supervisor Miller said the annual meeting of the Economic Development Corporation will be held Wednesday, June 19 at 5 p.m. The pubflc is invited to attend. 0:· Supervisor Miller reported that resurfacing of Bristol Road from Van Slyke Road to Fenton Road had begun. The expected completion date is August 30, 2013. 0:• Supervisor Mi!!er cited an article. in The View newspaper that had the headline "Township Finances to Get Worse Before They are Better.~ Supervisor Miller said township revenues are going down, but the Board of Trustees is being fiscally responsible in light of the decreasing revenues. 
-:,. Supervisor Miller held a moment of silence for Gregg Nordman who passed away June 16, 2013. Mr. Nordman retired as Ffint Township Assistant Are 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. Ka"sle- no 
G. Menoutes- no 
B. Vert- no 
Motion Denied 

RECIEBVEBJ! GENESEE r.OOJMT'f 

JUl U 8 2013 
METROPOUTAN PLANNING COII/it,(-.sl<"l" 



1490 S. Dye Road 
Flint, Michigan 48532 

July 2, 2013 

CLERI< 
Kim Courts 

SUPERVISOR 
Karyn Miller 

TRUSTEES 
George Menoules Belenda Paiker 

Garb Vert Frankl!n Kasta 

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 

Atten: Kelly Richardson, Associate Planner 

Room 223 

1101 Beach Street 

Flint, Michigan 48502-1470 

Phone: (810) 732-1350 
Fax: (81 O) 732-0866 

www.ilinttownshlp.org 

TREASURER 
Marsha Binelfi 

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 

~mendment.lt is listed as Action Item J within the minutes. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (810) 600-3214. 

RECIEDVlED 
GENESEE COUNTY 

JUL 0 8 2013 

METROPOLITAN 
PLANNING COMMISSiON 



RESOLUTION NO. 02/2013 

A RESOlUTION BY THE Board of Trustees OF Forest 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, as amended, Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules by the Solid Waste Mar:~agement 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 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, by this Board of Forest Township, of the County of Genesee, Michigan, that the proposed Amendment to the Genesee County Solid Wa~e Management Plan Is an acceptable Amendment to the current Plan, and Is hereby approved. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 10 day ofOc.tober, 2013 by Board ofTrustees of Forest Township, Michigan. 

Signed: ~ &(/o!l 

Title: a""")" - d'IM£~1up 
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Genesee County 

Plan Introduction 

Over the last several years, approaches to solid waste planning across the country have evolved 

significantly. Technological ·advancements and the general need to conserve resources for 

economic, public health and environmental reasons have helped shape dynamic solid waste 

programs. 

The Genesee County Solid Waste Plan and corresponding programs have been serving the 

residents and businesses of the county for decades to ·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 continue to insure those core pri!lciples, 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 according to the DEQ's regulations for solid waste plans. While following 

those guidelines, the plan also 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. 

3 

Solid Waste Management Plan Technical Report 1 
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425,790 . 224,123 49% 51% 10.25% 5.85% 2.71% - 6.74')'<; !2.50%_ 3:20o/(i .'46;9.3% 1!.82% 
*U & B =Urban and Built, UND =Undeveloped, Econ M =Manufacturing, Econ 0 =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 
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Land Use and Demographics 

In 2006, the GCMPC performed an analysis of the past and current land use trends in Genesee County. 

results of this analysis show that of the nearly 410,000 acres that make up Genesee County, 209,981 of 

acres are agricultural and other undeveloped land (see Figure 4.1). However, mainly due to residential 

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 

Agriculture and Open Spate · 
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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 
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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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-. -·-··· 

'l,-· -

Manufacturing. 22,9l0 20,432 18,962 17~516 16,0Z7 
. ' 
.. 14,763 ·. 

. ' 
Other 13,102 13,693 13~876 13,778 13,804. 13,846 
Transportation an.d 
Public Utilities 6,075 6,187 6;189' 6,053' 5,932 .. 5,798' 
Finance; Insurance all d.· ... 
Real Estate 15,,ll7 15,489 -15,654 ; 15,453 15,337 15,205' 
Retail Trade 28;023 27,966 27,,707 27,009 26,553 26,126 .. 
WholesaleTrade 7,164 6,7n 

'" 
6,47~ . (),090 .· 5,708 5,:328 .. 

Services " 105;:1,86· 112,086. 117,666 120, "Z;18 1.24,384 128,129. 
Government 26,486' 26,461 26,411 26,366' 26,427- 26,511 

*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, and Government jobs will all decrease over the next 25 years. However, Services and Other job categories (which includes agricultural and forestry jobs) are projected to increase. The Services sector is substantially going to increase, resulting in an overall county estimate of approximately 11,000 more jobs by the year 2035. These projections significantly affect commercial waste generation estimates as each industry sector produces different amounts of waste per employee. The waste generation methodology and data is explained in the next section. 
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Database 

The database section elaborates on the sources of waste generation 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 general, the majority of non-hazardous 

· waste. generated is municipal solid waste· or MSW; which includes residential; commercial and 

industrial land Uses. The rest of the waste is made up of construction and demolition debris or COO and 

industri~l special "':'a~tes or ISW. · · · 

Residential Waste -~ · 

Methodology . . 

Residential waste ge~·eration ._Jor Genesee Co'unty' was· .calculated· b<!sed on: the Recycling Rate· 
. " - I. - -- ~ . ' ' . . . - - - ' 

Assessment completed by the. ·county solid waste management staff (see appendix). The study 
< • • ~. ~ \ • • ... 

' 

provides a sample survey of tot<!r waste gen'er'ated and recycled by households which provides an, 

average a~ount for residential wa~fe·generati6n imd the_amou"nts.divertedJrom the-iandfills. Through .. ·' 

.bur partnerships with local wa;te halilers and: recy~lers,~:·staff-coordinated _and-f~cilitate·dc'filli.doril: -

_. __ sampling of-households in Genesee·C:ounty iri-regaras ·to th"E{ a~ou~t--(Weight) ~f'materia(recyciea-- 0 

· versus the total. amount of waste rriatei"ial generated .... . _': ,: · . .__. -

'-·' 'c 
. •; 

-.~ - -· 
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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 
3. Rural Township 

(> 5,000 housing units) 
(< 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. ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~i~~~~~~' There was no sorting of materials, just strictly 
weighing the material that comes in on the truck. 
Staff coordinated these efforts with local waste haulers. 
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Commercial Waste Generation 

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 

reflect our areas trends, however, the metho 

Genesee County 
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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 commercial 
waste generation. The commercial waste generation growth factor percentages were calculated from 
the corresponding industry sector charts listed in the appendix. 

-
Total Commercial Waste Industry Waste Generation Work Days 

Year Generated % Decrease Rate 
29~0 lbs./ employee/ day 
2015 1.2~ 
2020 0.6% 

r -1 I· . 1 
1 Manuf~cturing 21.36. 6,33 2025 1.9% 

2030 1.5% 
203_?_ 1..~% .. 

' i Other 
; -TranSpOrtation, ·: l Finance - - t 
1 Retail 16.31 6.44 ·· ! l Wholesale 10.21 6.43 

5 5 
4.75 5' 
4.75 5 

f Service _ 5.4:l. c 5_.7! i 
t~ ... ~o_y~L"~'!l_e~L·-'-··- ___ -~--JJ~?.L __ ._ :~_:_ --·-·-·-_:_~~--~J 
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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 gradual6.5% 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-

filltl!L~ -
Residential* 443,479 530,029 536,584 550,456 563,700 576,610 

Commercial 818,593 817,611 817,120 81_~.~~?. - ____ 814,344 -~~-3,~8~. . ·----·"t· -:--·-::-:----:,.,.· .... ,. ··<··~-~ · ·-r-··-~ -~·--1· ----;·--- -·, -···r ,-. ··-··· 

l MSW St~b"total 

: Construction/ 
1 D~molition 

: lndustriaiSpetial 

Total Annual Cubic 
Yards 

Population 

Pop GroWth Rate {%) 

74,484 

.. 
1,402,777 

425,790 

NA 
*Does not include multi-family data. 
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1,347,640 

79,'534 

I 

1,497,885 

454,666 

6.78% 

1,353,704 1,366,023 '1,378;044- 1,389;895·' 

7~,892 80,619 81,328 82.,021 

I • I • • . . 
1,504,625 1,518,317 1,531,678 1,544,850 

456,726 460,880 464,923 468,938 

0.45% 0.9i% 0.88% 0.86% 
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Imported and Exported Waste Volumes 

0.07% 

Percentage of Average Waste in 
Genesee County Landfills (2006-2010) 

Part of the purpose of the Solid Waste Plan is to determine 
current and future landfill capacity in the county. One of the / 
key determinants of landfill capacity and waste volumes in 
the county is imported and exported waste. Staff utilized the 
Michigan Department of Environmental Quality's Reports of , 51.37% l 

Solid Waste Landfil/ed 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. 

Imported Waste Volumes to Genesee County 

iJ Ohio 

• Michigan Counties 

• Genesee County 

Canada 

--

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 
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Figure 2.7 
·- - . 

Percentage of Total Average 
Average Waste Imported into Genes_ee 

Origin Waste (CY) Co. 
1 Michigan <;9untfes · · l (excludi_ng.Genesee). · 

1 Canada 

i Ohio 

608,955 

2,032,,061 

2,906 

. I 
23.03% I 
76.?6%' 

0.11%! 
, 'fqta!;,q.v,era_!ie .W,aste··. • : · : . - ·. - · · " •• -. _-_..., · •' : ·:. . J· ,: :. ' : -
'ilii1ported' ·:;_:- ': .. · _ - •· '2';6!l31!!22'· .. ·'• > ::~ · ; . · _. ~: )iio%: 
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Genesee County 

Average Imported Waste Volumes 

into Genesee County (2006-2010} 
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D Bay County 0.40% 

• Canada 51.37% 

• Calhoun County 0.00% 

·- Clinton County 0.15% 

~ Eaton County 0.02% 

I!! Genesee County 33.17% 

0 Gratiot County 0.62% 

Huron 0.00% 

l!llngham County 0.04% 

I'!! Isabella County 0.00% 

Kalkaska County 0.13% 

II Lapeer County 2.90% 

ll:l Lenawee County 0.00% 

C1 Livingston County 0.82% 

• Macomb County .0.00% 

~ Oaklantf County 2.96% 

~Ohio 0.07% 

• Saginaw County 5.59% 

'.J Sanilac County 0.10% 

Shiawassee County 0.51% 

1!1 Tuscola County 0.68% 

0 Washtenaw County 0.04% 

D Wayne County 0.43% 
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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 landfills. The table and map below show total average numbers for 

Genesee County exported waste volumes from the years 2006 through 2010. 

Figure 2.10 
Average Exported Waste Volumes from Genesee County (Cubic Yards) 

LDe~tin'~fjoil _ ~,; ,.._· •. , .• _ :,20Q.(i;_ ·-' 20Q:Z', . _:2QQ8l ;_ -'~ goQ~: .. · .. 20J,Q; •••. Tl;lt~lr8v~t~~ge 

. Bay County 

: Clinton County 

: Oakland:County 

Ontonagon County 

·'saginaw County 

Shiawassee County 

. Washtenaw County 

Wayne County 

34 

40 

568 

0 

31,248 

448,725 

3,590 

589 

0 

b 

279 

0 

34,586 

402,934 

1,766 

9,752 

0 

4 

64 

0 

~5,219 

61,212 

2,783 

988 

0 

44 • 

0. 

0 

31,738 

341,020 

2,751 

204 

162 

218 
(j 

136 

24,152 

328,553 

9,409 

i 

39' 

61! 
; 

182: 
' 27; 

31,389 i 
. I 

316;489 ! 

4,060 

2,307 I 

Total Average Exported l 354,554 
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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 collected for were Recycling Collection 

Businesses, Recycling Process and Manufacture, Wholesale and Retail Reuse, and Supporting 

Businesses. 

.. :'-· ,. ,:· 
"" 

_:: - .......... ··:."):_._ 

Genesee County 

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 

Wholesale and Retail Reuse sector has the most significant number of employees 

{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. 
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Figure 5.1 

-R~C:-u·,cliiia~rr·sU's'r\Se5-·- -~-r-·- -.~--· · ·--~-- - : .. -.. ~ 
Type · Employment 

~ Pr9gr~rii AdJTiin\$tre~tjon 
i ra~dtill · · 

· P~per 
·.copper 
. Plastics 
i ·urethane·and·Other Foam 
( G~sketPackaghii · · 
! Rlibb'er ' I -
i Ccinstruction·Materials 

f.:yS,e~ _and· Geti~_r:cii-Merchcln9lSe StQreS ·: 
! ;~;I€~ti"onjC~ Maii:lt~nan_ce· ~nd R'~pci!r ~. ' 
H~u>ehold Goods ·Repair · • · · 

·.· 

c;ommerci!ll_ Machi_nery. RepC~ir·~nd _Maintena11c;;e r 

Mo_tor:Vehicl~ Parts Manufacturing,· 
Farrn_Equipmeh~ Manufacturing ,< 

cori§t;u~li9n Machi~eryManufacturi~g ' 
.MisC. Fabricated .Metal Produ'cts Maffufacturing _.-

Ehgirieering anc;f ·ges~arch,'Sgryi_c~s- · · 
· _Aqministrativ~ MC~n~gernent COn~ulting S~rviceS 
·~ Huinan __ Re_sburces.Consult~nts' ·-

Marketing Consultants 
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Ft~jg~t Transport;a!_ion.Arral)gem~nt _ 
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Genesee County Summary Recycling 

Employment Data 
"l;vpe _ · -Emplovnient . -
· Collection Businesses 

Process and -
·Manufacture -­

Wholesale and Retail . -
Supporting Businesses 

102 

888" 

14,697. 
820 

TOTAL 16,507 
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1% 

• Collection Businesses 

S Process and Manufacture 

• Wholesale and Retail 

' .. J Supporting Businesses 

89% 
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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 waste 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 health 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. 

Genesee County 23 
Solid Waste Management Plan Technical Report 1 



Technical Report 1 Appendix 

25 Overall View of the County- Population, Land 

Cover and Economic Base 

27 GCMPC NACIS Codes 

28 Commercial Waste Generation Tables 2010-2035 

31 Average Imported Waste Volumes 

Genesee County 24 

Solid Waste Management Plan Technical Report 1 



Figure A 

Burton 

. Clio. 

Davison 

· Feritc;m 

Flint 

Flushing 

Grand Blanc 

Linden 

MOntrose 
Mount 
Mortis. 

Swartz. Creek 

[~·: 
·Argentine 

Atl<iS 

Clayton 

Davison 

Genesee County 

29,999 

2,645 

5,173 

11,756 

102,434 

8,389 

8,275 

3,991 

1,657 

3;085 

6,913 

7,993 

7,581 

·19,575. 

Solid Waste Management Plan 

o~- ~~~. -~·~ 
- ' _, "'. 

... k-,:.: .. .~·; .... ' 
.. --- ~- ·,:""""'·:!. ~-,;=~~~.:- .":::'-,_;_ :... 

6.11% 1.35% 2.48% .10.70% 5.81%, 5.47% 13.28% 8.45% 6.47% 2.94% 

0.30% 0.06% 0.25% 0.52% 0.92% 0.78% 1.57% 0.84% o:t7% 1.33% ', 

0.50% 0.10% 1.38% o:92% 0.71% 1.74% 2.07% 0:48% L32% 2.80% 

1,85%. 0.32% 3;90% 3.32% '1.75% . 7.18% 9.18% 2~18% 4:53% 1.80% 

10.61% 0.24% 64.64% 19.91% 48.99%· 35.36% 16.05% 28.71% 29.74% 62.39%' 

1.04% 0)2% 0;09% i.85%, -0.99% 1.26% 1.88%' 0:9.9% 1.58% 1.25% 

. i.08% 6.07%· 5.22%. 2.36%. 0.68% 4.82% 2.29% 1.91,% 3.57%, 2.04%.' 

0.67% 0:08% 0.05%· 0.82% 1.28% 0.17% 0.58% 0~.17% 0.60% 0.29%. 

o:24% 0:07% 0.04% 0.15% 0.29% 0.46% 0~18% 0.23% 0.56% 0.38%' 

·0.28% 0.09% 0.06% 0.52% 0.78% 0.35% 055% 0.08% o.s3%. 0.94% 

1.20% 0.11% 2.25% 0.91% 1.44% 1.14% 0.9il% 1.68% 1.26% 0.91% ' 
~"~."7::'"-~~~::-····:. .7· ':i·~;._r" '. '?c~-~?~;~J ., '· 

-~~..._~ •. -_~";i?"i'!,. __ ,?•~'"'·---o---,_ f~--= 
'. . 

3.10% 1:64% 0.12% 1.07% ·a.OO% 0.21% 0.26% 0.55% 0.75% 0.78% 

4.88% 5:45% 0.72% 1.44% 0;10%' -o:ot% 0.30% o.-i2% o,4i% .'0.22%'; 

2.90% 7.62% ~0.11%. 1.25% 0.52% 0.76% 0.43% 0.47%• 0.7~% 0.71% i 

0.90% -2!90% 1~6Ira. 0.1~8%_ ---2.84% - 0.71% __ 
5.26% 5.~9% 0.88% 2.48% 

25 
Technical Report 1 



Fenton 

Flin_t 

Flushing 

Forest 

Gaines 

Genesee 

Grand Blanc 

Montrose 

MOunt 

15,552 
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0.03% 

0.24% 

0.03% 

3.33% 1.44% 4.31% 

1.25% 2.44% 10.40% 

6.32% 0.25% 1.56% 

7.61% 0.13% 0.78% 

8.02% 0.02% 1-.51% 

3.66% 0.83% 4.49% 

2.68% 8.41% 7.39% 

6.94% 0;00% 1.56% 

4.79% ,1.70% 8.08% 

6.58% 0.99% 3.96% 

6.77% 0.34% 3.00% 

7.26% 0.12% 1.69% 

6.06% '0.86% 2.26% 

0.04% 0.00% o,oo% 

0.23% 0.28% 0.39% 

0.04% 0.00% 0.00% 

0.04% 0.02% 0.41% 

0.08% 0.00% 0.00% 

1.06% 1.19% 0.59% 3.16% 1.26% 0.54% 

13.52% 17.43% 24.48% 15.45% 14.49% 6.22% 

0.35% 0.26% 0.20% 0.36% 0.77% 0.42% 

0.05% 0.20% 0.08% 0.65% 0.20% 0.00% 

Oo10% 0.06% 0.06% 0.43% 0.15% 0.48% 

4.26% 1.69% 4.04% 2.46% 3.88% '1.13% 

3.35% 5.39% 4.66% 12.70% 9.64% i.54% 

0.38% 0.35% 0.63% 0.68% 0.38% 0.56% 

6.73% 4.00% 5,70% 6.60% 4.60% 6.11% 

1.47% 4.26% 4.99% 4.93% 4.90% 0.87% 

1.21% 0:38% 0.31% 1.93% 0.32% 0.80% 

0.17% 025% 0.34% 0:15% 0.41% 0.68%. 

1,96% 1.44% 2.06% 2.55% 2.06% 0.11% 

0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% ·o.oo% 0.00% 

0.21% 0.47% 0.42% 0.26% 1.12% 0.43% 

o;OO% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

0.00% 0:09% 0.18% 0.04% 0.18% 0.61% 

0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

*U & B =Urban and Built, UNO= Undeveloped, Econ M =Manufacturing, Econ 0 =Other, Econ T =Transportation, Warehousing & Real 

Estate, Econ F ; Finance, Insurance & Real Estate, Econ R = Retail Trade, Econ W = WhoJesale Trade, Econ 5 = Service, Econ G = 

Government. 
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1 Transj)ortatibli, 
r Warebousing & Real 

Estate 
; ;finanCe,._lnsur~mce, _& 
' Real Estate . -- --

I 'Retail 'Trade I .. .. .. . 

; Wholesale Trade 

, 'Ser:vice 

Government 

. "-'"" - -
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Noh'Durables 
Mining 
constru£;tioli 
Agr;Fpr;Fish '·· 

. SerVice~ 
~a-rm~ 

Trans.&.Public · 
· Utilities 

Hn;"lns &:Rear·' 
Es 
'Retail Trade 
Wholesale 
Trade 

servict? 

State and. Lotar 

.. Federal Civilian·. 

Federal Military 

. 33 
31-32 

21 
23 

11 

H: 
48-!19 

22 

52' 

53 
'44-45· 

' -~ . 

4? 

5! 

54' 
55' 

_56, 

61 

Manufacturing 
fvli.ning 
Cohstruction-

Ag;iculture, Forest,Y; Fishing and Hu~tin~: ·~ 

.Agrjculture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting · 
Transportation and Warehousirg 

Utilities-· 

'Firiance ·an<;J Jnsu·ranCe 
Real Estate, R~rital :and teasing 

" RetaiiTr~de ' -

Wholesale Trade 

Information· .. 
Prgfessiqn_al~ $cier1tlfic ~n-d T!?C~nical Serv}f:eS 
Managemen't .9fComp8nies a~d Ent~fpr'ise's 
Administrative,Support, Waste Manage_ment;md 
Remedi~'tion ~ervkes· · ·. --
Educati0nai.Services 

-I 
; 

62 Health Care ~nd Sociai·Assistapce 

71. 
72 

" 81 
92 
92 
'92 
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.Arts', .Enter;tainmentarid. Recreation' 
Ac~ommod.ation ~nd Food s·ervic~s ,. 
Other Services .. ( except Public Adininjstration) - - - -.. ' ' - .. - - - ' 

Public Administration 
. ' 

Public Administration 

Public Administration 
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2010 
Industry Employees Work Waste Generation Total Waste Total Waste %of Diversion Total %of I Total % of 

Manufacturing 

Other 
Transportation 

Finance 
Retail 

Wholesale 
Service 

Government 

2015 

22,970 

13,102 
6,075 

15,117 
28,023 
7,164 

105,186 
26,486 

Days Rate· Generated Generated Ge)lesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee 

6.33 

5 
5 

5 
6.44 
6A3 
5.71 

5 

lbs./employee/day (tons/year) Per Employee County County County 

21.36 

5 
4.75 

4.75 
16.31 
10.21 

5.41 
4.75 

80,749 

8,516 
3,751 

9,335 
76,529 
12,228 

84,482 
16,355 

(tons/year) Waste Waste Waste 

3.52 27.7% 0.58 

0.65 2·.9% 0.11 

0.62 1.3% 0.15 

0.62 3.2% 0.2 
2.73 26.2% 0.2 

1.71 4.2% 0.2 

0.80 28.9% 0.15 

0.62 5.6% 0.25 

33,915 

7,580 
3,189 

7,468 
61,223 
9,783 

71,810 
12,266 

16.4% 

3.7% 
1.5% 

3.6% 
29.5% 
4.7%. 
34.7% 

5.9% 

46,835 

937 
563 

1,867 
15,306 
2,446 

12,672 
4,089 

55.3% 

1.1% 
0.7% 

2.2% 
18.1% 

2.9% 

15.0% 
4.8% 

Industry Employees Work Waste Generation Total Waste Total Waste Percent of Diversion Total Percent of Total Percent of 

Manufacturing 
Other 

Transportation 

Finance 

Retail 
Wholesale 

Service 
Government 

20,432 
13,693 
6;187 

15,489 
27,966 
6,792 

112,086 
26,461 

Days Rate Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee 

6.33 
5 
5 
5 

6.44 
6.43 
5.71 

5 

lbs./employeefday (tons/year) Per Employee County County County 

21.36 71,827 

5 8,900 
4.75 3,820 

4.75 9,564 

16.31 76,374 

i0.21 11,593 
5.41 90,024 
4.7S 16,340 

(tons/year) Waste Waste Waste 

3.52 24.9% 

0.65 ~.1% 

0.62 1.3% 

0.62 3.3% 

2.73 26.5% 
1.71 4.0% 

0.80 31.2% 
0.62 5.7% 

0.58 
0.11 
0.15 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.15 
0.25 

30,167 
7,921 
3,247 
7,652 
61,099 
9,275 

76,520 
12,255 

14.5% 41,660 51.9% 

3.8% 979 1.2% 

1.6% 573- 0.7% 

3.7% 1,913 2.4% 

29.4% 15,275 19.0% 

4.5% 2,319 2.9% 

36.8% 13,504 16.8% 

5.9% 4,085 5.1% 
" - " . - ~ ... . . .. . . - . "' 

' Total . Z29,1Q!j.· • _ . . : • · · -.;: 28M!-!~- • ·- . -- . . · • •. 20~;1:36: . _._ __.:__ 80,307 •• ·if"~Ji.:w·'!:>· 
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2020 
Industry Employees Work Waste Generation Tot_alli\!aste "'rota I W~ste Percent of - Diver~jon "Total Perce~t of Total Percent of 

Manufacturing 
Other 

Transportation 
FinanCe 
Retail 

Wholesale 
Servi~e· 

Government 

2025 

18,962 
13,876 
6,189 

15,654 
27,707 
6,479 

117,666 
26,411 

Days Rate Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genese~ Diverted Genesee 

6.33· 
5 
5 
5 

6.44 
6,43 
5.71 

5 

lbs./employee/day (tons/year) Per Employee County Co)lnty County 

21.36 
5 

4.75 
4.75 

16:31 
10.21 
5.41 
4.75 

66,660 
9,019 
3,822 
9,666 

75,666 
11,059 
94,506 
16,309 

(tonsfvear) Waste Was!e Waste 

3.52 23.3% o.58-
0.65 3.1% 0.1_1 
0.62. 1.3% 0.15' 
0.62 _3~4% 0.2 
2.73 26.4% 0.2 
1.71 3.9% 0.2 
0.80 33.0% 0.15 
0.62 5.7% 0.25 

27,997 13.4%-
8,027 3.8% 
3,248 1.6% 
7,733 3.7% 

60,533 29.0% 
8,847 4.2% 

80,330 38.4% 
12,232 . 5.9% 

38,663 
992 
573 

1,933 
15,133 
2,212 

14,176 
4,077 

49:7% 
1.3% 
0~7% 

~.5%. 

19.5% 
2.8%' 

18.2% 
5.2% 

. Industry Employe~s Work Wjlste Generation Total Waste Total Waste Percent of Diversion Tot~l l!ercent of Totai Percent pf 

Manufacturing 
Other 

Transportation 
Finance 
Retail 

Wholesale 
Service 

Government 

17,516 
13,778 
6,053 

15,453 
27,009 
6,090 

120,728 
26,366 

Genesee County 

Days Rate Generated !3enerated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee lbs./employee/day (tons/year) Per Employee c~unty - . County CoqljtY 

6.33 

5 
5 
5 

6.44 
6.43 
5.71 

5 

21.36 
5 

4.75 
4.75 

16.31 
10.21 
5.41 
4.75 

61,576 
8,956 
3,738 
9,542 

73,760 
10,395 
96,965 
16,281 

(tons/year) Waste Waste Waste 
3.52 
0.65 
0.62· 
Q.62 
2.73 

1.71 
0.80 
0.62 

29 

~1.9% 

:3.2% 
1.3% 

3A% 
26.2% 
3.7% 

34.5% 
5 .. 8% 

0.58 
0.11 
0.15 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 

0.15 
0.25 

25,862 
7,971 
3,177 
7,634 

59,008 
8,316 

82,420 
12,211 

12.5% 
3.~% 

1.5% 

~.7% 

28.6% 
4.0% 

39.9% 
5.9% 

35,714 
985 
561 

1,908 
14,752 
2,079 

14,545 
4,070 

47.9% 

1.3% 
0.8% 
2.6% 

19.8% 
2.8% 

19.5% 
5.5% 
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2030 
Industry Employees Work Waste Generation Total Waste Total Waste Percent of Diversion Total Percent of Total Percent of 

Days Rate Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee 

lbs./employee/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% 0.11 7,986 3.9% 987 1.4% 

Trcinsportatiori 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 9,471 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 ~.7% 

Service 124,384 5.71 5.41 99,901 o:8o 36.1% 0.15 84,916 41;3% 14,985 20.9% 

Government 26,427 5 4.75 16,319 0.62 5.9% 0.25 12,239 6.0% 4,080 5.7% 

2035 
Industry Employees Work Waste Generation Total Waste Total Waste Percent of Diversion Total Percent of Total Percent of 

Manufacturing 
Other 

Transportation 

Finance 
Retail 

Wholesale 
Service 

Government 

14,763 
13,846 

5,798 
15,205 
26,126 
5,328 

128,129 
26,511 

Days Rate Generated Generated Genesee Rate Disposed Genesee Diverted Genesee 

lbs./employee/day (tpns/year) Per Employee CountY County County 

· (tons/year) Waste Waste Waste 

6.33 21.36 51,898 3.52 19.0% 0.58 21,797 10.7% 30,101 43.5% 

5 5 9,000 0.65 3.3% 0.11 8,010 3.9% 990 1.4% 

5 4:75 3,580 0.62 1.3% 0.15 3,043 1.5% 537 0.8% 

5 4.75 9,389 0.62 3.4% 0.2 7,511 3.7% 1,878 2.7% 

6.44 16.31 71,349 2.73 26."1% 0.2 57,079 27.9% 14,270 20.6% 

6.43 10.21 9,094 1.71 3.3% 0.2 7,276 3.6% 1,819 2.6% 

5,71 5.41 i02,909 0.80 37.6%, (1.15 87,473 42.8% 15,436 22.3% 

5 4.75 16,371 0.62 6.0% 0,25 12,278 6.0% 4,093 5.9% 

;".;·Total .. .':·.··: 235;io6· ~ ·--~:... .•• -· · ·•273;590: _ · _:;.."_:-_ ·. :__ .. -: ·: • :··204,467 • .. .• 69,3,2~: .• -,;..;,:·-,.·:.~ 
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Average Imported Waste Volumes into Genesee County (Cubic Yards) 
Origin. . . . . 2006· . ·: 2007 • .2008 ·. · ·,2009: :~· . 2010~ :Total Average::--%""ofTotal t;.vr 
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 o· 1 O:QO% 
Ingham County 1,195 854 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 32,781 0.82% ·, 
Macomb County 357 237 161 123 0 176 0.00% 

· Oakland County 72,868 85,781 129,341 119,380 178,011 117,076 2.96% 
Ohio 0 1,010 6,924 0 6,597 2,906 0.07% 
Sagini)w County 194,192 212,318 193,954 231,320 274,875 22p32 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 26,801 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 in a 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. 

3 



4 

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. 

It 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. 

6 
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Genesee County Responses: 

Overall, how satisfied are you with the solid waste services in your 

community? 

• Very Satisfied 

• Somewhat Satisfied 

• Somewhat Dissatisfied 

c Very pissatisfied 

• No Opinion 

Overall, how satisfied are you with the recycling 

services in your community? 

II!! Very Satisfied 

• Somewhat Satisfied 

• Somewhat Dissatisfied 

Cl Very Dissatisfied 

• No Opinion 

. ; 



80% 

' '• 

, Ove.rall, hQw satisfied are y0u with the recycling services in. your 
community? '· 

Very Satisfied Somewhat 
Satisfied 

Somewhai . Very 
Dissatisfied Dissatisfied 

1%, 

Nq.Qpinion 

Lower'than 
co~nty"wiCie · ·: 1 

·. Reqic/ing ~ate· · · : 
- ' _, 

• Communities witli':, 
.Average or Higher · 
'thiw:f\verage 

' c;OLmty-wide 
Recycling Rat; 

.. , ' 
! 

. l 

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 here is clear that those with higher recycling rates in their communities are more satisfied with their services offered. 30% of communities with a lower recycling rate were somewhat or very dissatisfied with their recycling services. The majority of these respondents were from the City of Flint where there is no curbside recycling present. 

•communities with low 
recycling rate 

•communities with average 
or above recycling rate 
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, For those respondents that indicated they do recycle, they were asked what types of items ·they recycle on a regular basis. 

Plastics, cardboard and paper were all indicated as being the majority of items that people recycle in Genesee County. While 

:meta is and plastic bags are less common items that are being recycled among residents; this may be due in part to curbside 

Tecyclirig not taking certain items in most communities, as well as lack of education on how or where else to recycle those 

-·particular. items. While over _96% of respondents indicated that they recycle, for those 'that do-not participate, the most 

:. prevaleflf<reason was because· of a lack of education or-information available·to them. The otlier popular reason for not recycling 

.·by re~p:d"n.dents is because h is inconvenient or takes too much time. For-those that don't recycle at all or don't recycle as much 

as th.ey' wO:uld like to; it rnay be .key to irT1plement incentives or rewards for. recyelihg for those ·communities that don't offer 

- them. Almost 100% of th~- respondents indicated that they would continue to or start to participate in recycling if those'kinds of 

. incentive' progr<imS. were offered to them. -. 
'. ·~-

.. 
'~'= ·-";-·"--- ~- ·---·-----·: -~--

,:Pleas~ illdicat~ whlch•oftht:!:toilowi'ng. itef11s:vou recycle 
' ! ··:. -·~< on a:•rEigulaf basis: If you don't recycle, P-lease -skip·:i:his.. . ·'·-- . '; 

. . - ·ciu~stion: (C!Jec~.-all -tl')ablpJ)Ivl' . . · 
- ' - . - - - . . . . 

. .. , - . 

-· 
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How do you get your infor.mation about solid.waste.or 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. 

; .n!cycli~g~ctivities and' programs? '(Check alrthat apply) 

.40.0% 

35.0% 

30.0% 

25.0% 

' 
40%' 36% .' 
35% 

. •30% 
25%. 
20% 

' JS% 
' 10% 

5% 
0% 

How do you· I!et your information ,abou~ solid waste and 
recyCling actil(ities:and prograrns~'(!=heck all that ~pply), · 

35% 

Local 
Government 

Office 

35% 

Genesee Commtinlty. 
County ·~· N~wsl'etter 

' Recycling 
Hotline 

·.Information· 
· f;o;n Child's 

Sc!'iool . 

", Trash 
· CbnJp_anY 

~6% .[J ·communities with 
lo;~ert_h~n.~-~~~-ge_ 

1 
· , c?unty-wide' r'e<;:ycling i 

rate. .. 

-~website. 

.,Communitei_s;with 
ayeiage~or.a_qove 
average c~Uiity-widei 
recv<::ling ra~~-
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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. 



Surprisingly, almost 70% of the respondents 

indicated that they do not recycle 

hazardous or electronic waste. Genesee 

County does offer 2 hazardous waste 

collection 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 their items. When prompted if a 

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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If a free drop-off for old latex paint was offered, would 

you utilize it? 

8.4% 

91.6% 
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Do yo1,1 recycle any hazardous/electrQnic waste? 
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Electronic 
Waste 
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Neither 
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than 6% recycling rate 
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recycling rate 
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, Even when the survey data was broken 
out by recycling rates, the responses 
were almost identical whether the 
community was superior in recycling or 
not. It is evident that from this data, it 
can be assumed that the majority of 
households in Genesee County do not 
recycle hazardous or electronic waste. 
Again, this information insinuates that 
barriers to recycling hazardous or 
electronic waste could be due to the 
amount of collection days held per 
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 
people 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 items. 
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. 
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Feedback and Suggestions for Solid Waste Services in Genesee County 

9% 

5% 

10% 

[:!Positive Responses 

• Larger or Extra Recycling Bins 

• Increase of Acceptable Types of 

Recyclables 

- ·Weekly Recycling 

23% S More information/education 

o More information on Hazardous 

Waste 

D Better process for Recycling 

Rewards /Incentives 

Curbside Recycling 

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. 
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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 larger capacity bins. The first step in this process was eliminating communities from the recycling average that already utilize the larger bins (City of Davison and Swartz Creek). The City of Flint was also factored out of the equation because they are the only community without curbside recycling and therefore skew the overall recycling weight averages. Without these communities, the average amount of waste being recycled per household per week is 6.23 pounds. The total amount of waste that is generated per week is 4,646,363 pounds. 

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 lbs/week or 19.3 lbs/household/week). The percentages of materials from the EPA were applied to the total waste generation to get pounds per week of that particular material and the space needed to accommodate 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. 
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Flint Township 
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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. 

,· · ., . , , , . flint :rownship~R.esponses: : 

. :,oo .you.r~cyd~ any h~t~rdo~s- artd/ rir. ~Iecttoriic·wa~te t. ' . 
: . - - - , . _., - . ' . 

Mt. Morris Township 

80%. 

'· 
'.60% : 

'·so% 
>40%' 
: 3a%· 
; 20% 

l1o% 

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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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. Overall, 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 ... " 

•!• "I don't know how it is funded, but I think it 
should be mandated nationwide. It is so 
irresponsible 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? 

lil Yes 

City of Flint Responses: 
Overall, how satisfied are you with the recycling 

services in your community? 
4% 
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/ 

68% 

!'>I Very Satisfied 

• Somewhat Satisfied 
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Public Needs Assessment Conclusions 

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 collaboration 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 SWMPC 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: 

17 

a. When f say perfect solid waste system, 
what words come to mind? 

b. What are some of the strengths of the 
current solid waste system? 

c. 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? 

-·---------~------·--- ----~---------------



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, or lack thereof in the county is a top priority. A MRF is a facility that takes in recyclable materials, 

. _ separates them and prepares them for market distributiol}. MRF's are utilized to .help reduce municipa-l solid waste 

that goes to the landfills and maximum the recycling potential. 

MRF facilities vary in size and the amount ot" 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 sizea WIRF costs anywhere between $1 millio.r 

and $3 million to construct, plus about an_adCiitional $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 'are in Kent County, E;,met 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, notthe't.ax payers. Th-e facility made a profit of $800,000 in 2011. Kent County'l:ielieves 

that their success,comes from ·switching over. to single stream processing which is more economical, as well as 

providing curbside ni'~ycling to the resident~-and implementing a Pay-as-You-Throw'program. Emmet Courlty also_ 

oversees a successful-recycling system, which includes operation of a publicly:owned MRF. Their MRF costs--are 

covered by the income ofthe sale-of recyclables and allocation of funds from their Transfer Statio~. Neighboring 

_ counties have a Millage 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 1994 for $5.6 millio-n: 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 maiority of recyclables collected to locations in southeast Michigan. This would ultimately save mo[ley on- .. -~-.-, : t t-ransportation 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 o_f : -_ _:_ , a MRF ·in -Gef!~see County, it is also important to keep in_ mind the co~ts associated with constructing -~nd··-~- ' maintaining such a facility. Taking thjs into account; a public~private partnership could possibly be the best case:·--:;:_·_ i :, >.s~~nari-o, wl\_ere the county would oi_Vn_.tj)efai:ility.'~hd:•a ~fivat~·company:IJ\fould man the day-to-day operations:· · ::·MRFs also require a steady stream-of'materials~£c:in1ing·in'to·tne-facility-foJ i:he process to function in an·.efficient and economical way. With the larg~st municipalitVin!the cdunty not v.efpar-tiCipating i_n ·curbside recycling, there is . a significant gap in potential recycl§~le tonnage .. -Jf.a'MRF Vliere to be _'implemented in the county, recyclables.from • -- ' • . I -
- . 9utside the_ c;ounty and the City of Fl_int '!"9-U!~--~.e: cruci~l.factors ofjits succ~~-5 if they .. V:'ere to integrate curbsidt;. 1 recycling i~to·their solid waste services.. ·' (\ .! · · · ·· · · ' ' · · · -

·: ; - "" '~~ ... .,--~ ' ~ 
-~ 

;:.~':..:--l • . : t . ' ~ ! • i ' . Enforcement 1 Accountability ~: ! ·_·;_ ; . ; :i J :·:·:.:.:_--_:_:. i~' : , i [j 
1 1

, ~ ; ;' ; .: ' , ·-:'fhe current Genesee County Solid Waste Ordinance and:associated fees d.o not accountfor adequate enforcement 
" • , > • I - • • ' • •! • \ f , \ . _of solid wa~te ~ctivities in the county. Th'e: ordinanfeiooes n:ot specifY. ~.ther than "the administrator shall ~nforce · •the provisiq,n~ ?f the Ordinance" how enforcemen~ sholllcl J:>~ doneli.n the c_()unty. There is also a lack ci.f funding ····available. to·pr.operly and consistently eri~orce the Oidinance a.mong VJa~t~ha-ulers. : ., · • '· ' . - ' ; - . j'' . ; ' ! . -~--= ;___..,::;,,_:,__ ~ .;_! ...__.:._-.-.:. -· . ;:,. ~-~ 

-· --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 I Current Contracts 

local units cif 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 utilize 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 promotion, 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. It 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 Genesee 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 disposal 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 to improve 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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accepting waste in and out of th'e County are privately owned. GCMPE'requesteq that all facility owners of disposal, transfer stations/. 

:- .and· f.ecycling·fa¢ilitie;; complete·ilescrifltioq·surveys foz,~t-he Plan· arnenc:Jrne.nt. GCMPC has requested surveys <1nd reviewed those ·· 

:. c'?rfe?p_opd,L~g d~?q~ipti?'i~:-1~¥ Ve'nice Park. landfilL ir(Shi~Wilssee GQ!.l~ty is -included in this :plan as. we iii qbou.t 20% of Ge11e_see·. ~ 

Gourw's waste Js exportei.J -t!]ere; 50 tfie" faciiity. destrJi?tiOji' i_s_pr_o_vi,geg fqr R!1.r'li?le.s;of·s~OW!~_&'that Genesee County .will continue .. : 

to'be able to export "Yast~tci tliat location.ov:er the next 20 years. Also listed-~s part of the'facility.desc-rlptions are recycling and ·: 

tr11nsfer statiohs('in totql'~[lere are four of. these_privately,o"Yned f~cilities locateil. throughou~ tf\e county. ·-

~.:2:._L_ :: :- :.. ... ~ .. '=-·" "f ..... • ~""· ~· :~~::·:-"·.::~~:-'"~- -~::.:.· _____ ... ~~~( ... ~. --______ ::....::. ~- ". -· ~; 

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 Permitted- the acreage that has gotten a permit from the DEQ (this would include, closed cells, operating cells, and 

areas that have not yet been excavated but have been permitted). 
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

Facility Type: Type II Sanitary Landfill 

Facility Name: Brent Run Landfill 

County: Genesee Location: Town: T9N Range:R5E Section(s): 23 
Map identifying location in Attachment Section: 181Yes 0 No 
If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or Transfer Station wastes:~------------

0 Public 

Operating Status (check): 

181 

= 0 
0 

Open 
Closed 
Ucensed 
Unlicensed 
Construction Permit 
Open, but Closure 
Pending 

Private Owner: _ _,w"""''"'"•-'C"o"-""'""e.,ct!!5io"-n"'s-'-ln,c,c. __ 
Waste Types Received (check all that apply}: 

I 
0 

Residential Recycling 
Commercial Recycling 
Industrial Recycling 
Construction & Demolition 
Contaminated Soils 
Special Wastes• 
Other:~----

•Explanation of special wastes, including a ~pacific list and/or conditions: 

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

Site Size· 

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

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

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

~f applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

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

~ acres 
243.17 acres 
102.77 acres 
89.99 acres 

12.78 acres 
4 330 758 0 Ions or [8J yds cubed 

~years 
--1§§._ days 

1 030 290 Otons or 1:8) yds cubed 

12,727 megawatts (2010) 
NA megawatts 

K:\WASTEMGn2011 Plan Amend\Facl!lty Descrlptlonsl!acllilydescripUQ"LBrent Run.doc 
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

Facility Type: Type II Municipal Landfill 

Facility Name: Citizen's Disposal 

County: Genesee Location: Town: 
6N 

Map identifying location in Attachment Section: 

Range: 
6E 

Section(s): 
SW% of Section 23 

Yes 0 No 

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

Incinerator ash or Transfer Station wastes: ___________ _ 

0 Public 

Operating Status (check): 

[8J 
0 
[8J 
0 

~ 
0 

Open 
Closed 
Licensed 
Unlicensed 
Construction Permit 
Open, but Closure 
Pending 

Private Owner: Citizen's Disposal. Inc. 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply): 

Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 
Construction & Demolition 
Contaminated Soils 
Special Wastes• 
Other: Asbestos 

'"Explanation of special 'Hastes, including a specific list and/or conditions: 

Non-hazardous waste permitted for disposal under Part 115 rules; asbestos accepted in 

accordance INith NESHAP·regulations. 

Site Size: 

Total area of facility property 

Total area sited for use: 

Total area permitted: 
Operating: 
Not excavated: 

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

Estimated yearly disposal volume: 

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 

Waste-to-energy incinerators: 

313.7 acres 
~ acres 
~ acres 
Z1.§: acres 
~acres 

17.400 000 0 tons or i8J yds cubed 

14.5 years 
~ days 

400 000 {gJ tons or D yds cubed 

60,000 megawatts (2010) 
mega\Natts 

K:\W ASTEMGn2011 Aan Am~nd\Facility OescliptlonsVacnlty descrlpUons_cltlzen·s disposel.doc 
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

Facifity Type: Municipal Solid Waste Landfill 

Facility Name: Richfield landml, Inc. 

County: Genesee location: Town: 
8N 

Map identifying location in Attachment Section: 

Range: Section(s): 
BE Partof2&3 

~Yes 0 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 

D Public [gj Private 

Operating Status (check): 

~ 
D 
~ 
D 
~ 
D 
D 

Open 
Closed 
Licensed 
Unlicensed 
Construction Permit 
Open, but Closure 
Pending 

Ovmer: Richfield Landfill, Inc. 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply): 

Residential 
Gommerciai 
Industrial 
Construction & Demolition 
Contaminated Soils 
Special Wastes"' 
Other:. _____ _ 

*Explanation of special wastes, including a specfflc list andlor conditions: 

Site Size: 

Total area of facility property 
Tofal area sited for use: 
Tofal area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 
Closed: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 
Estimated days open per year: 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 
(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 

393.24 
•3oo.oo 

41.34 
16.68 
4.41 

20.25 
. 600.000 

1.54 
260 

390,000 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
0 tons or ('8J yds cubed 
years 
days 
0 _tons or [8] yds cubed 

8,267.89 megwatts 
(273,750,000 ft3/yr) Waste-to-energy incinerators: megawatts "The area sited for use is determined by Genesee County and is conditional upon Richfield LandfiH complying with an conditions of the License, the Corrective Action Plan, and Consent Judgment under which it is currenUy being operated. 

31 



FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

Facility Type: Type II Landfill 

Facility Name: Waste Management of Michigan I Venice Park Recycling and Disposal Facility 

County: ShiaVoJassee Location: Town: Range: Section(s): 
26-27 T7N R4E 

Map identifying location in AHachment Section: D Yes 121 No 

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

Incinerator ash or Transfer Station wastes: ___________ _ 

D Public 

Operating Status (check): 

Open 
Closed 
Licensed 
Unlicensed 
Construction Permit 
Open, but Closure 
Pending 

Private OWner: Waste Management of Michigan 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply): 

Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 
Construction & Demolition 

Contaminated-Soils 
Special Wastes* 
other: Solidification Operation 

•explanation of special vvastes, including a specific list and/or conditions: 

Asbestos, Medical Waste 

Total area of facility property 

Total area sited for use: 

Total area permitted: 
Operating: 
Not excavated: 
Closed: 

Current capacity: 
Estimated lifetime: 

Estimated day~ open per year: 

Estimated yearly disposal volume: 
rob«! 

~~applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

landfill gas recovery projects: 

Waste-to-energy incinerators: 

346.97 acres 
208.4 acres 
208.4 acres 
~ acres 
81.3 acres 
30.4 acres 

20 900 000 0 tons or [81 yds cubed 
17.4 years 

Z§1 days 
923.880 0 tons or [8J yds 

6.4 megawatts 
megawatts 

K:\WASTEMGn2011 Ftan Amend\Facllity Descrip!lonslfacmy descrlptloos_ venlce pa1k.doe 
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FACILITY DESCRIPfiONS 

Facility Type: Transfer Station 

Facility Name: Genesee Waste Services 

County: Genesee Location: Tovvn: Range: Section(s): 
Address: 5125 N. Dart Highway, Flint 
Map identifying location in Attachment Section: 0 Yes li;;J No 
If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or Transfer Station wastes:~-'C,_i.,ti"'ze,.n'"s'-"La.,nwd<!fiwdl _________ _ 
0 Public 

Operating Status (check): 

li;;J 
0 
li;;J 

8 
0 
0 

Open 
Closed 
Licensed 
Unlicensed 
Construction Permit 
Open, but Closure 
Pending 

Private Owner: __ _,J"'o"'h"'n'-'n·,,e'-'M"o"o"'r-"e'-----

Waste Types Received (check all that apply): 

Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 
Construction & Demolition 
Contaminated Soils 
Special Wastes• 
Other: _____ _ 

*Explanation of special wastes, including a specific list andfor conditions: 

Site Size: 

Total area of facifity property 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

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

Of applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

landfill gas recovery projects: 
Waste-to-energy Incinerators: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
0 tons or 0 yds cubed 
years 
days 

Otons or 0 yds cubed 

megaiNatts 
megaiNatts 

K:\WASTEMGT\2011 R11n Amend\Fa.clllty Descriptlons\f~cility descrlp!1011_ Genesee Waste Serv!ces.doc 
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FACILllY DESCRIPTIONS 

Facility Type: Transfer Station 

Facility Name: Resource Recovery of Burton 

County: Genesee Location: T O'NI'l: Range: Section(s): 

Address: 3376 Associates Dr, Burton 

Map identifying location in Attachment Section: D Yes l)i:] No 

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

Incinerator ash or Transfer Station Vo~Bstes:. _ _;C.,i"'ti-"ze,.n.,;s'-"La.,n,d.,fi!!!\1 _________ _ 

D Public 

Operating Status (check): 

D 
l)i:] 
l)i:] 

8 
D 
D 

Open 
Closed 
Licensed 
Unlicensed 
Construction Permit 
Open, but Closure 
Pending 

Private Owner: __ _,J,o'"h.,n.,ni,e_,M.,o,o"r"e ____ _ 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply): 

Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 
Construction & Demolition 

Contaminated Soils 
Special Wastes• 
Other: ____ _ 

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

Sito Size: 

Total area of facility property 

Total area sited for use: 
Total area permitted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

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

Estimated yearly disposal volume: 

0f applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landfill gas recovery projects: 

Waste-to-energy incinerators: 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
0 tons or 0 yds cubed 

years 
days 

Otons or 0 yds cubed 

mega'll/atts 
mega'lllatts 

I<:\WASTEMG1'.2011 Ran knend\Facility Descnptlons'JaciUy desc$tia'l_Resource RecoveJY of Burtm.doc 
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

Facility Type: Recycling Center 

Facility Name: Averill Recycling Inc. 

County: Genesee Location: Town: 

Address: 220 s. Averj]/ Street. Flint, Ml 48506 
Map identifying location In Attachment Section: 

Range: Section(s): 

Yes 0 No 
If facility is an Incinerator or a Transfer Station, list the final disposal site and location for Incinerator ash or Transfer Station wastes:, _____________ _ 

D Public 

Operating Status (check): 

Open 
Closed 
Licensed 
Unlicensed 
Construction Permit 
Open, but Closure 
Pending 

Private Owner: __ ,B,.o-"yt._,J,o,.h,n,s,.o,n __ _ 

Waste Types Received (check all that apply): 

Residential Recycling 
Commercial Recycling 
Industrial Recycling 
Construction & Demolition 
Contaminated Soils 
Special Wastes'"' 
Ofuer. _____ _ 

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

Site Size: 

Total area of facifJty property 
Total area sited for use: 
Total area permftted: 

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

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

Of applicable) 
Annual energy prodUction: 

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

_1:! acres 
14 acres 
14 acres 

acres 
acres 
0 tons or 0 yds cubed 
years 
days 
Otons or 0 yds CIJbed 

megawatts 
megawatts 

1<.:\WASTEMGT\2011 Plan Amend\Facllity Descrlpllonslfacl!ily descripUoo_AverjiJ Recy:llng.doc 
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FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

Facility Type: Solid Waste Processing Plant 

Facility Name: Mid-Michigan Demolition Recycling Faciltty 

County: Genesee Location: To\Ml: Range: Section(s): 

Map identifying location in Attachment Section: Yes D No 

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

Incinerator ash or Transfer Station \Nastes:, ___________ _ 

D Public 

Operating Status (check): 

D 
IZJ 
IZJ 
D 
D 
D 
D 

Open 
Closed 
Licensed 
Unlicensed 
Construction Permit 
Open, but Closure 
Pending 

Private OVmer: Mid-Michigan Recycling. L. C. 

Waste Types Received (check aU that apply): 

D 
D 
D 
IZJ 
D 
D 
D 

Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 
Construction & Demolition 
Contaminated Soils 
Special Wastes* 
other: _____ _ 

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

Site Size: 

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

Operating: 
Not excavated: 

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

(if applicable) 
Annual energy production: 

Landf~l gas recovery projects: 
Waste-to-energy incinerators: 

36 

3.7 
;u: 
3.7 
3.7 

_Q_ 
:m._ 
_Q_ 
_Q_ 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
0 tons or 0 yds cubed 

years 
days 
Otons or 0 yds cubed 

megawatts 
megawatts 



landfill Capacity 

Landfill capacity is determined by the estimated amount 
of waste that enters landfills (from Genesee County as 

0.07"/o 

Percentage of Average Waste in 
Genesee County Landfills (2006-2010) 

well as imported waste from outside the county) along ,. 
&.JOhio with the total area that is permitted for use. Currently 

the 3 landfills in Genesee County have a combined • Michigan Counties estimated lifetime of capacity of 20 years. This capacity 51.37% ·,. 
accounts for waste that is not only coming·from Genesee 

• Genesee County 

County, but waste that is being imported into the county 
from Michigan counties, Ohio and Canada. While almost 

··--·------·--

Genesee County Waste in 
Landfills versus Exports (2006-2010) 

II Average Waste staying in 
County 

• Average Waste being 
Exported 

. canada 

80% of Genesee County waste stays in our landfills, imported 
waste still accounts for approximately 67% of total waste 
entering the county landfills which indicates that the amount of waste that Genesee County generates and sends to our own 
landfills is not the sole indicator of capacity. Landfill capacity, instead, is mostly driven by the waste market, where importing 
waste is a driver of a successful landfill operation. 

If the landfills were to only take Genesee County waste (not 
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. 

37 



38 



40,500 . 4,050 
.. 

8,268 827 
; 

61,495 '6,150 
*The average [J:S. household use.d 1J)i96 kWh (or il.SMWhrs). in·2010 (U.S. 
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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 haulers1 · 

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: 

• Forest Township and the Village of Otisville 

• Davison Township and the City of Davison 

• Grand Blanc Township and the City of Grand Blanc 

• Atlas Township and the Village of Goodrich 
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Solid Waste Disposal Collection Services · , : . · :. .! ~ . . , • . ~ , ~f.IHr Cost,p~er ... ·Municipality .. ".Gol(ettii:Jn Cot;llpany ·• .Households : , , l)lloni:Fi ' 
'~ .-

f~"-" •. 
' ' ' ,. ' 

_,;. 
•'I, 

Burton/'· · 
'clio 

Davison 

w~ste.Mi~a~ement · · .. 1D93s ·. ' . . -- - ' ··' .:-· 

:: ' - ~' 11:62 ', ''• 
Richfield Equities 1;029 
' Rep.u91ic . .. Z;.!J~g · 

9'96 
],1;60 · •.Fenton* .. Republic ··:. '· 4,3!i8 ,,~ ; ' ,, 

~-- . ,, '· ... _,_ , ·_·.F}i_rltf _ CJ!v:OfFI}nt, :f..~' , . 4QA.?2 .,:-- :~~·- .-:;_. ~ _ 
: .. N/A .· 

13:75' 
"N/A'-

i~- ;_.,·· . 
··''· '··· 

;Townships 

' ,. 

· . 
i/ 

r 

iVillages 
~- .. 

' ,. 
.\ 

•Flushing* ·,. Waste 'Management · :: · 3,100 
Grand Blanc . Wa~te Manag~m~ht . · 3;200 

Linden ·Repu~lic . · ~,266 
Montrosi! '· . •; ·RepubiJc ·: 581 · · · ,i(.u, Morris '., ·. Richfield,'Eq~ili~s · ' 1,p6's 

·swartz Creek* Rep~blic · 

Argentine Richfield· E.qui~ies 

' 
Atlas , Richfield Equities . Clayton Waste Maragerrient : 

DaVison· Richfield Equities 
Fenton Republic 

'• < Flint ,_y, "' •Ricrfi.eld Equ ;ties 

Flushing, 
Fore'st 

' 

Richfield ~qUiti<!s 
Wasie.fvlanagemerit 

Gairies· : , Waste-Management ' 
Gen~se~ i, c· ·, Ri~hfielg ~quiiies 

Grand Blan~· • .. · 
MontroSe ~ . ' 

"'Mt. Morris ·. 
Mundy , · 

Richfield 
Thetf<;>rd 

Vienna· 

Richfie.ld E~uities 
Republic 

, Ri~h.field Equities 
Ri~hfi~ld Equities 
~i~hfi~ld Equitie~ 

'Richfield Equities 
.. , IUc~field Equities. 

'· . .:. !' • ' ' ... . \_ ' ~·' Gaines ,: · · Waste.Management 
Goodrich• .. ' . Relnibii~ 
. Lennon* 
. btisv.ille 

· '\olta.ste.rv!a.na~ein~nt 
" .. ·. Ricllfie[d· ~quities 

Average Cost per Household 
.. . Ci~y 
Township 

,. , . . VillagEl 

•.;.; ~ . -

"-· 

·:'-1!):66; 
-1;: .~·;Q~! 
. ~::.9.87; 

,, 

.· .. ~ ,2,200 

·• 2~629 
" ~.2:;!0 

5;837 
' ·; 9;g93 
,, i;74~ 
; 368S '- _, 

ioQ ' ' .. ' 1·508 
.. •' ~:472 
. 8 8G5' 
,; ·_' - ~ 
,- 10,785 
.c. 1,,926 

7,925 
" ,' ·5367 

'- .• '·~. I • • 

' ' ' 2,989 
" .. i,469 
; 4 678 . 

~ ,_ .,., . 

•.128 

5~8 
,· ".156 
:··. ·,i 285 · 

I ' ' f t ,. '1 t I ' ' ' 1 
..: . • -·~ *Gost P,e_r; HH not avaiiabl<i 

' . ' 

. io:41 
9:98 

'• 9.17· '_', I 

' 
: ; :a.78 

:N/A . - ' I 

,U:O:S2 
'•8:52 
io:67 
8.28 
io.oo 

" '9:25 ;, ' . 

4,15 
9.33 
5,00 

,10.00 
io:89 \ 

i .. -... 
10:00 
'.8:96 

' ' 

'8,96 

··' ',9,Q3' 

8.75 
·9.~6 

_9.83 -· ~-

10.89, : ' 
N/A 
N/A 

' .. 8:85·"t · 







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 wast~, 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 relate 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. 

I Amertdment Approv~fProtess~ UJ 

46 
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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: 

• Scalable I Understandable 

• Waste To Energy 

• Cost Effective I Self- Funding 

• Easy I 100% Participation 

• Increase Closing the Loop I Local Repurpose 

• County-Wide Recycling 

• Environmentally Sound 

• Odorless 

• 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 thisycategory were:, . 

. /j Waste to Ener~y (not neces1arily as a facility, but waste 

:.'as a potential ~esource} :: ! 
• Cost Effective 1 Self- Funding ~ 

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: 

• Diverse (unique to municipality) 
• Reliability 

• Curbside Program 
• Easy I It Works 
• Landfill 

• County Ordinance Fee 
• Cheap I 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: 

• Easy I It Works 
• County Ordinance Fee 
• Public Health 
• Reliability 

48 



The weakness category named the following ideas: 

• Skeptical public 

• Ease 

• Enforcement I Accountability 

• Education 

• Unity 

• Metrics I Goals 

• Hazardous Disposal Sites 

• Availability to Homeowner for Recycling 

• Lack of Economies of Scale 

• Local Material Recovery Facilities 

• Expansion 

With the following being identified as the top priorities: 

• Enforcement I Accountability 
• Material Recovery Facilities 

• Metrics I Goals 
• Hazardous Disposal Sites 

/-r--..-, 
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Opportl!nities: 
• More closure of Entire Recycling Circle 
• Opportunity to Emphasize Education 
• Envision system that looks at past and future 
• More opportunities for recyclables I 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 

50 



Technical Report 3 
Goals cmd Ooject!ves ' 

GENESEE COUNTY 
METROPOLI:tA.N PbANNINQ COMMISSION 



. -~· .. ,.. 

When looking at the Threats portion of the working session, 
the group identified the following: 

o Lack of Education I Information 
o Politicians I Current Contracts I Silos 
o Cost I Lack of Funds 
o National I Statewide legislation 
o Landfill Opposition 
o Bad Actors I Irresponsible Companies 

Out of this, the committee prioritized the following: 
o Politicians I Current Contracts I Silos 
o Lack of Education 
o Cost I Lack of Funds 
o Bad Actors I Irresponsible Companies 

, .. 

,. 
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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 ''\... · -~ ·,., 
.:,~-<· ''-' ' '\ ~ 

·~~- 'I - ' 

Genesee County's waste stream is curre~~tly. (Yl~faged by the private ~ector, whije the County enforces the 
rules and regulations of the Genesee Courity Solid Waste Ordinance as. well a~ implementation of the selected 
solid waste system. Current population andJmil' use t(ends show that: populatf~n in the county will steadily .. -~ 1'1 --.,J->~ 

rise and waste generation will increase by overl?% in \Q.e next ?S_~e~~"'" 
' j) ,.,. ..... ,/" .. ....-
! -, ~ . ,._ ./> 

While the management of the waste streaml,is'•accepta~le;,·the Solid Waste Management Committee has 
concluded that improvements can be made to: the overail system to help further reduce waste, consolidate I - -- - ~ . 
services to reach cost benefits, and to continue education efforts and create new programs and incentives for ' .. recycling. i · 

' 

(;,~~:;·-~~~- :::7~~~~~-- :~ .. :·::~;~ ,[?:: ·:.·-~__! ':. ,,:::;;~;-~,:~~ .. _<;:; . • ... ·· ... :<i~~;·':;··;;··r ~--, · "".~· •-••~;-l,..-;.r· """. ~ :.-.• ;. , • ';;.:·J ,c·.t'"rJ,~, .,..· ..,·r .. -...-~ .. -...-.:.,J-~., ...• ~. •,.,. ... ~. _,. >:·~:.,)Zyjijfl 
rj~~~~~{-~-·~~k'~;,;i~S·~~:;;!~~~is~~-:I:~:~!~~~$~z~;~j~,~~.:-~-~1£~~~$f.;, . 

... 
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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 soli<;! 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: 

Implement 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.). 
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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 
com posting. 

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 5 
Solid Waste Management Plan Technical Report 1 



,--- -

; ;Aiti:ff"nativ~_stili~'Wfisie·M~nagem~rit ~vsteft15. ~· , · , ···. ·. · · ,· · · > · .,. · ."· · ·: . <.: .. ·, 
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::Will help meet ttie needs_ a_nd gbq_Js eE!~bilsh)'!cj in this p]i;n, Th~ aJterna:t[v~? frql)l-.tbe 26po" S91id Wa~te Manag~ment Plan were 
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Selected Solid Waste Manageme~t;System \~-;] f [")JI'-)\ ~-- ~-\\ 
Ge~esee Coun~y has selecte~ ~-RJ.:n ~oysolid waste manage~~nt thaf ·c~111s1:~or,a comtiin.~tio~ ~f techniques to reduce the amount of 
solid waste bemg generated mthe;county. The selected system as foiiOI,IJS frts.the·charaC\enstrcs and needs of Genesee County. The 
implementation of the selected\.1ys~m will still be managetfl by GJH~see Cc<l~r\t\klllietr6politan Planning Commission. The private 

sector will continue to also be in~ril,ved with the collection;~arsposali~
1~d·r~cVtll~~:oFs~lid w~'ste generated in the County. 

\' }'"} \~.· '·'_\ 
Summary oifComponents ':\ // · ,, ·· ',• · ,:; x 

- ,. .... \' '. "' / 
The current system for wast!!. disp'o~al in Genesee Couhty is based ol{a Rlilri that inCiud!!s recycling, landfilling arid education in 
resource recovery. Because.:G~Rese~:':county has.an1estab'iished solid waste:r\i1~ria'g~merit"sy~te1:T:wthis,plan amendment is focused 
primarily on the following)iems.as r'ii~a[is:t6'eiifi'trlc'e ~nd improve the cu?refit system: ~;- ' 

• lm'proving. rr10nitci~ihg, documenting and database efford/o improve the. qu',:;ilty and 

Genesee County 

,a'cturacyOHh~solid•w~'ste system. // v •\ 

/ Ev~lu_ati~g;.and::exP.a.ri.dihg the education and awarerJess of recycling and re~s~ of 
! fnateria'l~:as·~ell,astgi Household Hazardous Waste ~~g..!:!l.(ll in Genesee" County.: ) 
l(.lReducirig• 'the :overall amount of waste generatedt\iri:..Genesee County by utilizing 

~~y~rio:usi,~~th~~~.)hciud~ng imple~entation of resi~enti~l 'J~{~side recycling JWthe 

~~~Yi~c~~~,u.t~._'J):!Pie~entmgfa r,.~q-urr~ment. for multr-fa~rly u~:ts to have aw:ss to 
recyclrng;:encour,agmg loca11recyclmg mcentrves, conductmg.waste.assessments 1n the 
~;,I ~; _,.-f"-' .i-":'1 - -~-- ~-..tJJ - -~..---..... - ~-----"":"·~-..-:n:.-1 I_ t~ l -· ,_._. l/. I 

co~mertial: s~ctOf; antnesearcl'i\P9ssibl~/\m(lle~el'l~ation .of a
1
. ·~ater.Iai·;:Recycling 

Facilit\iJMRyf ''~\_ ~~J . . ;y JJf /l A llf ·tr./ 
• Utiiizi'itg\~ssets and resources in the c'oonty·Jiyd~veldping. part~ers~lps:~~ount local 

t""V' . '\J ~- n 1 , 1 .(:.II". t·-- ) 
communities to reduce costs and increase~recycling.opportunities.~£.'-::,, 
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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 Pion 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 Generated (cubic yards per year) 
Cubic Yards Generated 

S ~~~ _ ector. . · .. _ • • . ··-'. 2010 ~-~ , .. ,.:: 2015-t. •. -~'- . , -ZO?!l..:. ,_.; _,. )Z025·. ~-. ".·. 2030 . . ,i • , .;..203~;-

Residential* 

Commercial 

MSW Sub.total 

. Construction/ 

. Demolition 

; Industrial Special 

Total Annual Cubic 
Yards 

Population 

Pop Growth Rate {%) 

443,479 

1,262,Q72 

... 
7<f,484 

1,402,777 

425,790 

NA 
• Does not include multi-family data. 
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530,029 536,584 

1,347,640 1,353~704 

79,53~ 79,892 

I I • 

1,497,885 1,504,625 

454,666 456,726 

6.78% 0.45% 

6 

550,456 563,700 576,610 

814,344 813,285 
""··-· ~-.,.-.. ~··---~- -------····-, 

~.' l 
1,366,923 1,378,044 1,389,895" 

' .· ·' 

1!0,619 81;3?8 82,027. 
' 

•• • : 

1,518,317 1,531,678 1,544,850 

460,880 464,923 468,938 

0.91% 0.88% 0.86% 
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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. 

2. Composting: This is a low technology application for 
reducing yard and leaf waste from the waste stream. 
Currently the County relies on local municipalities 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 yard 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 compost 

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 reco111mending 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 
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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. 

Summary 

4. landfilling: The landfilling 
of solid waste is the final 
component of the solid 
waste system in Genesee 
County and will continue to 
remain a viable technology 
for disposa I of wastes. 
landfills must be properly 
constructed, licensed and 
operated. The siting criteria 
established in the 1983 
report are still credible. 

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 system. 
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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. 

I . .. 

!i'=". ,.; ";,t[·r,:>.~{ ~.·.'9"'.~'iiffiwl r .'!Jt;J-? !,!.;! --= lF-.1"--U-~J ~!l.~l!J~ L~v 

Low Volume 
Waste Reduction 
Recycling 
Comp'osting 
Landfill 

Medium Volume 

High Volume 

Waste Reduction 
Recycling 
Com posting 
Landfill 

Waste Reduction 
Recycling 
Com posting 
lantlfill 
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ifl;l~lli;"'®l t!ii I 
W'/.'FJ.l@0tr.f5wiJ 

1-2 
4-6 

2-3 

89-93 

4~5 

12-16 
6-7 
75-79 

6-9 
18~22 

9-12 
57-61 

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 com posting, 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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Resource Conservation Efforts 

The following chi:frt 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. 

Genesee County 
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llmor!iSI!x~ 
,~~_--:-·t ' . 
~ " 

."· , ·,Jifii!l·•~fuit~~u\'d? . <I 
~----~~ ~ID.Wli:-'--lli$.\P __ ~ 

' _; 
CurbsideRecydiiig.,(Residentiaf) ... '. :· ·9,310 · ·. 28 618 • ·' 5414ir 

• '•' • •'-• • ---•;'-~~ --~-''"'•""""•'r•••-•• ~~--•""'-----•~·-'>"•••}_ ·-

Commercial I Industrial Recycling 
and Waste Reduction* 
~ -- ---- .. " -·-. -~~-- --·· -·-· ·.- . ----,: 

Yard ,Waste I CQmposting* , ... .,_,...,..·-~--. --- .------· -----:­
' ' 

21,829 38,132 45,235' 
-.-- -----~- .,.. -- -- --------:--:- ."" -·- -· --- ·_::-; 

··--
r. ) 

. i 

4, 716 12,520 
--~--~ •·_,··---···----·-c.,-----

•. -" -·~- . ' -
22,562 ........ _____ , 

. ·' 

< _35;974 .. _ z~,_3_4_q> 1_2_2~o_491 

Percentage Volume of Waste 
Generated 9% 18% 24% 7'""·:- --.·-··-;: ~----- ~-:.~--;-·· ----·--~-·--···· ----~-------- ------v--

,;ES~lmated based on National' EPA io1o·numbers .• --;.:;..- .-._oc,·.- • --·- .- ;;-

. ' 
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Waste Reduction, Recycling and Com posting Programs 

As discussed in previous sections, the current waste system for Genesee County will rely on incorporating an integrated system of 

waste reduction, recycling, composting and landfilling, The plan will fotus 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 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, , 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.partrierships amount local 

communities to reduce costs and increase recycling opportunities. 

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 com posting 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 

only 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, recycling and composting programs should be expanded in all 

sectors that result in increased participation. 
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Recycling and Com posting' 

The following is a brief analysis of the recycling and composting programs selected for the County in this plan. The analysis covers 
various factors within the county and the impacts of these factors on recycling and composting. Following the written analysis, Table 
one (1) 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 com posting programs that are proposed in the future for the County. Because there are very 
few com posting programs currently in place in the County, there is no table representing existing com posting programs. It is not this 
Plan's intent to prohibit additional programs or expansions of current programs to be implemented beyond those listed. 
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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 recovering 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 ' 
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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. 

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. 
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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 about how and what they can recycle. 

Com posting 

This low technology application reduces homeowner's grass clippings and leaves from entering the landfills. There are many benefits 
from com posting, 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 
waste program were to expand, there is consideration to expand the 
outreach of the HHW program as well to include a permanent drop off site 
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. 
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Existing Recycling Programs 
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by where the,jirogramwill be offered' lf:throughoutthe·planning area, then listed by planning area; only In 
' - theri list~d ~y-¢ountv; if only in sp~~i~l:c rtiunld'palitle-s, their li'~ted by it~ name and ni~pective. co,untv~ 

by L=:; Designated Planning Agency; 1 =COUnty Bo~rd Of Commissione_rs; 3 =Department of P-UblicWorks;_4= 
5 • Private Owner/Operator; 6 • Other 

Identified by c =curbside; 'd = drqp off; o = onsite~ and-if other explained 
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I 



V> 
0 

c: 
:'!: 
"' ~ 
~ 

ro 
s 
"' " "' "" ro 
3 
ro 

" ~ , 
w 
" 

;;' 
n 
::r 

" i'i' 

"' 
"' ro 

'C 
0 
::+ .. 

G) 
ro 

" ro 
~ 

ro 
ro 
() 
0 
<:: 

" ~ -< 

o-

Proposed Recycling Programs 

!~· .. ~- · .~ } ~~e~lce_Ar~a r ... ~ilvat~· , Paili~. : Fri!qui!ncy4 ~ ._'c4n~~ei:l5 Developin~ljr _ Opef<itiOk~ ~ Ey~l~~tioi!~'i~~ 
L ~..:citieS " 

RecYcling Burtch Private c w a, b, c, d, e, f 1,3, 5 5 1, 3,5 
Recycling CliO Private c w a, ~.-c, d, e,:t 1,3,'5 5 1,3, 5 
Recycling DaVisOn 'Private c w a,~~- c, d, e, f 1, 3, 'S '5 1, 3, 5 
•Recyc;ling Fe_nton ,Private c w a, b, c; d,_e, f 1, 3, 5 5 1,'3,·5 
Proposed i=Hilt Public c w a, b, c, d! e, f 1, 3,.S 5 1,3,_ 5 
Recycling Flushin_g Private c w a, b, c, d, e, f 1,3, ~ 5 1,3,·5 
Recyc_lil'lg Grand' Blanc PriVate c w a,.b, c, c{-e, f 1,3, 5 5 1,3; 5 
Recycling W_hden Private c w a, b, c, d, e, f 1, 3, 5 5 1,3~ 5 
Recyding Montrose Private c w a,b, c, d, e, f 1, 3, 5 5 1,3,5 
Recycling Mt.Morris ,Private c w .a~ b, c, d, e, f 1, 3, 5 5 1,~,5 

Recycling _Argentine Private •C w a, b, c, d,'e, f 1,5 5 1, 5 
Recycling Atlas Private c w a, b, c,fi, e, f 1, 5 5 1,5 
Recycling Cl~ytOn Private_ c w a,b,c,d,e,f 1,5 5 1,5 
Recycling Davison Private c w a, b, t, d, e, f 1, 5 5 1, 5 
Recycling Fenton· Private c w a,p, c, d, e, f 1,5 5 1, 5 
Recycling ·FJirit Private c w a, b, c, d, e, f 1, 5 5 1, 5 
Recycling Flushing Private c w a, b! c, d, e~ f 1,5 5 1,5 
Recycling FOrest Pi'ivate c w a, b,.c, d, e, f 1,5 5 1~ 5 
Recycling Gaines Private c w a, b, t, d~ e, f 1, 5 5 1, 5 
Recycling G~nesee ·Private c w a, b, ~. d, e, f 1, 5 5 1,5 
Recycling Grand Blanc Private c w a, b, c, d, e,'f 1, 5 5 1,5 
Recycling Montrose Priv~te c w a, b,-c; d, e, f 1, 5 5 1, 5 
Recycling Mt. Morris Private c w a,.b, c, d, e, f 1, 5 5 1,.~ 
Recycling .Mundy Private •C w a, b, c, d, e,.f 1, 5 5 1,5 
RecyCling Richfield PriVate· c w a,·b, c, d~ e. t 1, 5 5 1;5 
Recycling Th~tfOr~ ,Private •C w a,_ b, c; d,.e,.f 1,.5 5 

I 

identified l)y 1 = besignate"d Plan_n-ing AgencY; 2:; Co.ulltiBo<!rd.o'f, Comrrilss!Ohers; 3"=.Departii1~ent' of P,Ui>Hc.Wor~s; 4.= Enviro_nmeri~~~;S-~ 
~ O~her/Operat~r;.6=oiher-- · '- . -- .. . . . . - . ' 

., 
i4liler1tififed by d = i::fajly;·W = .w_eekiy; b. =)btwe~kiY; m ~m_orithly; and If seasonal s~hrrc·e also,inCiic~ted b_y 5-R:=_~prlng; su.: s-ummer;-.fa =fall;_ 
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Existing Composting Programs 
1 Prog@jn.'• ., .. ' 1, 'P~l!c~r lColleftlon' C011e.cti0n~ Materiafs 

1
•. Pl-ggram ,~a!:Jage_in!_!nt Re~ponlibllities 

1 • .. r. Serv1ce Arear 1 • , : ~ 3 • • • 4! sl .'2 1 ··"' 2• .~. " • 2 
Nam~ ' . ~ · ·· ~- - Prvate . P.ofnt Frequency Collected,. Development· 1 Operation Evaluation~ 

L __ . ---'"''""­Cities 

vard Waste 
Yard Waste 

Yard Waste 

Yard Waste 
Yard W~ste 

Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 

Yard Waste 

Yard Waste 

Yard Waste 

Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 

Yard Waste 

Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 
Yard Waste 

Burto_n 
CliO 

DavisOn 

Fenton 
Flint 

Flushing 
Gr~md Blanc 

Linden 

Montrose 

Mt. MOrri$ 

Argentine 

Atlas 
Clayton 
Davison 
Fenton 

Flint 
Flushing 
Forest 
Gaines 

Geriesee 
Grand Blanc 
Montrose 
Mt. Morris 

Mundy 
RiChfield 
Thetford 

Private 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Public 
Private 
Private 

Private 
Private 

Private 

Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
Private 
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Private 
Private 

c w y 1 5 1 
c w v 1 5 1 
c w, sp, su, fa y 1 5 1 

c w y 1 5 1 
c w y 1 1 

c w y 1 5 1 
c w, sp, su, fa y 1 5 1 
c w y 1 5 1 
c w y 1 5 1 

c b, sp, su, fa6 v 1 5 1 

c b, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 
c b, sp, su, fa v 1 5 r 
c b, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 
c b, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 

c b, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 
c b, sp, su, fa y 1 5 1 

c w, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 
0 b, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 
0 b, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 
c w, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 
c w, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 

c b, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 
c b, sp, su, fa y 1 5 1 

c b, sp; su, fa v 1 5 1 
c w, sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 

0 b,.sp, su, fa v 1 5 1 

ld.entified.Oy Wll~re the P,rogram .wili be,offered: If throughout the~planning area, then l_lsfefhbij,pl_anfling area; orlly In specific counties, 
ll:St~d by ciiunty; 'if only in specifiC municiP.alitie·s, then li~ted IJy i~? name an~ reSpective co.unty. ' 

ldent!fled by 1 =Designated Plimnil1g}\genCy; 2 =_CoUhty ~oard of Comrriissioner~;.3 = D~partment Of Public WorkS; 4= Envii"On!llental; 5 
"P'nvate b_wner/bpet.~t:or; 6= Other_ 

Identified· by c:;;: curbsidE!; d? drop o'ff;' o = onslte-~·and jf,otb~r eXPlained 

Identified 15\j d = daily';,W =Weekly; b =biweekly; m =monthly; ahd if Seasonal service al~o indicated_ by.Sp =SPring; Su =Summer;_ Fa= 
Wi~Winter. 

ldeiltifl'ed'Oy y:·= Yardwa·ste;.M = HouSe_hOld Organics 
I 
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I Y,H 
Com posting Private Y, H • 1, 3, 5 • c w 
Composting Davison Privat~ != •. Y, H • 1, 3, 5 5 • 1, 3, 5 '~'· 
Com posting ;Fe~ton Pi-iv<ite ·w ·Y, H ·• 1,3,5 5• 

,. 
'1, 3/5 c• 

:. Co_mposting .:Flint Publi~ Y,H • 1, 3,·5 5 • 1,:3, 5 c w 
I COm posting F/ushirig Private Y,H 

.. 
1, 3, 5 5 • 1,'3, 5, c w 

::J Compostin·g Grand-Blanc Privat~ Y, H • 1,'3; ~ 5 • 1,'3, 5 c ·w 
Compostif)g linden- Private Y,·H • 1, 3, 5 5 • 1, 3, 5 C' w 
Compos~irig Montrose 'Private y, H • 1, 3, 5 5 • 1,3, 5 c w 
:Cqmposting Mt.~Morris ·Private v,·H. • 5 

.• 
1,3, 5 •C w 

'C0mposting Ari~ntine • Pril{ate c w Y, H 1,'5 5 1, 5 
Com posting Atlas Private c w Y,-H 1,_5 5 1, 5 

· p)mposti ng Clayton Private c w Y, H 1, 5 5 J.~ 5 
·c;:oinl?osting oavisori Private c w Y, H 1,5 5 1~ 5 
Composting Fenton Private c w Y, H 1,5 5 1, 5 
Compqsting Flint Priv~~~ c w Y, H 1, 5 5 1, 5 
c;:omposting Flushing Private c w Y, H l,:s 5 1, 5 
·cqmposting Forest Private c w Y, H 1, ~ 5 1, 5 

co Composting !3a_ines ,Private c w Y, H 1,_5 5 1, 5 
Com posting Ge.rte_see privat~, c ,w Y,H 1, 5 5 1,-5 
Com posting Grand Blanc .Private c w Y,·H "1/5 5 1,5 

' Com posting MontrOse .Private c w Y,H 1,5 5 1, 5 
~om posting Mt._Morris .Private c w Y, H 1,'5 5 1, 5 
Com posting Mundy ·' Private c w Y,H 1,5 ' ,, 5 1, 5 
.Compostirig Richfield Pri'Vate c w Y, H 1, 5 5 1, 5 
Com posting Thetford Private· c w Y, H 1, 5_ 5 1, 5 
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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. 

Genesee County 
Solid Waste Management Plan 

Projected Diversion Rates· · . · r .__·in_-~!:¥_:-_.~"'".··.•._-. ~--: __ ··~~--··· ~ .... --:~-: ~-~:~1 
Total Plastics 
.Total Pape< 
:Tota I Glass 

Construction"& Demolition 
& Food' Processing 

rubber, leather, and textiles 
'fatal Metals 

20 

2,000 

2,500 

400 

i,200 

550 

no data 
1,200 

750 

800 

no 

no data 

2,200 2,400. 

2,700 2,90()" ' ' ' .. 
600 800 ' 

1,400 1,600 
750· 950 

1,400• 1,600 

950 1,150 

1,000 1,200 
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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. 
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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 co9peration among local units, the private sector and the County will be a key element for implementation of a 
successful plan. 

: :· Dg~elc)p in~etrl~s'Joi- measuring '' .. 
' · .••. ·• ··progress oJplan. ' .... : : 

> 't ~-~ ·- ' ' -·. ]__ ' -- - c 

l ~jjdaJeii~P,feirlentatior\•str~·tegies 
~.acc~rdihgto,:tr!Jckeq p'rogre~~ a~& 
( .. :n.;aKe ~lteration~\"jhe.re . 

. · · ~.,· <!ppropri~te 

Genesee County 
Solid Waste Management Plan 

,•,,_-, 
'· ·-

' ,, DPA 
,'," ',"' 

., ' 

DI?A. ·Biannu.al a'~9 ongoing ·. 
,c ' 
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Monitor solid waste"imj:J"orts•a'nd 
..- < • --·': 

exports 

lniptove solid waste database; 
methodCilogy andrepdrtingJb"r' 

DPA 

incli.Jsi6ii ofcommertial.ant! multi" DPA, communities, cam·metcial 
familv·IJbusiilg 

Eval~at~ previous proiram effbrts · , 
and provide reconilllenpationstor;· 

.. improvements . . . -. - . 
Evaluate the Genesee•County Solid 

waste Ort!inante·ana•best 

Genesee County 
Solid Waste Management Plan 
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Evaluate best pr~ctice~ for 
education-programs and pursue 

- grantfunding 
:) 

Expand'·the education prog~am to 

include a re~ytling clrritulum for 
.teachers 

Update;com;j,~nity websites.and 
newsletters with .. currenuecyclif1g 

information 

County-wide annual waste and 
. recy_cling newsletter 

Pres~:nt to communities with 
current information about­

recycling.opportupities and 

programs 
" ' 

Educate i::omll)u_nities and 
businesses of cost.b~nefits of 

' reducingwaste generati~n ~nd 
recommendat.ions of dping.so -

(PAYI, waste assess!T!eni:s,·Eic.) 
- '., - - - -:... --· 

Genesee County 
Solid Waste Management Plan 

DPA 

DI'A; 'Scho.ols 

'DPA, Communities 

PPA 

DPA, Communities 

DPA, Communhies! Commercial' 
Sector . ,-

24 

_'Within l ye!Jr of approval 

'Within 2 .years of·a'pproval. 
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Within 6 rl)Onths of ~pproval: 

·Within 1 year of approval 

Ongoing 

·'Ongoing· 
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Establish annual goals for 

evaluation orwaste generation< 

Implementation 6f residential 

curbside recycling ,program in the 
, City 6f F.lint 

',Waste assessments in ,commercial 

' sector 

Research possibility of Material 

Recycling FaCility (MRF) in Genesee 

County 

Genesee County 

lmplelileptation of MRF in 

s;~nesee_County 

Solid Waste Management Plan 

SWPC 'Annual 

Within 3 years 6f approval 

DPA, Commercial, sector , Ongoing 

DPA, SWPC Within 2 years of approval 

DPA, SWPC, County, Private 
~ . . 

S~ctor, CommUnities 
p,ending Research < < 
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" 
. Formulate a plan-for pot~Qtial 
reven~e and expenditures based_ 

on programs and facility 

·?perations. 

L9cal J;OIJl_IT)unities p_ar):n_(:!rto 
reduc.e costs and-incr~ase;fecycling· 

________ QPPQf.Nflities, _ __ ---~ __ 

Genesee County 
Solid Waste Management Plan 

DPA;SWP.C 

c~mbi~~ities, Private . - --
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"Sblid.Wa~t~ Maila~eme~t~G:~mpo~en}s . ~: ... -: ·: :=: -.- - - . ~---- --· --·- --~~ 
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l. -_"T:he fol[owif!g identifies the· ma"Qagement respon~illilities and instityf[onal arrangel)1ents qecessary for the· implementation of the: i 
~-- Selecte~f 'f{~*:M~nagenjerit- System,; 1\tso [~cl_ii5J~'d~fs ·a aesi:ription• oftl)e.te·ch"oic~l, ~-~fuffli~trati9e,:fioailf)al;~~l'egal: capapiliti~s:?f":j 

I
I -eac.li _id¢. ntified existi.mf. stru. cture .Qf .. persohs, fliun. i~jpa[it. ies .• co~nties· ana state an~:Hederal agencies responsible· for solid· waste i 

,.management-iiiclbd[ilg pla[li']ihfi, implementation).~nd>enforcemerit, · · • . ' ~-:i 

I .. The _sqlid '{Vast~ .ma~agern~nt_'~ltmnin~_cpt:nrjlitte.~e.~il~:be re~pon~ible .. ~r the.f.unction ~f,Jlle impler:nentatio~_P.Ii3n and se~-king·{tj~: J 
r

1

. :.l]ece_~s~i¥ t.u~n~n~wfmplem .. e~tth •. e p·lan,:~rim~~f. p~~!es.·~ni!ol.ved:i~-6I_~:~_.~d;e.·ib'~-~e}le~.~;e:~o. ~n:Y:I\iletr. o. polita·n:~l~n~in~ .. _corn_m.~s.'ion~. i 
the Genesee· County' Board· of .c;:ommrssroners and .. tlje Mrchrgf!n· D{paH;ment of Envrronmen_!:al: Quality. Other'pa,rtrcrp~nts 1!1: th'e. 1 

1 proces·s_ irwtucje-,envjronment_al groUB?· la~cjflJU?P.erators,, recycling)troups, local universities <lnd extension offices, "County· Health. 1 r "• .,f?eP,aftme~~i. l~:c~l ,u~it~-~~-gpy~:!)~~~t _~tJd·,th_e~~e~n.es~!: ~o~n!~_Ad!~~.PI~riniQg ~~'n.ol~t~-~e,;: ·.-.· " .::: •. - . - . "" -- •. I 
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i -- 'The Gen~sE!e ·couhtf Boa_[tt:o.:r'Ei>niiT]issi_~n-~rs··app~?.inte_c[GGfYlP&:~~·!ttE·:ges[gliat~d'St'ilid~Wasfe Pl_anning'_Ag"~ncy,-(DPA) ·to .de vel]:>~ .:• 
and implement the County's.Solia Waste M<ln_agerneilt P.lan. GGMPCa1so administers and manages the Genesee County Solid Waste . 

\ 'Manageme-nt System, as V:elf as drafts·a~d implements the Solid W~stE! Ma·rl~gernent P]an·f~r the County. : 

"·"'-;,:_--:'· .. :·. -.. ·.: ::;~--:) :. --~---~~:-.·~_-_,.::::_~_--:.:;~-.;~-~-~-:-:.~~~::·:.,~" -~. ,._ ·-· -- _/ 
· 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. 
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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 administrative 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, 
staff from the GCMPC closely monitors and tracks reports from landfills and haulers to 
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 
Ordinance fee placed on haulers ($0.5 I cubic yard). The program consists of the following 
areas of planning: 

• Recycling 
• Education 
• Management 
• Outreach 
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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 tan 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. 
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Identification of Responsible Parties 

Document which entities within the County will have ·-t'''l 
management responsibilities over the following areas of the :· ~-.'.:1' 
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: 
Com posting- 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 ~lants (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 



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. 

D 

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 ofthe 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 tliese amounts. 

The following briefly describes the processes .used or to be used to select the equipment and locations of the recycling and 

com posting programs included in the Selected System. Difficulties encountered during past selection processes are also summarized 

along with how those problems were addressed: 

Equipment Selection: 

Existing Programs: 

The local municipalities in Genesee County use private waste haulers (with the exception of the City of Flint 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. 

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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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 

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

Genesee County 
Solid Waste Management Plan 

·Resource Conservation Efforts 

Curbside Recycling, 

Composting 

Resource Recovery Programs 
Household Hazardous Waste 

Collection' 

Volume·Reduction Techniques 

Collection Processes 

Transportation 

Disposal Areas 

Future Disposal Area Uses 

Management Arrangements' 

. Educational and Informational 

Programs 

Unknown 

Unknown 

Unknown 

- . '"-- -

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

None 

Unknown 

UnkMwn 

' . 
DPA, Private, Municfpalities 

DPA, Private, Municipalities 

DPA, Private 

~ --

Private Sector 

- Private 'Sector 

Private Sector 

N/A 

DPA, Private 

DPA, Solid Waste Or0il1ance 
Fee - Private Sector 

1 These components and their subcomponents may vary with each system 

2 Muncipalities contribute on a voluntary basis 

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 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: 

Genesee County 

• 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 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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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 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 

:Medil!ril Volume 0 
• • • ,. waste reduction, recycling and composting, realistically, we could expect 

::.:.::==c:.:....==~_::..W~o~as~t~e~,R~e~d~u~o c~t~io~n~ .. .,.-. ~0.,.,4~"~5---~~~ medium volumes to be achieved over the next ten years with the goals the 
·. RetV'c!in'g· 0 

.' 
0

; t2.-i6° · •· plan is looking to achieve. This would result in an approximate 15% 

•Com posting 
0 ,o . J<i[ldfill • 
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6-7 
75-79 c 

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 ofthese components 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 fo~ the private sector as reducing the amount of waste that is disposed would decrease overall costs to the 
business; Many products in the commercial sector are also lucrative 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 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 a· Material 
Recycling Facility {MRF) in Genesee County, 
which would process recyclabies 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 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. 

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.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 corriposting 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 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 outline of. 
the major advantages and disadvantages for this Selected System. 

1. The selected system will enhance collaboration among the public and private sector on solid waste issues. 
2. Education and informational opportunities artd 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. 

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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lri 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 waste 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 

) 

GENESE.E COUI'-JTY 
METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION 

RECYCLE 

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. Environmental 

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 households. 
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,Genesee County Recycling Rate:, 
·(totai·.MsW~Recytled/T6tarMsvlt Gen,eratea)'x ioo. 

· *MuniCipal Solid Waste consists ~fboth trash and recydables 
, . . , . , . 

'· -i 

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 

r~... . . c~ 

~eople _in·;:the ·united Sta'te·s·-go-
. •through'·is:'billion,plastic bottles 
· arfnuall:.f and mak~ -e·nough 

I -· 'plastk}ilm e~di year '~o ,shrlrl_k­
wrap th~ State 6f.Te-xas. 

"'-' LiveStrong.cbri1 

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 

determined through weights accepted at Great lakes Recycling as well as through recyclables 

accepted in City of Flint neighborhoods through their use of the Genesee County Recycling 

Trailer. The residential waste generation data was also provided by local waste haulers through a 

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 '-
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 

200S, the "waste generated' figure was estimated using a rate of 3.7 lbs per person per day or 65.2 lbs 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 
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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 
(RRRASOC) to the south of Genesee County, the recovery rates of lbs per 
household per week were nearly identical. However, the residential waste 
generated numbers show quite a difference, indicating that Genesee County 
may need to continue to improve efforts to increase recycling per household. 

. Genesee County Waste & Recycling Services 

Gen~se~ Coutity 

RRRASQC 

6.08 40.03 

31.5} 6.31· - -, •, 

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 

2095 J69,825 

2010. 170,739 112,337 

40.24% 

65.79% 

service premiums to a minimum but this certainly is not the only 
benefit. With a single waste hauler, truck routing sends out the least 
amount of trucks needed, consequently doing less damage to our local 
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. 

Since 2005, 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. 

5 



fl,tlasXownshiP 
Clayton TownshiP* · 
DaVison ToWns~ip 

. F~nton ToWn_ship · 
, Flint ToWi'isliip 

Flushing toWnship 
Forest Towriship* 
·G-aineS Town-ship* 
Ge~esee TownShip 
G!-anct·_sl;:wc T6wns~ip .. 

, MontrOse TownShip 
'Mt: Mo"rFis Towns~hiP* 
MUildy·TownshiP. 
Richfield ToWnship 
fhetfOrd'TOwnship 
Vienna ToWns~ip* 

City-of Burton*­
City of. Clio 
Cit\' of Davison 
:City Of Fent9n 

· City of Flint 
CitY of-Flushing* 
City of Grand Blanc* , 
City of linden* 
City-of Morltr'O"se*· . 
City of Mt. Morris 
City of S~a_rtz Creek 

Village of Gaines* 
Village-o(GoodriCh 
Village of,Lennon* 
Village of:OtisVille 
Village of Otter lake*- ~· 

'2,344' 
: .2,621: ' 

5,964. 
_7;o82 
·15,002 . 
4,121 
1;4~5-

, ··' ' 2,442 . 
9,643 
12,:767 

. :3,082 
8,524· 

·5;028 

'3,136 
.. 2;640 .. 

,u • ·o '2;824. 

- ~2;755' 

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 nearly 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 
1 6 short years ago; only 2.8% of all residential waste materials generated in Genesee 

'_j 

,· ,,! County were recovered for recycling. In relationship to State and National averages, this is 
extremely low. 

' . 1;625 >l ( 

' '3,746 •" .. ·! 
.. 32,839 . . 

'' 

! 2011 Countywide Residential Rec"ycling Rate:- 6% 
·'(344'. 

1,932 
i,506 

.' 605. 
1,354 
.1;926 

:142 
'757 
178 
249: 
i56 

1 
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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, 

'i 
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, 

. I Fenton, and (text to continue after the Residential Recytling Diverted charts) ,. 

Total 157;196 "....-
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Village. of Otter Lake* 

-.. -. ,. 

'· 
' 

2,157 
4,716 

l9;503 

_14,695 ·. 
s~:ooo 
13;333 
2;197 
3;602 

25,297 
63,933 
5,034 

. '11.~47". 
17,859 
1,'437 
2,'863 .' 
6,619' 

36,588. 
7,251 
?,742! •. :·, 

15,776'· 

~~I.E?.~~··.-1> 
~0;376~ 
:[o;7o4 ' 
A,235 

P43· 
. 403' 

_13,626 

.237 
2;784 
278 
54 
322 

88,000 ' 
··96,077 
20~;885 

.. 2?7;692, 
526,0QO 

·. :1,56;692 
: 53,769 
.· '90,308 ... 

•. 34s,sn: ·. 
427,115 .. 

.. 113,500 

' 3,1~,3Q8' 
. 214,000 
119,192 

98;692, ... 
. i02,000·. 

363,808 

' 90,15(:.' 
. 100,793< . 

229;388 
272,387 
577,000 
170,026 
55,966 
'93;909' 
370,874 .. 
491,049 
118,534" 
3~7,854 

231,85~ 
_120,629' 
101,555' 

, 108,619 • 

98,692 . 
59,769·' 

·-~ c':128-30s--:.,', -:. ~-, 
. - --· '--· ,. 

,. 

400,395 . 
105,944. 

"•62,512 
. '144,084 

r" 

. 1 257'3ss: ' 
I, _._.I"" 

. ; .. ~56,69~ 
·63;:6JS 
53;@2 
21,308. 

'-: Sl,692. 
60,462;. 

5,231 
·. 26,346 

6,577'. 

9,538 
5,692 

7 

. . ;; •1,263;051· 
; ·., :167,062 

., ;· .. l4,3El 

57,927 
2ps1 
'52,09~ 

'74,087 

5,468' 

29,130: 
6,855. 

9,592' 
6,014 

';:·-· 

; ~-'·_4~':· 
4.7% 

~-~%' 
~-4%" . 
8.8% 
-7:8%. 

~~9% 

"~.8%. 
:~J~% 
l:~-0% 

_.-,, 4.2%· 
3.-5% 

<_r-
-7~7%~' 

,1.2% ' 
.2-?~-" 

. ; 
' .6.'J% 

9.~% 
6.8% ' 

4.4% 

1Q.9% 
,0.4%:~ 
6':2%: 

1'4~4%' 
-7.3%· 
8.4% 

0.8% 
"18;4% 

4.3%.: 

9.6% 
4:0%-
0.(5%: .: 



Argentine ToWnship 
Atlas township 
Cl~yton Townsliip* 
DaVis'on TownShip 
Feili::on Tow·nship" 

, Fliilt Township, . 

FluShing TOWnship 
Fore·st T6wnsh-ip* 

· '"Gaines'ToWnShip* 
G~nes'eeTownship­

G~and .BI_a~c-ToWiishiP 
MOntrose TOWiiship 
Mt. Mor~is TOW!lshi~* 
Muildy Township 

-Richfield Township 
ThetfOrd T6W"riship·. 
YiE!nni:l..TciWnShHl'* _ 

City·cif Bu-rtOn* 
_c_::ity Of CliO 
City otpav]son ~" _,. 
City o( Fenton 

City of Flirit 
City of Flushing* 
Ci_ty Of Grand Blailc* 
CitY of Linden*- . 
tity of Montrose:*· 
City,ofMt.,Mords 
City of Swartz Creek 

Village Of Gaines* 
Villag·e Of GociCir'ich 
Vil~age of Leiman*· 
Vil_lage of Otisvill~ 
Village.of Otter lake* 

··.·.·.··~···;;:;., ,, " <lilt;) 

",J -·~ -;~:· "'·- ' ". 

181 
168 
.86 
529. 
506 

. 699 
176 
58 
93 

323 
995 
9 

331 
532 
273 

170 
356 

. '130 

55 
177 
463 
244 
265 
315 
83 
28 

108 
235 

10 
48 
1 
19 
1 

,-, 

42 
56 

.123 
5o7 
382 

1,326 
347 

. 57 

;94 
658 

1,662 
131 
300 
464 
'37 
74 
172 

951 
i89 
71 

410 
147 
270 
278 
'110 

51 

10 
354 

6 
72 
7 
1 
8 

Total • 8,269 9,370 

8 

Residential Recycling Diverted 
Countywide.(Tons/Year) · 

9,370 

8,269 

.2005 20li 



Tqwnship 
· (_lay!onTQWn?liip* 
Davist;~n'Tc;>_wnsJlip' · . -,, 

'·o Fenton Towrlshlp 
Flint Township 
Flushing Tqwnship 

. •' ~ 

Fore_;t TOwnstlip* · 
GainesTownStiip*. 
GeneseeToWnshij) " 

~ Gra~ci,BianC Town-sllip;. 
'lv'!o~tros~T~_'«,11S.b_iP~ ~-- .. . _, 
~t. M.~rri_s Tclwl)sQjp•·, ·;, «·-· _ 
Mundy Tgwns~ip ,; _ · ~-. 

-RiChfi¢fg Towr.ShiJid. . ... 
'ThetfordTqwnSbiP. ' ~- · 
Vienna TowllS~iP*~~--· .,' -, 

- ·-· .. : 
C~y.of ~Urton~ . . ' 
CitY of CliO· , _ ~· ~-

".City _of DaviSon* 
City of Fenton~. . '....;. 

-CitY of Fiint*·· _:. _· · 
City of Flushing*'. ;. _ . 
CitY·9f Gra~n'tJ_-Bia.li~*' "~- <- ,_, 

·; City oJ.tind_i:m~-~ -;. • ,. 
City of MontrOse* 

. City.of.Mt.·Morris 
qiy 9f Sw<irtz·cre~k -

ymagE:! of Gaines* 
Vm~ge of GoOdrich*· 

~ Yi!lage•()f. l:_ennOn* 
ViHe~gi:!·qf Otisville 

/Village of Otter' LakE!* 

-, .. 

' 2,552 

'2,~00·' 
'2,629 

·~· "5,320,' 

-836 
f,003•' 

'' 2,500 
" 5,837 53% · :3.o~·( 
' .. 1(43_5-c ·_, 46%~ -, 4;574 

1,554 
167 

3,885 ' 40%' 
1,508 - 31% ._ < 

2.472 ~- 31%" ·. '- 766 
.-)~44~ '. ,.-- 4~% ~·~-?7:. 

'"· '10;785 j-·- - 52% ,.. /_ . ?,608.- .. 
.... >1:;926··' ~ 33%' ' -- '' • 636' 

-~:i~jt''\ .• ~d~:: ;'\,:' :: ~;:ii.· 
. ~:f.98~-- '•-;.' -19%~ ;:f " -:68_;." 
~2,469 . ' /"34% - ~839 

. ~ -4,543 '_> . 31% -· .:~/~0~, 

10,~~8 
;1,02_~ 

~?.039 
'4,~58 

r)/~ 
,3;100, 
3;200 

. ' 1,266_ 
581. 

' 1>068: 
2,196' 

128.' 
538: 
150 
285' 
174 

,54% 
····so~ 

5,469 
.556 ' 

·-.: ~.o~o 
So% --. '>--,·~ .-. ·• -,2;1-79 
.. ~%·,' :,-· i:o24 
·So%"' , · ,.~.~ :.~1sso 

so% ".· ••• :· 1:6oo 
so%.:··-, .. 63~: 

•,_50%·'· 
1;7% ::. ' 
56%~ 

.31% 
-59% 

'31% 
12% 
31% 

~91 

:l8? 
:t.~30 ' 

40 
269 
47 

. 34 -

54 
TOTAL i12;i!37 •• - 39% ---- 50;075 

* Calculated Estimated Rate 

;. 

Burton have <~lso 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. 
The number one contributor to this growth is likely the increased 
accessibility to quality recycling programs. Local units of government 
are realizing the benefits of curbside recycling and have made it a 
priority to provide these services to their residents. In fact, some of 
the townships seeing above average growth are currently offering the 
'Rewards 4 Recycling' affinity program to their residents in addition to 
normal curbside services. This may be a factor in their increased 
success. It is certainly reasonable to contribute some of this growth 
to GCMPC's extensive education & outreach programs. 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. Lastly, 
something should be said about the public mindset. Since the last 
rate study was completed, the idea of "going green" and building 
sustainable communities has spread like wildfire, and we have 
certainly realized some of these benefits in Genesee County. 

Also provided through partnerships with local waste haulers were the 
average participation rates for a number of local units throughout 
Genesee County. On a countywide average, 39% of the households in 
Genesee County participate in some form of residential recycling 
program. 
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Why Boost Recycling in Genesee County? 

A 2006 study produced by Public Sector Consultants, and reinforced by the Michigan Recycling 

Coalition in 2011 shows that increasing the recycling rate in Michigan from the current level of 

20% (2001 estimate) to the average of the other Great Lakes states (30%), would produce a total 

increase of 6,810 to 12,986 jobs, approximately $155 to $300 million in income, and 

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 

I' "" "" "' ··"· ·.-"' 
Incinerating 10,6-oo tons. Of 
·waste Creates- .One job; 1and 
filling·. 10,000 to'ns •Of waste 
creates siX'.]Obs; r"eCyCJing.lO)J(fo 
tdnS"of \.\lr:iste:treates·-3? ,jobs.-

• -.Earth911.org· , __ 

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. 

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 
discovered there are definite benefits and obvious shortfalls in resident participation in 

Get Flint- Recv.ci!ng! 
•:· 0v.er ·6_s million pounds of waste are· 

g!;!ner\'lted per year by· the City of Fiint• 

Opporti.m'ity for: 

•:~ Over 40,'000 adt!itional h_ouseholds ~o 
have acces·s to ·recyclin'g 

·=· Diversion ·of 14 million pounds of waste 
- . . fr.ow an:!a. l<:!n_d(ill~ -~in_riyally Jas.~Uining th~ a,verage 

6:69 pounds per households per weekJor .cities) · 

the local recycling programs. 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 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 
program. With the implementation of a recycling program, backed by a 
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 
households into the recycling realm with the adoption of a pilot program 

that incorporates neighborhoods gradually. 
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"· '. 
The alumin~m can is infinitelY Another serious shortfall is the lack of recycling options for multi-family residents in Genesee 
recyclable. A recycled -can. :is County. The 2010 U.S. Census American Community Survey estimates that multi-family units make 
able,to be ba~k'pn.the .?hetfin- a~ 
littleasGO.days~using. 9S%•Iess" up roughly 17% of the housing in our local comm1,1nities, and virtually all of them do not offer 
energy,and-95%:·1i,s greenhouse "' recycling to their residents. There are a number of challenges surrounding the waste systems in 

... gas emissions· than c"re~ting •a. place in multi-family housing. Each development contracts with a waste hauler of their choice, and 
C~n-from,r1ew _meial. " 

"" recycling is generally not a part of that discussion. This is not only a void in our solid waste system, 
-Aluminum Association but a void all over the state and nation. However, some communities have made advances in multi-

____ ....,_..__., __ ,_ .. _ family recycling through local ordinances. Ann Arbor, Ml 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 feasibility.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 riew 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 far 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 (PA YT) 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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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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