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STATE OF MICHIGAN 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENT, GREAT LAKES, AND ENERGY 

LANSING 

November 19, 2021 

VIA E-MAIL 

Ms. Tracy Hall, Chairperson 
Kalamazoo County Board of Commissioners 
201 West Kalamazoo Avenue 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 

Dear Ms. Hall: 

The locally approved Amendment #2 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste 
Management Plan (Plan Amendment) received by the Department of Environment, 
Great Lakes, and Energy (EGLE), Materials Management Division (MMD) on 
August 27, 2021, is hereby approved.  

The amendment makes the following changes: 
· Updates the Miller Road Transfer Station Facility Description.
· Identifies the Miller Road Transfer Station as a processing facility.
· Identifies any expansions of the Miller Road Transfer Station located at

2606 Miller Road, Kalamazoo, MI 49001, for its solid waste transfer station or
processing plant as automatically consistent with the plan.

EGLE would like to thank Kalamazoo County for its efforts in addressing its materials 
management issues.  If you have any questions, please contract Ms. Christina Miller, 
Solid Waste Planning Specialist, Sustainable Materials Management Unit, Solid Waste 
Section, MMD, at 517-614-7426; EGLE-MaterialsManagementPlanning@Michigan.gov; 
or EGLE, P.O. Box 30241, Lansing, Michigan 48909-7741. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth M. Browne, Director 
Materials Management Division 
517-284-6551

GRETCHEN WHITMER 
GOVERNOR 

LIESL EICHLER CLARK 
DIRECTOR 



Ms. Rachael Grover 2 November 19, 2021 
 
 
cc:  Senator Sean McCann 
 Representative Julie Rogers 
 Representative Christine Morse 
 Representative Beth Griffin 
 Representative Matt Hall 
 Ms. Liesl Eichler Clark, Director, EGLE 
 Mr. Aaron B. Keatley, Chief Deputy Director, EGLE 
 Mr. Travis Boeskool, Legislative Liaison, EGLE 
 Mr. Hugh C. McDiarmid Jr., EGLE 

Ms. Tracy Kecskemeti, EGLE 
 Ms. Rhonda S. Oyer, EGLE 
 Mr. Jeff Spencer, EGLE 
 Mr. Fred Sellers EGLE 
 Ms. Christina Miller, EGLE 
 Ms. Carlie Money, EGLE 
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AMENDMENT 2 TO KALAMAZOO COUNTY 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

________________, 202___ 

 The Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan (December 1998) is hereby amended and 

supplemented as follows: 

1. Table 2, “Inventory of Solid Waste Disposal Areas” (II-2), is hereby supplemented as follows: 

  

a. At the end of Table 2, following the list of solid waste disposal areas under the heading 

“Type B Transfer Stations,” add the following:  

 

Processing Plants  County  

Miller Road Transfer Station Kalamazoo 

 

2. Table 3, “Descriptions of Solid Waste Disposal Areas” (II-3), is hereby amended as follows:  

 

a. Under the heading “Type A Transfer Stations”, “Miller Road Transfer Station”, “Wastes 

received” (II-8), add: recyclables, contaminated soils, paper sludge. 

b. Under the heading “Type A Transfer Stations”, “Miller Road Transfer Station”, “Total area 

of facility property” (II-8), strike “+/- 1 acre” and insert “+/- 9.51 acres 

c. Under the heading “Type B Transfer Stations” (II-10), add the following:   

 

PROCESSING PLANTS  

 

Miller Road Transfer Station  

Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11W Section 25  

Final Disposal Site: Orchard Hill Sanitary Landfill  

Owner: Landfill Management Company (private)  

Operating Status: Open and Licensed  

Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction, demolition, trees and 

stumps, recyclables, contaminated soils, paper sludge  

Total area of facility property: +/-9.51 acres  

Estimated days open per year: 312  

Estimated yearly disposal volume: Unknown  

 

3. Table 11, “Inventory of Solid Waste Disposal Areas” (III-6), is hereby supplemented as follows: 

  

a. At the end of Table 11, following the list of solid waste disposal areas under the heading 

“Type B Transfer Stations,” add the following:  

 

Processing Plants  County 

Miller Road Transfer Station  Kalamazoo 

 



 
 

4. Table 12, “Descriptions of Solid Waste Disposal Areas” (III-7), is hereby amended as follows:  

 

a. Under the heading “Type A Transfer Stations”, “Miller Road Transfer Station”, “Total area 

of facility property” (III-12), strike “+/- 1 acre” and insert “+/- 9.51 acres. 

b. At the end of Table 12, following the list of solid waste disposal areas under the heading 

“Type B Transfer Stations” (III-14) add the following:    

 

PROCESSING PLANTS  

 

Miller Road Transfer Station  

Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11W Section 25  

Final Disposal Site: Orchard Hill Sanitary Landfill  

Owner: Landfill Management Company (private)  

Operating Status: Open and Licensed  

Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction, demolition, trees and 

stumps, recyclables, contaminated soils, paper sludge  

Total area of facility property: +/-9.51 acres  

Estimated days open per year: 312  

Estimated yearly disposal volume: Unknown  

 

5. Table 15, “Selected Recycling System” (III-19), is hereby supplemented as follows:  

 

a. At the end of the paragraphs under the heading “Drop-off programs” (III-20), add the 

following:  

 

The Miller Road Transfer Station is a privately operated drop-off which is open to the 

public year round. The drop-off accepts Cardboard, Paper, Rigid Plastic 1-7, Aluminum, 

Tin, Steel (Ferrous & Non-Ferrous Metals), Wood, Glass, Concrete, Asphalt & Compost. 

 

6. On Page III-27, add the following below the paragraph in “Facility Siting Procedure”: 

 

The following facility is deemed automatically consistent with the plan: 

 

Miller Road Transfer Station for any expansions at its solid waste transfer station or as a 

new processing plant; located at 2606 Miller Road, Kalamazoo, MI 49001. 

 

7. Appendix D, “Attachments” (D-1) is hereby amended as follows:  

 

a. Attachment D-8, the Miller Road Transfer Station, is removed and replaced with the 

attached Exhibit C as “Attachment D-8a”.  

 

 

 



Attachment D-8a 

Exhibit C 

Miller Road Transfer Station 

 

Parcel Number: 06-25-314-001 

County tax description: 

G25-28-2 Section 25-2-11 Beginning 260ft West of the intersection of the E&W 1/4 line of 

Section 25 with the westerly line of the GTW Railroad right-of-way; thence South 05deg 34min 

East 484ft; thence East 260ft; thence South 05deg 34min East 183.13ft to the south line of the 

N 1/2 of the NW1/4 of the SW1/4 of Section 25; thence West 328.02ft along said south line; 

thence North 05deg 34min West 667.13ft parallel to the westerly line of said right-of-way to 

the E&W 1/4 line; thence East 68.02ft along said E&W 1/4 line to the point of beginning, 

excluding the North 33ft for Miller Road. 

Parcel Number: 06-25-318-001 

County tax description: 

G25-10-2 Sect 25-2-11 that part of the S 1/2 of the NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 lying E of the ELY li of 

the GR&I RR right of way. 

Both Parcels: 

Deed Legal Description (Liber 1210 Pg 152) 

Land located in the North half of the Southwest quarter of Section 25, Town 2 South, Range 11 

West, described as: Commencing at a point in the East and West quarter line of said section 

328.02 feet West along said quarter line from the West line of the Grand Trunk Western 

Railroad, thence Southerly parallel with the West line of the Grand Trunk Western Railroad 

667.13 feet to the South line of the North half of the Northwest quarter of the Southwest 

quarter of said section; thence West along said South line 191.58 feet to the East line of the 

Conrail right-of-way (formerly G.R. & I. Railroad); thence Southerly along the East line of the 

Conrail right-of-way to the South one-eighth line of said section; thence East along said one-

eighth line to the West line of the Grand Trunk Western Railroad; thence Northerly along said 

West line of said Grand Trunk Western Railroad 850.42 feet; thence West parallel to the East 

and West quarter line 260 feet; thence Northerly parallel to the West line of the Grand Trunk 

Western Railroad to the East and West quarter line of said section; thence West along said 

quarter line to the place of beginning, subject to conditions, limitations, restrictions, and 

easements of records. 



Attachment D-8a



Section 2 

Signed Minutes - Amendment #2 

a. SWMPC approval prior to 90-day comment period
b. SWMPC approval to forward to County Commission
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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Members – Representing: 

 
Emily Bridson, Vice Chair – Solid Waste Management  Andy Wichman – Industrial Waste Generator 
Chris Phillips, Secretary – Solid Waste Management  Chandler Lyons – General Public 
Eric Shafer – Solid Waste Management  Roxanne Myles – General Public 
Steve Taplin – Solid Waste Management  Chad Visser – General Public 
Lee Adams – Regional Solid Waste Planning Agency  Jeffrey Sorensen, Chair – Township Government 
Rebekah Kik – City Government  VACANCY – Environmental Interest Group 
Zac Bauer – County Government  VACANCY – Environmental Interest Group 

                        Roger Tuinier (alternate) – County Government 
 

Designated Planning Agency (DPA) contact – Lotta Jarnefelt, Deputy Secretary; Director, Planning & Development Department 
                     

 
KALAMAZOO COUNTY 

 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE (SWMPC) 

 
Meeting of December 16, 2020 

  
 

MINUTES 
  

 
 

I. Call to Order 
Chair Sorensen called the virtual meeting held via Zoom to order at 7:00 pm and noted that 
the meeting is being recorded.  
 

II. Roll Call 
Chair Sorensen asked Ms. Jarnefelt to take attendance by roll call. Ms. Jarnefelt stated that 
advisory boards have been directed to ask everybody to provide their location during Zoom 
meeting roll calls (city, township, village or county): 
Present: 
Lee Adams – yes, Portage 
Zac Bauer – (joined later from City of Kalamazoo) 
Emily Bridson – yes, Kentwood 
Rebekah Kik– yes, City of Kalamazoo 
Chandler Lyons – yes, Kalamazoo Charter Township 
Roxanne Myles – yes, Kalamazoo Charter Township 
Chris Phillips – yes, City of Kalamazoo 
Eric Shafer – yes, City of Three Rivers 
Jeffrey Sorensen – yes, Cooper Charter Township 
Steve Taplin – (joined later from Cooper Township) 
Roger Tuinier – no 
Chad Visser – (joined later) 
Andy Wichman – yes, Prairie Ronde Township 
 
Zac Bauer, Steve Taplin, Chad Visser and alternate Roger Tuinier not present during roll 
call, two vacancies. 
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Others present were Lisa Henthorn, Deputy Administrator for the County, External Affairs, 
Sarah Osborne, legal consultant for the County and Rachael Grover, technical support for 
the meeting. 
 

III. Members Excused 
Chair Sorensen asked if any members had called in advance to be excused. The Chair was 
hoping that some of the members would join the meeting later. 
 

IV. Additions/Deletions/Changes to the Agenda 
No changes to the agenda were requested. 

 
V. Approval of the Agenda 

Motion by Mr. Phillips, seconded by Ms. Bridson to approve the agenda. Approval by 
roll call. All present stated yes. 
Chad Visser reported difficulty joining the meeting. Zac Bauer joined the meeting from 
the City of Kalamazoo and voted yes for the agenda.  Motion carries. 
 
It was noted that Christina Miller from EGLE was present and available to answer 
questions if needed.  

 
VI. Approval of Minutes 

Motion by Mr. Shafer, seconded by Mr. Phillips to approve the minutes of November 18, 
2020. Approval by roll call. All yes, motion carries. 
 
Steve Taplin reported that he was in the meeting by phone and he was moved over from 
the Zoom Public webinar attendees to the Panelists. 
 

VII. Public Comments 
Steve Leuty spoke and deferred to Section 8 for a non-agenda item. 
Mike Balkema from Best Way Disposal asked when it was appropriate for him to speak 
and the Chair asked him to speak when Best Way Disposal’s amendment proposal is being 
discussed. 
 

VIII. Discussion and/or Action Items 
1. Review of Current Bylaws – Action Item 

i. Review edits and potential approval of bylaws. 
Ms. Jarnefelt read the questions that had been compiled about the bylaws received 
from the members and the response to them from Ms. Osborne. 
Motion by Ms. Bridson, seconded by Mr. Shafer to approve bylaws. 

 
During discussion Ms. Jarnefelt asked if anyone had any experience in defining an 
annual application time for amendment applications. Chair Sorensen stated that any 
amendment application or other items for the SWMPC agenda should be received 
in a timely manner so the Committee can review the item before the meetings. He 
also pointed out that the SWMPC’s part in the application process is just one of 
many steps, such as local municipalities’ approvals required for any proposed 
projects to come to fruition.  
Question to Ms. Osborne was made whether the bylaws should state that materials 
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need to be received within a specified time before the meeting. She stated that it can 
be a requirement going forward, but it is acceptable to process the amendment 
application items on the current agenda at this time. 
Ms. Miller from EGLE stated that when making any official action such as for a 90-
day comment period or approval of a Plan amendment the majority of the 14 
members (8) would have to vote in favor in order to approve it, not just the majority 
of members attending a meeting. It was agreed that the bylaws have adequate 
language to reflect this. Approval by roll call. All yes, motion carries. 

 
2. Application to Amend Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan (Plan) from 

Waste Not Recycling, LLC  
i. Review draft amendment language 

Ms. Jarnefelt reviewed the draft amendment language. The applicant had provided 
complete amendment language, and only minor tweaks had been made in it such as 
adding page numbers for reference. One item that was lacking was a siting procedure, 
which had been added. A final version of the amendment was emailed before 
tonight’s meeting and the amendment is ready for approval for the 90-day public 
review. 
 
Mr. Shafer asked about the timeline of approval and when the public will have an 
opportunity to comment. 
Chair Sorensen and Ms. Jarnefelt provided a review of the amendment process, and 
outlined opportunities for public comment on the amendments including during the 
90-day public review as well as when the amendments are presented to the County 
Board of Commissioners and the Township Boards for their approvals respectively. 
In addition the required local site plan approval processes have a public comment 
component.  
 
Chair Sorensen stated that he would like a separate motion for each amendment to 
keep the amendments independent of each other during the Plan amendment process. 
He asked for input from Ms. Osborne who agreed that the applications can be 
considered separately and then be discussed whether to combine them or not. 
 
Mr. Shertzing representing Waste Not Recycling, LLC, gave an overview of steps 
that have been taken with the amendment process at this time. He asked to have the 
public hearing as soon as possible and not to combine the amendments, stating they 
can run concurrently. If one was contentious, it could make it complicated during the 
various stages of approval if one or the other amendment was put on hold for some 
reason. 
 
Ms. Miller from EGLE said concurrent amendments are acceptable, and she 
recommended to approve both for public review at the same time to avoid confusion. 
 
Mr. Shafer made the motion to amend the County Solid Waste Management Plan to 
consider the Waste Not Recycling LLC amendment proposal, Ms. Lyons seconded. 
 
Mr. Shafer asked it to be confirmed that since he is not an employee of Waste Not 
Recycling, LLC he can vote on this item. This was confirmed by Ms. Osborne. 
 



4 

Mr. Taplin asked whether there has to be approval from the local unit before the 
amendment can be processed. Local approval is not needed for the Plan amendment 
to move forward, but local site plan and other appropriate approvals are still needed 
before a project can be finalized. 

There was discussion about what type of motion was needed. 

Mr. Shafer revised his motion to be a motion to authorize the Plan Amendment 1, 
Waste Not Recycling, LLC, application to proceed to the 90-day public comment 
period. Ms. Lyons agreed to second the revised motion. 

The Chair allowed Mr. Steve Leuty from the public to comment. Mr. Leuty is a 
Kalamazoo Township Trustee, but also talked as a previous employee having worked 
as the County’s Recycling Coordinator. He noted that construction demolition 
materials make up a big part of the materials that end up in the landfill and that there 
is currently not much financial incentive to sort the trash, in fact the opposite is true. 
Mr. Leuty sees the proposed Waste Not Recycling project to be in line with the 
County’s solid waste management goals to reduce waste that goes to landfills. 

Approval by roll call. All yes, motion carries. 

ii. Consider Next Steps
This item sidestepped as irrelevant

3. Application to Amend Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan from Best
Way Disposal, Inc.

i. Review application
Chair Sorensen stated that the next item is to have a motion to allow the Best Way
Disposal proposal, Amendment 2, to move to the 90-day Public Comment period.

Mr. Shafer made a motion to authorize the Plan Amendment 2 application by Best 
Way Disposal, Inc. to proceed to the 90-day comment period. Ms. Lyons seconded. 

Ms. Myles, asked whether the Committee will be hearing from Best Way Disposal, 
Inc. Mike Balkema from Best Way Disposal, Inc. offered to provide a brief overview 
of the amendment proposal. Only a small part of Best Ways Disposal’s property is 
listed as a solid waste disposal area in the current Solid Waste Management Plan, and 
the Plan does not allow any sorting or processing on the property. The company 
currently has a recycling drop-off as allowed in the Plan. The company is proposing 
to amend the Plan to allow use all of the available 9.51 acres of land for its current 
activities, as well as allowing to process and recycle materials on this 9.51 acres of 
land. 

Approval by roll call. Eleven yes, Mr. Phillips abstained, motion carries. 

ii. Consider Next Steps
This item sidestepped as irrelevant

4. Consider to combine applications and approving amendment language before going
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out for the 90-day comment. 
Chair Sorensen noted that item 4. on the agenda is immaterial as the motions to proceed 
to the 90-day public comment period have been approved separately for both proposed 
amendments. 
 

 
IX. Staff Report/Updates 

i. Update on Committee member appointments. 
Ms. Jarnefelt reported that there are still two vacancies on the SWMPC board for 
members representing Environmental Interest Groups, and that the positions were 
posted on the County website until December 18. She encouraged members to spread 
the word and anybody who is interested to apply on Kalcounty.com under Advisory 
Boards. It was clarified that applicants in this category should represent 
environmental interest groups, for example non-profits like the Kalamazoo 
Environmental Council, the Kalamazoo Nature Center, Southwest Michigan Land 
Conservancy, recycling non-profit groups. The applicants can be either volunteers or 
staff in the non-profits. Preferably they should live in the County according to the 
rules. 
 
Chair Sorensen confirmed that the proposed Amendment 1 and Amendment 2 had 
been approved to be moved to the 90-day public comment period concurrently but as 
two separate amendments. 
 
Ms. Jarnefelt clarified that she will be arranging to publish a notice in the paper about 
the 90-day public comment period and arrange to have the public hearing. Ms. Miller 
from EGLE has offered to help to schedule the next steps.  After the comment period 
ends, the SWMPC may or may not incorporate received comments and adjust the 
language of either of the amendments. The proposed amendments will then go to the 
County Board of Commissioners for approval to send out to the municipalities to 
review. An approval rate of 67% is needed from the townships in order to then move 
forward to the next step. 

 
X. Public Comments (3 minutes each) 

Mr. Shertzing thanked the SWMPC for its work and for sending Amendment 1 to public 
comment. 
Mr. Balkema thanked the SWMPC for its work on behalf of Amendment 2 and sending it 
to public comment. 

 
XI. Other 

No comments. 
 

XII. Board Member Comments 
Chair Sorensen asked for a roll call for member comments. No comments from members 
except as follows: 
Ms. Bridson – Wished all Happy Holidays 
Ms. Myles – Thanked staff for sharing information and wished all Merry Christmas 
Mr. Phillips – Wished all Happy Holidays, and looks forward to discussions on 
amendments. 

   Chair Sorensen – Thanked all for good discussion and wished all Happy Holidays 
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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Members – Representing: 

 
Emily Bridson, Vice Chair – Solid Waste Management  Andy Wichman – Industrial Waste Generator 
Chris Phillips, Secretary – Solid Waste Management  Chandler Lyons – General Public 
Eric Shafer – Solid Waste Management  Roxanne Myles – General Public 
Steve Taplin – Solid Waste Management  Chad Visser – General Public 
Lee Adams – Regional Solid Waste Planning Agency  Jeffrey Sorensen, Chair – Township Government 
Rebekah Kik – City Government  VACANCY – Environmental Interest Group 
Roger Tuinier – County Government  VACANCY – Environmental Interest Group 

                        John Gisler (alternate) – County Government 
 

Designated Planning Agency (DPA) contact – Lotta Jarnefelt, Deputy Secretary; Director, Planning & Development Department 
                     

 
KALAMAZOO COUNTY 

 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE (SWMPC) 

 
Meeting of April 21, 2021 

  
 

MINUTES 
  

 
 

I. Call to Order 
This meeting was recorded. 
Chair Sorensen called the virtual meeting held via Zoom to order at 7:01 pm and noted that 
during roll call members need to state where they are calling from.  
 

II. Roll Call 
Chair Sorensen asked Ms. Jarnefelt to take attendance and location by roll call. She stated 
that the meeting is being recorded. 
Present: 
Lee Adams – no 
Emily Bridson – yes, Kentwood, Kent County 
Rebekah Kik – yes, City of Kalamazoo, Kalamazoo County 
Chandler Lyons – yes, Kalamazoo Charter Township, Kalamazoo County 
Roxanne Myles – yes, Kalamazoo Charter Township, Kalamazoo County 
Chris Phillips – yes, Portage, Kalamazoo County 
Eric Shafer – yes, Lockport Township, St Joseph County 
Jeffrey Sorensen – yes, Cooper Charter Township, Kalamazoo County 
Steve Taplin – no 
Roger Tuinier – yes, Comstock Charter Township, Kalamazoo County 
Chad Visser – yes, Kalamazoo County 
Andy Wichman – Prairie Ronde Township 

   All in Michigan. 
 

10 present, meeting has quorum. Steve Taplin had informed staff that he will not be present. 
Two vacancies. 
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Six public members present, also Lisa Henthorn, Deputy Administrator for the County - 
External Services, Sarah Osborne, legal consultant for the County and Rachael Grover, and 
technical support for the meeting. 
 

III. Members Excused 
Motion by Mr. Shafer, seconded by Mr. Phillips to excuse Mr. Adams and Mr. Taplin. 
Motion carries. 
 

IV. Additions/Deletions/Changes to the Agenda 
No changes requested. 

 
V. Approval of the Agenda 

Motion by Mr. Phillips, seconded by Mr. Visser to approve the agenda. Motions carries. 
 

VI. Approval of Minutes 
Motion by Ms. Bridsen, seconded by Mr. Visser to approve the minutes of March 17, 
2021. Motion carries. 
 

VII. Public Comments (3 minutes) 
Chair Sorensen invited the public to speak.  
 
Commissioner John Gisler brought three items to the Committee’s attention: 
- There was a vote by County Board of Commissioners on funding for a YWCA program 

with about $44,000 of County funds previously earmarked for Southwest Michigan 
First. Mr. Gisler did not vote for it. 

- Work has started on the County Justice Center with digging on the site. There should 
be no delays in the construction process as the court staff is expected to take occupancy 
in May 2023. Otherwise the County has to start paying rent on the Michigan Avenue 
Courthouse. 

- Mr. Gisler stated that he is newly appointed on the Disaster Committee, which deals 
with FEMA type items. He wanted to share information about vaccinfinder.org, a way 
for residents to find out where vaccinations are available. He encouraged everybody to 
take note of the website. 

 
VIII. Discussion and/or Action Items 

1. Review of Amendment 1 – Waste Not Recycling LLC 
i. Public comments received during 90-day review and public hearing. 

 
Ms. Jarnefelt reported that all written comments received during the public 
comment period from January 4th to April 5th , 2021, were in favor of the project, 
except for one comment from the Parks Department received at the Public 
Hearing. The comments received are included in the meeting packet. 
 
During the public hearing on March 17, there were 3 in favor of the project. 
There was 1 comment from the County Parks Department (the same as received 
in written form) that raised some concerns, especially about the driveway 
crossing State land that has an easement on it for the Kalamazoo River Valley 
Trail. 
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The public comment period has come to an end, and the SWMPC members are 
welcome to discuss the comments at this time. 

Chair Sorensen stated that his research shows that it’s hard to deny access to a 
property in these types of situations. He thinks that much positive changes have 
already been made on the site, and hopes that the County Commissioners will 
approve the draft amendment. He stated that it benefits the community, 
environment and both amendments will do a good job to make sure they are not 
a nuisance to the community. He understands that some people have concerns 
but believes that concerns will be addressed by both companies.  He asked for 
any comments from the members. There was no comments. 

ii. Review/Approval of proposed language of Amendment 1.

Ms. Jarnefelt noted that in discussions with Christina Miller at EGLE she 
received guidance to request a revised map from the applicant that just shows 
the outline of the property and also the proposed easement across the trail where 
the driveway would be. All the facility design and setbacks will have to meet 
the State requirements, from the State’s perspective that information is not 
needed for the Amendment at this point. The State’s requirements for the 
facility have to be met, the Township requirements can be stricter but cannot be 
less strict than the State’s requirements. She pointed out that the draft 
Amendment 1 now has a map with the outline of the property, and a detail that 
shows the proposed easement over the railroad right-a-way and the trail to 
Ravine Road. 

Chair asked if here was any further discussion. 

Mr. Tuinier asked if the driveway across the trail was going to be a hold-up in 
the progress of this project. 

Chair responded that it does not hold up the amendment process, but the 
approval from the DNR to allow the driveway to cross its property could be a 
hold up. He reiterated that it would be hard for a government agency to landlock 
a property without any access. The Road Commission has approved the access 
from Ravine Road for this venture contingent on approval from DNR. It could 
be a hold up, but the Chair noted that there are several driveway crossings of 
the trail and those safety issues have been dealt with stop signs and similar, and 
it should not be major concern. The trail crosses over railroads in several places. 
It is doable, but there could be a few hold ups but should work. He wishes that 
the EGLE, DNR and the Parks Department realize that. 

There were no more comments. 

iii. Motion to approve and recommend to the County Board of Commissioners to
approve draft Plan Amendment 1.

Chair Sorensen asked if there was a motion regarding Amendment 1. 
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Mr. Visser made a motion, seconded by Mr. Shafer, to approve and recommend 
to the County Board of Commissioners that it approve the draft Plan 
Amendment 1. 
 
During discussion, Ms. Jarnefelt reviewed the next steps should the County 
approve the draft Amendment. The next steps would be the review and approval 
by the municipalities (townships, villages and cities) in the County. When 67% 
approval rate was received from them, the draft Amendment would be sent to 
EGLE for final review and approval. 
 
Should the County Board not approve the Amendment and send the 
Amendment back to the SWMPC with objections, the SWMPC has 30 days to 
respond to the objections and resubmit to the County Board for approval. If the 
County Board approved it at that point, the next steps would then follow. 
 
Mr. Shafer asked if there was a time limit for the responses from the 
municipalities. Ms. Jarnefelt stated that there was no time limit, and that she 
planned to make the municipalities aware and request that they put the 
Amendment review and approval on their Board agendas. It is in the interest of 
the developer to make sure that the item gets on the agendas and the 67% 
approval rate is achieved within a reasonable time period. 
 
Mr. Tuinier asked about the timeline and when the item is planned to be in front 
of the County Board of Commissioners. Ms. Jarnefelt stated that if the SWMPC 
votes to approve tonight, the Amendment is scheduled to be on the May 4th 
agenda for discussion and request for a decision by the County Board will be 
on the May 18th agenda. 
 
Vote on the motion by roll call, all yes. Motion carries. 

 
2. Review and Discussion of Amendment 2 – Best Way Disposal, Inc. 

 
i. Public comments received during the 90-day review and public hearing. 

Ms. Jarnefelt reported that only a few comments were received and they are 
included in the meeting packet. One comment came from Calhoun County and 
a memo was received from Best Way Disposal, Inc. A representative of Best 
Way Disposal, Michael Balkema, also spoke at the public hearing. All three 
comments were in favor of the project, none expressed concerns. 
 

ii. Review/Approval of proposed language of Amendment 2. 
Ms. Jarnefelt reported that there were no changes to the Amendment 2 
language. 

 
iii. Motion to approve and recommend to the County Board of Commissioners to 

approve draft Plan Amendment 2. 
Motion by Mr. Shafer, seconded by Ms. Lyons, to approve and recommend to 
the County Board of Commissioners that it approve the draft Plan Amendment 
2. 
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There was no additional discussion. 
 
Vote by roll call, 9 yes, Mr. Phillips abstained. Motion carries. 

 
3. Next steps in process. 

 
Chair Sorensen asked Ms. Jarnefelt to reiterate the next steps in the process. She stated 
that the amendments will be on the County Board of Commissioners’ May 4th meeting 
agenda for discussion and for a decision 2 weeks later on the May 18th meeting agenda. 
The Board agenda is usually posted on the County website on the Friday before the 
Tuesday meeting. If approved, a request and related materials will be sent to the 
municipalities to vote on the amendments. The resolutions from the municipalities will 
be part of the amendment packet information that will be submitted to EGLE once the 
67% approval rate has been achieved from the municipalities. 
 
Chair Sorensen said he would be happy to attend the County Board meeting and would 
be available to respond to any questions if needed. All members are welcome to the 
open public meeting. Ms. Jarnefelt will forward the agenda when it is posted. 

 
IX. Staff Report/Updates 

1. Update on Committee vacancies 
Chair Sorensen mentioned that the two positions for representatives of environmental 
interest groups on SWMPC have still not been filled.  
 
Ms. Jarnefelt mentioned that as the amendment process is winding down, she wanted 
to mention that the solid waste management legislation is changing and recycling is 
going to become a much more important part of the work of the SWMPC. There will 
be changes in the Committee itself. There will be more information coming about the 
changes at a later date. 
 
Mr. Shafer wondered if the one applicant to SWMPC (representing the public) could 
become a member of an environmental interest group in order to qualify for the 
vacant positions. Ms. Jarnefelt said she would look into that. 
 
Ms. Jarnefelt reported that Rebekah Kik has resigned from her position as the city 
representative on SWMPC. The position will be posted soon on the County website.  

 
X. Public Comments (3 minutes each) 

No public comment 
 

XI. Other 
Ms. Jarnefelt stated that she will be retiring and her last day will be June 2, 2021. Another 
staff member will be taking over managing the SWMPC. 
 

XII. Board Member Comments 
Ms. Myles had well wishes for Ms. Kik and congratulations to Ms. Jarnefelt. 
Mr. Phillips thanked Ms. Jarnefelt and Ms. Kik for their service. 
Mr. Shafer echoed what was said before and thanked Ms. Kik and Ms. Jarnefelt for their 
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 Notes by Lotta Jarnefelt, DPA, from 

Kalamazoo Metropolitan County Planning Commission (KMCPC) 
Special Meeting of Wednesday, March 17, 2020 at 7 pm 

to hold Public Hearings of Amendment 1 & 2 to the 
Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan. 

Meeting held virtually by Zoom. 
 

 
1. Public Hearing for Amendment 1 to Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management 

Plan. 
a) Open Public Hearing for Amendment 1: Waste Not Recycling LLC 

Chair Carahaly opened the Public Hearing for Amendment 1. 
 

b) Description of Amendment 1 by Staff 
Staff gave a brief overview of Amendment 1. The applicant is Waste Not Recycling 
LLC proposing to construct a recycling center for construction waste at the southeast 
corner of Nichols Road and Ravine Road in Kalamazoo Township. They would also 
receive municipal household waste from smaller trucks and would sort and haul non-
recyclable materials to a landfill. Investing 4 million dollars in the construction and 
create about 20 jobs. Divert materials from landfills and promote recycling.  
 
Ms. Eickholt asked if the applicants had provided any information regarding potential 
odor and noise issues with the facility. Staff mentioned it had been discussed during 
other discussions of the project but could not provide details on how those issues 
would be addressed, stating that an answer might be expected during public comment. 
 

c) Public Comment (3 minutes each) 
 
Public Comment #1 by Grant Schertzing, attorney with Miller & Johnson, 
representing Waste Not Recycling.  
Gave a brief outline of the project. Mentioned that the closest building materials 
recycling facility is 100 miles away, not cost effective. The new facility would sort 
and sell reusable materials and take the remainder to landfills. Facility designed to 
minimize the adverse effects to the neighbors. Transfer and recycling activities will 
take place in an enclosed building to minimizing noise, odors, debris. Parking lot will 
be paved to minimize dust. Benefits: keeping re-usable materials closer to home, 
increase tax base, creating new jobs, providing investment, more support for LEED 
certification in Kalamazoo County, which encourages all types of reductions in 
energy use. Over 200 letters were received by Kalamazoo Township Planning 
Commission in support of the project. Developer is currently addressing the 
conditions that were put on the site plan approval by the Kalamazoo Township 
Planning Commission, including concerns about noise and odors mentioned earlier in 
the meeting. In order to receive an operating permit from EGLE, the site has to be in 
the County Solid Waste Management Plan, therefore the application for amendment 
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has been submitted to include it in the Plan. The amendment would be referencing 
siting procedure, transfer stations, processing procedure, solid waste collection 
providers, and drop off programs. If the amendment is approved, the developer can 
apply for construction permit and ultimately break ground on the project. 
 
Public Comment #2 by Brian. 
Lives in City of Kalamazoo and is known as the “trash pastor.” Picks up trash along 
the roads. The project struck a chord with him as an investment of a lot of money in 
recycling, and secondly an opportunity to create 20 jobs. He applauds the developer 
for doing this. He tries to advocate for people that are making the situation with trash 
better and help the environment for the next generations. As a citizen and community 
member he wants to express his support for the project. 
 
Public Comment #3 by David Rachowicz, Director of Kalamazoo County Parks & 
Expo Center. 
Has provided written comments to the SWMPC regarding the project. His concerns 
are not based on the merits of the project, which he supports, or the location of the 
project, but are focused on the potential impact on the Kalamazoo River Valley Trail 
(KRVT). The 2206 Nichols Rd property does not have road frontage on Ravine Road. 
The site plan shows the north line of the property as the south line of the former 
Michigan Central Railroad. The former railroad property is owned by the Michigan 
Department of Natural Resources. The property was purchased with a Natural 
Resources Trust Fund grant for recreational use for State residents. Kalamazoo 
County leased the property to construct the KRVT in 2008. The planned driveway 
across the trail raises several concerns: trucks turning in and out of the site will pose a 
risk for trail users due to pure sightline visibility. No necessity for a drive on Ravine 
Road since there is already drive access from Nichols Road. Increasing safety for 
vehicle traffic by moving the drive to Ravine Road does it at the cost of the safety of 
the non-motorized and pedestrian trail users. The proposed site plan is inconsistent 
with the plan that was approved by the Kalamazoo Township Planning Commission 
approval: it does not show the setbacks from the northern property line to the trail, 
and the landscaping and other elements have been removed. Some safety concerns 
still remains. Location of the scale house and scale could create a backup that could 
block the trail. Ultimately the State has to grant an easement for this project to 
proceed with the new drive. That has not yet occurred. The County Board of 
Commissioners will also have to approve the plan amendment before it moves 
forward. It is up to the County Commissioners to decide if the Kalamazoo County 
Preservation and Natural Resource Protection Policy applies in this case. These 
comments have been provided in written form as well. 
 
Public Comment #4 Harry Bennical, owner of 3315 Ravine Road, adjacent property 
to the proposed recycling plant. 
Speaks in favor of the project. Has been in business for 15 years. Before Mr. Mulder 
purchased the property, it was an eyesore, filled with junk. Mr. Mulder cleaned it up 
and made it look nice. Recycling center is a benefit to the community. When Mr. 
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Bennical’s business remodeled, there was much waste that was taken to landfill. If 
there was a recycling center it would benefit the community and avoid filling the 
landfills. His liquor store has traffic going across the trail, and they have not had any 
incidence with it. Did not think it would be a problem with the proposed facility. 
 

d) Close Public hearing for Amendment. 
With no more public comments, Chair Carahaly closed the public hearing for 
Amendment 1. 

 
2. Public Hearing for Amendment 2 Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management 

Plan. 
a) Open Public Hearing for Amendment 2: Best Way Disposal, Inc 

Chair Carahaly opened the Public Hearing for Amendment 2. 
 

b) Description of Amendment 2 by Staff. 
Staff gave a brief overview of Amendment 2 requested by Best Way Disposal, Inc at 
their Miller Road facility. It is currently included in the County’s Solid Waste 
Management Plan. Seek to enlarge the boundaries of the operation of the facility, 
currently activities are only allowed within the building footprint. They would like to 
increase the area allowed for their activities to cover all the property that they own at 
the site, which is 9.5 acres. The facility is listed as a solid waste collection service 
provider, it uses the Miller Rd transfer station and Orchard Hill landfill as a disposal 
facility, no changes expected there. Little or no adverse effects on the neighboring 
properties if allowed to expand as necessary benefit the community. By expanding 
the footprint they would be able to seamlessly incorporate processing and recycling at 
this facility as needed and remain at their site and not move away in order to expand. 

 
c) Public Comment (3 minutes each) 

 
Public Comment # 1 Michael Balkema, representing Best Way Disposal. 
Mentioned that staff already covered what is sought in the amendment: to expand the 
boundaries to include both parcels, as well as include sorting and processing into the 
plan. He is available to answer any questions.  
 

d) Close Public Hearing for Amendment 2 
With no more public comments, Chair Carahaly closed the public hearing for 
Amendment 2. 

 
3. KMCPC Board member Comments 

Mr. Gisler asked if the two amendments are mutually exclusive. Staff responded that these 
are two independent amendments, both could be approved or denied, or one denied and the 
other approved. They happened to be submitted about the same time and the public review 
processes are running concurrently. 
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Mr. Cook mentioned that he hears Brian’s concerns and also picks trash along roads when 
he can. 
 
Ms. LaDuca please to have more recycling options. 
 
Ms. Eickholt mentioned that both proposals would be good for the County. The only 
concerns is the location of the Waste Not Recycling project. It is located at the base of the 
hill and noise and odors tend to move upwards. Would the people living above the site 
potentially be bothered by noise or odors. Especially transferring waste from smaller trucks 
to larger trucks would be inherently noisy and messy processes that may be unpleasant to 
live by. 
 
Mr. Janssen says more discussion may be needed but is looking forward to someone 
pioneering additional recycling options. 



 
 
 
 

Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan Amendment 
 

Site Location     Site Specifics 
Miller Road Transfer Station    Established: 1984 

2606 Miller Road     Site Designation: Transfer Station 

Kalamazoo, MI 49001     Zoned: M2 Light Industrial 

       Current total area permitted: +/- 1 acre 

Operated By      

Best Way Disposal      Hours of Operation:  

2314 Miller Road      Monday – Friday  7am to 5pm 

Kalamazoo, MI 49001      Saturday   8am to 12pm 

(269)388-3300        

 
Current Operation 
Open and Licensed transfer station located in Kalamazoo County (T2S R11 Section 25). The 
facility receives residential, commercial, industrial, construction/demolition, tree, yard waste 
and source separated recyclable material to be transferred off site in accordance with the 
current Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan and Part 115. We provide local residents and 
businesses a convenient, safe and affordable drop-off facility in which to manage materials.   

 
Amendment Request 
Add the term “Processing” to the Miller Road Transfer Station designation to allow clean 
recyclable material to be separated from the waste stream. This would reduce the amount of 
materials such as metal, concrete, corrugated and wood from unnecessarily entering the 
landfill. In addition, we ask that the total area permitted be increased to include the entire 9.51 
acres owned at that site. The additional acreage would allow for the incorporation of 
processing and recycling operations, as well as modernization of existing infrastructure as our 
operation grows to serve the community’s needs.  

 
Significance  
In 2021, the legislature of the State of Michigan will be introducing bills to update Part 115. The 
move will focus on moving from “Waste Management” to a “Materials Management” directive 
and work to increase Michigan’s recycling rate. By allowing Best Way Disposal to process clean 
materials out of the waste stream at the Miller Road Transfer Station, you will be supporting 
the recycling goals.  
 



 
 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
Office of Community Development 
Parks & Recreation – Planning – GIS – MSU Extension – Solid Waste  

315 West Green Street, Marshall, Michigan 49068 – 269/781-0784  
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
To: SWMPC, C/O Kalamazoo County Planning & Development Department  
From: Sarah Kelly, Calhoun County Solid Waste and Recycling Coordinator 
Date: March 8, 2021  
Re: Notice of Proposed Amendments 1 and 2 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan 
 

 
Comments: 
 
Amendment 1 – to allow the Waste Not C&D Recycling Center to be determined automatically consistent 
with the Plan and to be permitted as a transfer station and processing facility at the following location: 2206 
Nichols Road, Kalamazoo, MI 49004. 

 
Upon review of the November 18, 2020 Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Committee minutes and June 4, 2020 
Kalamazoo Township Planning Commission minutes, the Calhoun County Solid Waste Program and Community 
Development Department support Amendment 1 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan.  This amendment 
allows the addition of both a transfer station and processing plant to the Kalamazoo Solid Waste Plan.  This facility 
would be privately operated and open to the public accepting construction and demolition waste along with trash, 
tree stumps, and limbs.  Currently, our region lacks access to construction and demolition recycling opportunities.  
By allowing this processing plant to open and operate, it would increase the recycling rate in our region and reduce 
the amount of material that is currently landfilled. Calhoun County would benefit from the host fee revenue 
generated by the material Waste Not C&D Recycling Center landfills at the C&C Landfill located in Convis 
Township, Calhoun County.  This amendment would also allow more convenient access to Calhoun County 
residents and businesses seeking to recycle their construction and demolition waste.     
 
Amendment 2 – to allow the existing Miller Road Transfer Station to be determined automatically consistent 
with the Plan for an expansion as a transfer station and permitted as a new processing facility at the 
following location: 2606 Miller Road, Kalamazoo, MI 49001. 
 
Currently, the Miller Road Transfer Station is limited to using only +/-1 acre of their property based on the existing 
Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan, and they are restricted to only offering a drop-off recycling center at that 
location.  This amendment allows the Miller Road Transfer Station to be determined automatically consistent with 
the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan and allows the business to use all their +/- 9.51 acres and expand their 
operations to include processing material.  This amendment will reduce the landfilling of material that has value as a 
recyclable in our region.  The Miller Road Transfer Station is operated by Best Way Disposal.  Best Way Disposal is 
represented on the Calhoun County Solid Waste Management Planning Advisory Committee and is a vendor of the 
Calhoun County Solid Waste Program.  Upon review of the December 16, 2020 Kalamazoo County Solid Waste 
Committee minutes, the Calhoun County Solid Waste Program and Community Development Department support 
Amendment 2 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan.   
 
 

"Building A Better County Through Responsive Leadership" 
Calhoun County is an affirmative-action, equal-opportunity employer. 



Section 6 

Resolutions from 

Municipalities Amendment #2 



As of 8/03/20211

Municipalities Amendment 1 approved? Amendment 2 approved?

1 City of Galesburg
2 City of Kalamazoo 8/2/2021 8/2/2021
3 City of Parchment 7/1/2021 6/23/2021
4 City of Portage 6/22/2021 6/22/2021
5 Village of Augusta 7/13/2021 7/13/2021
6 Village of Climax 7/19/2021
7 Village of Richland 6/14/2021 6/14/2021
8 Village of Schoolcraft 6/28/2021
9 Village of Vicksburg 6/28/2021 6/28/2021

10 Alamo Township 6/14/2021 6/15/2021
11 Brady Township 7/7/2021 7/12/2021
12 Charleston Township 6/29/2021 6/29/2021
13 Climax Township 7/13/2021
14 Comstock Township 6/22/2021 6/22/2021
15 Cooper Township 6/14/2021 6/14/2021
16 Kalamazoo Township 6/14/2021 6/14/2021
17 Oshtemo Township 6/22/2021 7/27/2021
18 Pavilion Township 6/14/2021 6/14/2021
19 Prairie Ronde Township 7/13/2021 7/13/2021
20 Richland Township 6/15/2021 6/15/2021
21 Ross Township
22 Schoolcraft Township
23 Texas Township 6/28/2021 6/28/2021
24 Wakeshma Township 8/2/2021

20 18

























RESOLUTION FOR THE APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT 2 - MILLER ROAD

TRANSFER STATION - TO THE

KALAMAZOO COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

By actionof the Board/Commission/Council of CharterTownship of Comstock
(City/Township/Village)

It is hereby resolved that we Approve Amendment 2 - Miller
(Approve/Disapprove)

Road Transfer Station, to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan, prepared

pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA451, as amended

(NREPA) Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules.

Randy L. Thompson
Township^mpervisor

iwdro
Witnessed byNicole M. Be^uchamp
Township Clerk

kkzki
Dated









OSHTEMO CHARTER TOWNSHIP  
COUNTY OF KALAMAZOO, MICHIGAN 

 
RESOLUTION FOR THE APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT 2  

TO THE KALAMAZOO COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN  
 

Adopted:  July 27, 2021 
 

Effective: July 27, 2021 
 
 
By action of the Township Board of the Charter Township of Oshtemo, it is hereby resolved that 

we Approve Amendment 2 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan, prepared 

pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA451, as amended 

(NREPA) Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules, as attached hereto. 

 
 
 A motion was made by Zak Ford, seconded by Clare Buszka to adopt the foregoing 
Resolution. 
 
 
 Upon a roll call vote, the following voted "Aye":  
 

Libby Heiny-Cogswell, Dusty Farmer, Clare Buszka, Zak Ford, Cheri Bell,  
Kizzy Bradford, Kristin Cole 

 
 The following voted "Nay":  
  
  None 
 
 The following "Abstained": 
 
  None   
 

The following member(s) were absent:  
  
  None 

 
The Supervisor declared the motion carried, and the resolution duly adopted. 

 
 

                                                     _____ 
Dusty Farmer, Clerk 
Oshtemo Charter Township 



   ****************************************************************** 
 

CERTIFICATE 
 
STATE OF MICHIGAN  ) 

 ) ss 
COUNTY OF KALAMAZOO ) 
 
 
 I Dusty Farmer, the duly appointed and acting Clerk of the Township of Oshtemo, hereby 
certify that the foregoing constitutes a true and complete copy of a Resolution adopted at a regular 
meeting of the Oshtemo Charter Township Board held, via permitted ZOOM video conference 
during COVID-19 public health crises as authorized by PA 254 of 2020, on July 27, 2021, which 
meeting was preceded by required notices under the Michigan Open Meetings Act, being 1976 PA 
267; that a quorum of the Board was present and voted in favor of said Resolution; and that minutes 
of said meeting were kept and will be or have been made available as required by said Open 
Meetings Act. 
 
 
                  _______________________                                       
       Dusty Farmer, Clerk     
       Oshtemo Charter Township 
 









 
CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF TEXAS 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 21-23 

 
RESOLUTION FOR THE APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT 2 –  

MILLER ROAD TRANSFER STATION - TO THE  
KALAMAZOO COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 
At a meeting of the Township Board of the Charter Township of Texas, Kalamazoo 

County, Michigan, held by electronic means on June 28, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. 

PRESENT: Beutel, Boven, Hammon, Loeks, Mazer and Roberts 

 ABSENT: Kerr  

the following resolution was offered by Boven and supported by Beutel. 

 

By action of the Board/Commission/Council of the Charter Township of Texas,  

It is hereby resolved that we approve Amendment 2 – Miller Road Transfer Station, to 

the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan, prepared pursuant to the 

Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA451, as amended 

(NREPA) Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules. 

YEAS:  Beutel, Boven, Hammon, Loeks, Mazer and Roberts 

NAYS:  None 

 
THE RESOLUTION WAS DECLARED ADOPTED. 

 
  



STATE OF MICHIGAN ) 
) 

COUNTY OF KALAMAZOO ) 

I, the undersigned, the duly qualified and acting Township Clerk of the Charter 
Township of Texas, Kalamazoo County, Michigan, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the 
foregoing is a true and complete copy of certain proceedings taken by the Township 
Board at a meeting held on the 28th day of June 2021, at 6:00 p.m. 

___________________________________________ 
Emily Beutel, Texas Township Clerk 



Section 7 

Solid Waste Management Planning Committee 

List of members and areas of expertise 



NAME Area of Representation
Lee Adams Regional Solid WastePlanning Agency
Emily Bridson Solid Waste Management 
Rebekah Kik City Government
Chandler Lyons General Public
Roxanne Myles General Public
Chris Phillips Solid Waste Management 
Eric Shafer Solid Waste Management 
Jeff Sorensen, Chairperson Township Government
Steve Taplin Solid Waste Management 
Roger Tuinier County Government
Chad Visser General Public
Andy Wichman Industrial Waste Generator
Vacancy Environmental Interest Group
Vacancy Environmental Interest Group

Rachael Grover, Director 
Kalamazoo County Planning & 
Development Designated Planning Agency Contact

Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Planning Committee 



STATE OF MICHIGAN 
DEPARTMENT OF 

ENVIRONMENT, GREAT LAKES, AND ENERGY 
LANSING 

CONSTITUTION HALL • 525 WEST ALLEGAN STREET • P.O. BOX 30473 • LANSING, MICHIGAN 48909-7973 
Michigan.gov/EGLE • 800-662-9278 

GRETCHEN WHITMER 
GOVERNOR 

LIESL EICHLER CLARK 
DIRECTOR 

November 19, 2021 

VIA E-MAIL 

Ms. Tracy Hall, Chairperson 
Kalamazoo County Board of Commissioners 
201 West Kalamazoo Avenue 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 

Dear Ms. Grover: 

The locally approved amendment #1 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan 
(Plan Amendment) received by the Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy 
(EGLE), Materials Management Division (MMD) on August 6, 2021, is hereby approved with the 
clarification below.  

The amendment makes the following changes: 
· Identifies the Waste Not C&D Recycling Center as an approved Transfer Station and

Processing Facility.
· Adds a Facility Description for the Waste Not C&D Recycling Center.
· Identifies the Waste Not C&D Recycling Center as a new Transfer Station and

Processing Facility that is automatically consistent with the plan.

The following should be noted regarding the Plan Amendment: 

Attachment D-12a of the Plan Amendment includes maps and a description of a proposed 
driveway easement across the Kalamazoo River Valley Trail.  This easement was denied by the 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) as of August 9, 2021.  Therefore, another location for 
an entrance will be needed to access the facility.  Please note that this does not prevent listing 
this site in the Plan.  

EGLE would like to thank Kalamazoo County for its efforts in addressing its materials 
management issues.  If you have any questions, please contract Ms. Christina Miller, Solid 
Waste Planning Specialist, Sustainable Materials Management Unit, Solid Waste Section, 
MMD, at 517-614-7426; EGLE-MaterialsManagementPlanning@Michigan.gov; or EGLE, 
P.O. Box 30241, Lansing, Michigan 48909-7741. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth M. Browne, Director 
Materials Management Division 
517-284-6551

MILLERC1
Underline
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Underline
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Underline
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Underline

MILLERC1
Highlight



Ms. Tracy Hall 2 November 19, 2021 

cc:  Senator Sean McCann 
Representative Julie Rogers 
Representative Christine Morse 
Representative Beth Griffin 
Representative Matt Hall 
Ms. Liesl Eichler Clark, Director, EGLE 
Mr. Aaron B. Keatley, Chief Deputy Director, EGLE 
Mr. Travis Boeskool, Legislative Liaison, EGLE 
Mr. Hugh C. McDiarmid Jr., EGLE 
Ms. Tracy Kecskemeti, EGLE 
Ms. Rhonda S. Oyer, EGLE 
Mr. Jeff Spencer, EGLE 
Mr. Fred Sellers EGLE 
Ms. Christina Miller, EGLE 
Ms. Carlie Money, EGLE 
Ms. Amy Karana, EGLE/Kalamazoo County File 







45 Ottawa Avenue SW 
Suite 1100 
P.O. Box 306 
Grand Rapids, MI 49501-0306 

GRANT E. SCHERTZING

Attorney at Law 

616.831.1714 
616.988.1714 fax 
schertzingg@millerjohnson.com 

October 22, 2020 

VIA EMAIL AND CERTIFIED MAIL — RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Planning Committee 
c/o Lotta M. Jarnefelt, Planning & Development Department 
201 W. Kalamazoo Avenue 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 
LMJARN@kalcounty.com

Re: Application to Amend Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan 

Dear Ms. Jarnefelt: 

We represent Waste Not Recycling, LLC (“Waste Not”). Waste Not Recycling seeks to build and 
operate a recycling center for construction and demolition waste (“C&D”)1 at 2206 Nichols Road in 
Kalamazoo Township. While Kalamazoo County (“County”) has many recycling programs available for 
municipal solid waste (“MSW”), the closest facility capable of recycling C&D is 100 miles away.2 Without 
a local recycling option, the only destinations for the County’s C&D are either (1) a landfill,3 or (2) a local 
transfer station4 for diversion to a landfill or an out-of-county recycling facility. 

Waste Not Recycling’s proposed center would sort C&D, remove wood, cardboard, metal, and 
other reusable materials, and sell those materials for reuse, sending the rest to a landfill. The center would 
also receive MSW from smaller trucks and reload the waste onto larger trucks for diversion to landfills. 
The center would have little or no adverse effect on neighboring properties, the center would benefit 
Kalamazoo Township and the County by — 

• investing $4 million in the construction and development of the project, 

• creating 20 full-time jobs and supporting the creation of still more through secondary sales, 

• removing materials from the waste stream and consolidating MSW, which would reduce traffic 
congestion and the wear on the County’s roads, 

• preserving the capacity of landfills for actual waste, 

1 R 299.4102(f) (Defined as the “waste building materials, packaging, and rubble that results from construction, 
remodeling, repair, and demolition operations on houses, commercial or industrial buildings, and other structures.”). 

2 The closest in-state facility is Recycle Ann Arbor’s “Recovery Yard” at 7891 Jackson Road, Ann Arbor, Michigan 
48103 (±92 miles from the County Administration Building). 

3 E.g., Republic Services’ Marshall landfill, Waste Management’s Three Rivers landfill, or Orchard Hill Landfill. 

4 E.g., Best Way Disposal’s Miller Road transfer station, Republic Services’ Gembrit Circle transfer station, or 
Waste Management’s Wayne Road transfer station. 



MILLER JOHNSON

October 22, 2020 
Page 2 

 _________________________________________  

• keeping reusable materials near their source, which would also keep recycled products and dollars 
in the County’s market and preserve the capacity of landfills for actual waste, and 

• facilitating LEED certification by contractors and property owners, which would qualify some 
construction and renovation projects for financial incentives, result in faster lease-up rates, higher 
property values, and other indirect benefits, and encourage the high standards of energy efficiency, 
water usage, air quality, and access that are associated with the certification. 

The center would be qualify as a solid waste disposal area under Part 115 of the Natural Resources 
and Environmental Protection Act (“Part 115”).5 Part 115 and the Solid Waste Management Rules require 
any application for a permit to construct a disposal area to be consistent with the solid waste management 
plan of the county where that area is to be located.6 In this case, the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste 
Management Plan approved on July 28, 1999 (the “Solid Waste Management Plan”) identifies all disposal 
areas within the County that may handle solid waste generated within the County. Since the center is not 
identified in the Solid Waste Management Plan, the center can only be built and operated if the County 
amends the Solid Waste Management Plan to identify it. 

Under Part 115 and the Solid Waste Management Rules, an amendment to a county solid waste 
management plan may be presented to the county’s solid waste management planning committee at any 
time. Once an amendment to the county’s solid waste management plan has been presented, the committee 
must then meet in public to direct the drafting of the amendment by the county’s designated planning 
agency. The agency then prepares a draft amendment as directed by the committee, makes the amendment 
available for public review for at least 90 days, and holds a public hearing on it. 

This letter is an application to amend the Solid Waste Management Plan to identify Waste Not 
Recycling’s proposed center as a solid waste disposal area. 

5 MCL 324.11503(5). 

6 R 299.4902(2); R 299.4903. 
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A. Applicant Information 

Name of Applicant: Waste Not Recycling, LLC 

Address: 3333 Ravine Road 
Kalamazoo, MI 49006 

Email: ken.wastenot@gmail.com

B. Property Owner Information 

Name of Owner: Art Mulder 

Address: 3333 Ravine Road 
Kalamazoo, MI 49006 

Email: art.wastenot@gmail.com

C. Property Information 

Street Address: 2206 Nichols Road 

Parcel ID: 3906-08-170-010 

Government Unit: Kalamazoo Township 

Legal Description: Commencing at a point 666.25 feet North of the West 1/4 post of Section 
8, Town 2 South, Range 11 West; thence North on the West line of said 
Section 355.85 feet to the Right of Way of the Michigan Central Railroad; 
thence Southeasterly along the Southerly line of said Railroad 803.03 feet; 
thence South parallel with the West line of said Section 215.75 feet and 
thence Northwesterly to the Place of Beginning. 

Also, a parcel in Section 8, Town 2 South, Range 11 West, commencing 
at a point 405.5 feet North of the West 1/4 post of said Section and running 
thence East at right angles to said West line 183.0 feet; thence South 
parallel to said West line 66 feet; thence East at right angles to said West 
line 522 feet for the Place of Beginning; thence Northwesterly to a point 
on the West line of said Section 666.25 feet North of the West 1/4 post of 
said Section; thence Southeasterly to a point 80 feet North of the Place of 
Beginning; thence South 80 feet to the Place of Beginning. 

Acres: 5.19 acres (Gross), 4.92 acres (Net) 

D. Type of Request 

Adopt the enclosed Amendment to Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan. 



MILLER JOHNSON

October 22, 2020 
Page 4 

 _________________________________________  

Please contact my office with any questions or if any additional information is required. Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

MILLER JOHNSON

By 
Grant E. Schertzing 

Enclosure 

cc: Ken Hoving, via email at ken.wastenot@gmail.com
Art Mulder, via email at art.wastenot@gmail.com
Jeff Sorensen, Chair, via email at supervisor@coopertwp.org

MJ_DMS 31365155v7 63939-3 



 

 

AMENDMENT 1 TO KALAMAZOO COUNTY 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

__________, 202_ 

The Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan (December 1998) is 
hereby amended and supplemented as follows: 

1. Table 2, “Inventory of Solid Waste Disposal Areas” (II-2), is hereby supplemented 
as follows: 

a. At the end of the list of solid waste disposal areas under the heading 
“Type A Transfer Stations,” add the following: 

Type A Transfer Stations County 
Waste Not C&D Recycling Center Kalamazoo 

b. At the end of Table 2, following the list of solid waste disposal areas under 
the heading “Type B Transfer Stations,” add the following: 

Processing Plants County 
Waste Not C&D Recycling Center Kalamazoo 

2. Table 3, “Descriptions of Solid Waste Disposal Areas” (II-3), is hereby 
supplemented as follows: 

a. At the end of the list of solid waste disposal areas under the heading 
“Type A Transfer Stations,” add the following: 

TYPE A TRANSFER STATIONS 

Waste Not C&D Recycling Center 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11W Section 8 
Final disposal site: 1) Orchard Hills Landfill; 2) Westside Landfill; 
3) South Kent Landfill; 4) C & C Landfill 
Landfill Owner: 1) Landfill Management Company (private); 2) Waste 
Management of Michigan d.b.a. Westside RDF (private); 3) Kent 
County (public); 4) Republic Services (private) 
Operating Status: pending 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, paper sludge, tree stumps and limbs 
Total area of facility property: 5.19 acres (Gross), 4.92 acres (Net) 
Estimated days open per year: 304 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: unknown 

b. At the end of Table 3, following the list of solid waste disposal areas under 
the heading “Type B Transfer Stations,” add the following: 

PROCESSING PLANTS 

Waste Not C&D Recycling Center 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11W Section 8 
Final disposal site: 1) Orchard Hills Landfill; 2) Westside Landfill; 



 

2 of 5 

3) South Kent Landfill; 4) C & C Landfill 
Landfill Owner: 1) Landfill Management Company (private); 2) Waste 
Management of Michigan d.b.a. Westside RDF (private); 3) Kent 
County (public); 4) Republic Services (private) 
Operating Status: pending 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, paper sludge, tree stumps and limbs 
Total area of facility property: 5.19 acres (Gross), 4.92 acres (Net) 
Estimated days open per year: 304 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: unknown 

3. Table 4, “Solid Waste Collection Service Providers” (II-11), is hereby 
supplemented as follows: 

a. At the end of the list of solid waste collection service providers under the 
heading “Solid Waste Collection Service Providers,” add the following: 

Service Provider Disposal Facility Used 
Waste Not C&D Recycling Center Orchard Hills Landfill; 
 Westside Landfill; 
 South Kent Landfill; 
 C & C Landfill 

4. Table 11, “Inventory of Solid Waste Disposal Areas” (III-6), is hereby 
supplemented as follows: 

a. At the end of the list of solid waste disposal areas under the heading 
“Type A Transfer Stations,” add the following: 

Type A Transfer Stations County 
Waste Not C&D Recycling Center Kalamazoo 

b. At the end of Table 11, following the list of solid waste disposal areas under 
the heading “Type B Transfer Stations,” add the following: 

Processing Plants County 
Waste Not C&D Recycling Center Kalamazoo 

5. Table 12, “Descriptions of Solid Waste Disposal Areas” (III-7), is hereby 
supplemented as follows: 

a. At the end of the list of solid waste disposal areas under the heading 
“Type A Transfer Stations,” add the following: 

TYPE A TRANSFER STATIONS 

Waste Not C&D Recycling Center 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11W Section 8 
Final disposal site: 1) Orchard Hills Landfill; 2) Westside Landfill; 
3) South Kent Landfill; 4) C & C Landfill 
Landfill Owner: 1) Landfill Management Company (private); 2) Waste 
Management of Michigan d.b.a. Westside RDF (private); 3) Kent 
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County (public); 4) Republic Services (private) 
Operating Status: pending 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, paper sludge, tree stumps and limbs 
Total area of facility property: 5.19 acres (Gross), 4.92 acres (Net) 
Estimated days open per year: 304 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: unknown 

b. At the end of Table 12, following the list of solid waste disposal areas under 
the heading “Type B Transfer Stations,” add the following: 

PROCESSING PLANTS 

Waste Not C&D Recycling Center 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11W Section 8 
Final disposal site: 1) Orchard Hills Landfill; 2) Westside Landfill; 
3) South Kent Landfill; 4) C & C Landfill 
Landfill Owner: 1) Landfill Management Company (private); 2) Waste 
Management of Michigan d.b.a. Westside RDF (private); 3) Kent 
County (public); 4) Republic Services (private) 
Operating Status: pending 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, paper sludge, tree stumps and limbs 
Total area of facility property: 5.19 acres (Gross), 4.92 acres (Net) 
Estimated days open per year: 304 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: unknown 

6. Table 15, “Selected Recycling System” (III-19), is hereby supplemented as follows: 

a. At the end of the paragraphs under the heading “Drop-off programs,” add 
the following: 

The Waste Not C&D Recycling Center is a privately operated drop-off 
which is open to the public year-round. The drop-off accepts construction 
and demolition waste. 

7. On Page III-27, add the following below the paragraph in “Facility Siting 
Procedure”: 

“The following facility is deemed automatically consistent with the plan: 

 Waste Not C&D Recycling Center as a new processing plant and transfer 
facility; located at 2206 Nichols Road, Kalamazoo, MI 49004” 

8. Appendix D, “Attachments” (D-1) is hereby amended as follows: 

a. Under the heading, “Solid Waste Disposal Facility Location Maps,” amend 
the first paragraph as follows: 
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Solid Waste Disposal Facility Location Maps 

The following maps and/or legal descriptions (Attachments D-1 through 
-12a) are intended to identify the locations of the various solid waste 
disposal facilities proposed to serve Kalamazoo County during the 
planning period. 

b. Add the attached site plan and the following description after Attachment 
D-12 as “Attachment D-12a”: 
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Attachment D-12a 

Waste Not C&D Recycling Center Boundary Description 

Land situated in the Township of Kalamazoo, County of Kalamazoo, State 
of Michigan, described as follows: 

Commencing at a point 666.25 feet North of the West 1/4 post of Section 
8, Town 2 South, Range 11 West; thence North on the West line of said 
Section 355.85 feet to the Right of Way of the Michigan Central Railroad; 
thence Southeasterly along the Southerly line of said Railroad 803.03 feet; 
thence South parallel with the West line of said Section 215.75 feet and 
thence Northwesterly to the Place of Beginning. 

Also, a parcel in Section 8, Town 2 South, Range 11 West, commencing at 
a point 405.5 feet North of the West 1/4 post of said Section and running 
thence East at right angles to said West line 183.0 feet; thence South 
parallel to said West line 66 feet; thence East at right angles to said West 
line 522 feet for the Place of Beginning; thence Northwesterly to a point on 
the West line of said Section 666.25 feet North of the West 1/4 post of said 
Section; thence Southeasterly to a point 80 feet North of the Place of 
Beginning; thence South 80 feet to the Place of Beginning. 

Commonly known as: 2206 Nichols Road, Kalamazoo, MI 49004 
Tax ID No. 3906-08-170-010 



ART  MULDER
BOUNDARY  AND TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY  REPORT

PROPERTY IN THE N.W. 1/4, SEC. 8, KALAMAZOO TWP. & CO., MI.

7/23/2019

36743

1
36743 MULDER.dwg  L.G.

PARCEL DESCRIPTION (Warranty Deed Doc. No.
2019-001282):

Land situated in the Township of Kalamazoo,
County of Kalamazoo, State of Michigan described
as follows:
Commencing at a point 666.25 feet North of the
West 1/4 post of Section 8, Town 2 South, Range
11 West; thence North on the West line of said
section 355.85 feet to the right-of-way of the
Michigan Central Railroad*; thence Southeasterly
along the Southerly line of said railroad* 803.03
feet; thence South parallel with the West line of said
section 215.75 feet and thence Northwesterly to the
Place of Beginning.
ALSO, a parcel in Section 8, Town 2 South, Range
11 West, commencing at a point 405.5 feet North of
the West 1/4 post of said section and running
thence East at right angles to said West line 183.0
feet; thence South parallel to said West line 66 feet;
thence East at right angles to said West line 522
feet for the Place of Beginning; thence
Northwesterly to a point on the West line of said
section 666.25 feet North of the West 1/4 post of
said section; thence Southeasterly to a point 80 feet
North of the Place of Beginning; thence South 80
feet to the Place of Beginning.

*CURRENT MICHIGAN DNR OWNERSHIP

SITE LOCATION

Attachment D-12a 
Return to 

Amendment Letter

MILLERC1
Highlight

MILLERC1
Sticky Note
The Plan Amendment includes maps and a description of a proposed
driveway easement across the Kalamazoo River Valley Trail. This easement was denied by the
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) as of August 9, 2021. Therefore, another location for
an entrance will be needed to access the facility. Please note that this does not prevent listing
this site in the Plan.



PROPOSED DRIVEWAY EASEMENT REQUESTED FROM 
THE MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
(DNR).  FINAL GRANT, SIZE, AND LOCATION OF 
EASEMENT SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY MICHIGAN DNR.

*

*CURRENT
MICHIGAN DNR 
OWNERSHIP

Attachment D-12a 



PROPOSED DRIVEWAY EASEMENT REQUESTED FROM 
THE MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
(DNR).  FINAL GRANT, SIZE, AND LOCATION OF 
EASEMENT SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY MICHIGAN DNR.

*CURRENT MICHIGAN DNR OWNERSHIP

Attachment D-12a 



 

 

 

Section 2 

Signed Minutes - Amendment #1 

a. SWMPC approval prior to 90-day comment period 
b.   SWMPC approval to forward to County Commission 
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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Members – Representing: 

 
Emily Bridson, Vice Chair – Solid Waste Management  Andy Wichman – Industrial Waste Generator 
Chris Phillips, Secretary – Solid Waste Management  Chandler Lyons – General Public 
Eric Shafer – Solid Waste Management  Roxanne Myles – General Public 
Steve Taplin – Solid Waste Management  Chad Visser – General Public 
Lee Adams – Regional Solid Waste Planning Agency  Jeffrey Sorensen, Chair – Township Government 
Rebekah Kik – City Government  VACANCY – Environmental Interest Group 
Zac Bauer – County Government  VACANCY – Environmental Interest Group 

                        Roger Tuinier (alternate) – County Government 
 

Designated Planning Agency (DPA) contact – Lotta Jarnefelt, Deputy Secretary; Director, Planning & Development Department 
                     

 
KALAMAZOO COUNTY 

 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE (SWMPC) 

 
Meeting of December 16, 2020 

  
 

MINUTES 
  

 
 

I. Call to Order 
Chair Sorensen called the virtual meeting held via Zoom to order at 7:00 pm and noted that 
the meeting is being recorded.  
 

II. Roll Call 
Chair Sorensen asked Ms. Jarnefelt to take attendance by roll call. Ms. Jarnefelt stated that 
advisory boards have been directed to ask everybody to provide their location during Zoom 
meeting roll calls (city, township, village or county): 
Present: 
Lee Adams – yes, Portage 
Zac Bauer – (joined later from City of Kalamazoo) 
Emily Bridson – yes, Kentwood 
Rebekah Kik– yes, City of Kalamazoo 
Chandler Lyons – yes, Kalamazoo Charter Township 
Roxanne Myles – yes, Kalamazoo Charter Township 
Chris Phillips – yes, City of Kalamazoo 
Eric Shafer – yes, City of Three Rivers 
Jeffrey Sorensen – yes, Cooper Charter Township 
Steve Taplin – (joined later from Cooper Township) 
Roger Tuinier – no 
Chad Visser – (joined later) 
Andy Wichman – yes, Prairie Ronde Township 
 
Zac Bauer, Steve Taplin, Chad Visser and alternate Roger Tuinier not present during roll 
call, two vacancies. 
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Others present were Lisa Henthorn, Deputy Administrator for the County, External Affairs, 
Sarah Osborne, legal consultant for the County and Rachael Grover, technical support for 
the meeting. 
 

III. Members Excused 
Chair Sorensen asked if any members had called in advance to be excused. The Chair was 
hoping that some of the members would join the meeting later. 
 

IV. Additions/Deletions/Changes to the Agenda 
No changes to the agenda were requested. 

 
V. Approval of the Agenda 

Motion by Mr. Phillips, seconded by Ms. Bridson to approve the agenda. Approval by 
roll call. All present stated yes. 
Chad Visser reported difficulty joining the meeting. Zac Bauer joined the meeting from 
the City of Kalamazoo and voted yes for the agenda.  Motion carries. 
 
It was noted that Christina Miller from EGLE was present and available to answer 
questions if needed.  

 
VI. Approval of Minutes 

Motion by Mr. Shafer, seconded by Mr. Phillips to approve the minutes of November 18, 
2020. Approval by roll call. All yes, motion carries. 
 
Steve Taplin reported that he was in the meeting by phone and he was moved over from 
the Zoom Public webinar attendees to the Panelists. 
 

VII. Public Comments 
Steve Leuty spoke and deferred to Section 8 for a non-agenda item. 
Mike Balkema from Best Way Disposal asked when it was appropriate for him to speak 
and the Chair asked him to speak when Best Way Disposal’s amendment proposal is being 
discussed. 
 

VIII. Discussion and/or Action Items 
1. Review of Current Bylaws – Action Item 

i. Review edits and potential approval of bylaws. 
Ms. Jarnefelt read the questions that had been compiled about the bylaws received 
from the members and the response to them from Ms. Osborne. 
Motion by Ms. Bridson, seconded by Mr. Shafer to approve bylaws. 

 
During discussion Ms. Jarnefelt asked if anyone had any experience in defining an 
annual application time for amendment applications. Chair Sorensen stated that any 
amendment application or other items for the SWMPC agenda should be received 
in a timely manner so the Committee can review the item before the meetings. He 
also pointed out that the SWMPC’s part in the application process is just one of 
many steps, such as local municipalities’ approvals required for any proposed 
projects to come to fruition.  
Question to Ms. Osborne was made whether the bylaws should state that materials 
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need to be received within a specified time before the meeting. She stated that it can 
be a requirement going forward, but it is acceptable to process the amendment 
application items on the current agenda at this time. 
Ms. Miller from EGLE stated that when making any official action such as for a 90-
day comment period or approval of a Plan amendment the majority of the 14 
members (8) would have to vote in favor in order to approve it, not just the majority 
of members attending a meeting. It was agreed that the bylaws have adequate 
language to reflect this. Approval by roll call. All yes, motion carries. 

 
2. Application to Amend Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan (Plan) from 

Waste Not Recycling, LLC  
i. Review draft amendment language 

Ms. Jarnefelt reviewed the draft amendment language. The applicant had provided 
complete amendment language, and only minor tweaks had been made in it such as 
adding page numbers for reference. One item that was lacking was a siting procedure, 
which had been added. A final version of the amendment was emailed before 
tonight’s meeting and the amendment is ready for approval for the 90-day public 
review. 
 
Mr. Shafer asked about the timeline of approval and when the public will have an 
opportunity to comment. 
Chair Sorensen and Ms. Jarnefelt provided a review of the amendment process, and 
outlined opportunities for public comment on the amendments including during the 
90-day public review as well as when the amendments are presented to the County 
Board of Commissioners and the Township Boards for their approvals respectively. 
In addition the required local site plan approval processes have a public comment 
component.  
 
Chair Sorensen stated that he would like a separate motion for each amendment to 
keep the amendments independent of each other during the Plan amendment process. 
He asked for input from Ms. Osborne who agreed that the applications can be 
considered separately and then be discussed whether to combine them or not. 
 
Mr. Shertzing representing Waste Not Recycling, LLC, gave an overview of steps 
that have been taken with the amendment process at this time. He asked to have the 
public hearing as soon as possible and not to combine the amendments, stating they 
can run concurrently. If one was contentious, it could make it complicated during the 
various stages of approval if one or the other amendment was put on hold for some 
reason. 
 
Ms. Miller from EGLE said concurrent amendments are acceptable, and she 
recommended to approve both for public review at the same time to avoid confusion. 
 
Mr. Shafer made the motion to amend the County Solid Waste Management Plan to 
consider the Waste Not Recycling LLC amendment proposal, Ms. Lyons seconded. 
 
Mr. Shafer asked it to be confirmed that since he is not an employee of Waste Not 
Recycling, LLC he can vote on this item. This was confirmed by Ms. Osborne. 
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Mr. Taplin asked whether there has to be approval from the local unit before the 
amendment can be processed. Local approval is not needed for the Plan amendment 
to move forward, but local site plan and other appropriate approvals are still needed 
before a project can be finalized. 
  
There was discussion about what type of motion was needed. 
 
Mr. Shafer revised his motion to be a motion to authorize the Plan Amendment 1, 
Waste Not Recycling, LLC, application to proceed to the 90-day public comment 
period. Ms. Lyons agreed to second the revised motion. 
 
The Chair allowed Mr. Steve Leuty from the public to comment. Mr. Leuty is a 
Kalamazoo Township Trustee, but also talked as a previous employee having worked 
as the County’s Recycling Coordinator. He noted that construction demolition 
materials make up a big part of the materials that end up in the landfill and that there 
is currently not much financial incentive to sort the trash, in fact the opposite is true. 
Mr. Leuty sees the proposed Waste Not Recycling project to be in line with the 
County’s solid waste management goals to reduce waste that goes to landfills. 
 
Approval by roll call. All yes, motion carries. 
 

ii. Consider Next Steps 
 This item sidestepped as irrelevant 

 
3. Application to Amend Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan from Best 

Way Disposal, Inc. 
i. Review application 

Chair Sorensen stated that the next item is to have a motion to allow the Best Way 
Disposal proposal, Amendment 2, to move to the 90-day Public Comment period. 
 
Mr. Shafer made a motion to authorize the Plan Amendment 2 application by Best 
Way Disposal, Inc. to proceed to the 90-day comment period. Ms. Lyons seconded. 
 
Ms. Myles, asked whether the Committee will be hearing from Best Way Disposal, 
Inc. Mike Balkema from Best Way Disposal, Inc. offered to provide a brief overview 
of the amendment proposal. Only a small part of Best Ways Disposal’s property is 
listed as a solid waste disposal area in the current Solid Waste Management Plan, and 
the Plan does not allow any sorting or processing on the property. The company 
currently has a recycling drop-off as allowed in the Plan. The company is proposing 
to amend the Plan to allow use all of the available 9.51 acres of land for its current 
activities, as well as allowing to process and recycle materials on this 9.51 acres of 
land. 
 
Approval by roll call. Eleven yes, Mr. Phillips abstained, motion carries. 

 
ii. Consider Next Steps 

This item sidestepped as irrelevant 
 

4. Consider to combine applications and approving amendment language before going 
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out for the 90-day comment. 
Chair Sorensen noted that item 4. on the agenda is immaterial as the motions to proceed 
to the 90-day public comment period have been approved separately for both proposed 
amendments. 
 

 
IX. Staff Report/Updates 

i. Update on Committee member appointments. 
Ms. Jarnefelt reported that there are still two vacancies on the SWMPC board for 
members representing Environmental Interest Groups, and that the positions were 
posted on the County website until December 18. She encouraged members to spread 
the word and anybody who is interested to apply on Kalcounty.com under Advisory 
Boards. It was clarified that applicants in this category should represent 
environmental interest groups, for example non-profits like the Kalamazoo 
Environmental Council, the Kalamazoo Nature Center, Southwest Michigan Land 
Conservancy, recycling non-profit groups. The applicants can be either volunteers or 
staff in the non-profits. Preferably they should live in the County according to the 
rules. 
 
Chair Sorensen confirmed that the proposed Amendment 1 and Amendment 2 had 
been approved to be moved to the 90-day public comment period concurrently but as 
two separate amendments. 
 
Ms. Jarnefelt clarified that she will be arranging to publish a notice in the paper about 
the 90-day public comment period and arrange to have the public hearing. Ms. Miller 
from EGLE has offered to help to schedule the next steps.  After the comment period 
ends, the SWMPC may or may not incorporate received comments and adjust the 
language of either of the amendments. The proposed amendments will then go to the 
County Board of Commissioners for approval to send out to the municipalities to 
review. An approval rate of 67% is needed from the townships in order to then move 
forward to the next step. 

 
X. Public Comments (3 minutes each) 

Mr. Shertzing thanked the SWMPC for its work and for sending Amendment 1 to public 
comment. 
Mr. Balkema thanked the SWMPC for its work on behalf of Amendment 2 and sending it 
to public comment. 

 
XI. Other 

No comments. 
 

XII. Board Member Comments 
Chair Sorensen asked for a roll call for member comments. No comments from members 
except as follows: 
Ms. Bridson – Wished all Happy Holidays 
Ms. Myles – Thanked staff for sharing information and wished all Merry Christmas 
Mr. Phillips – Wished all Happy Holidays, and looks forward to discussions on 
amendments. 

   Chair Sorensen – Thanked all for good discussion and wished all Happy Holidays 
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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Members – Representing: 

 
Emily Bridson, Vice Chair – Solid Waste Management  Andy Wichman – Industrial Waste Generator 
Chris Phillips, Secretary – Solid Waste Management  Chandler Lyons – General Public 
Eric Shafer – Solid Waste Management  Roxanne Myles – General Public 
Steve Taplin – Solid Waste Management  Chad Visser – General Public 
Lee Adams – Regional Solid Waste Planning Agency  Jeffrey Sorensen, Chair – Township Government 
Rebekah Kik – City Government  VACANCY – Environmental Interest Group 
Roger Tuinier – County Government  VACANCY – Environmental Interest Group 

                        John Gisler (alternate) – County Government 
 

Designated Planning Agency (DPA) contact – Lotta Jarnefelt, Deputy Secretary; Director, Planning & Development Department 
                     

 
KALAMAZOO COUNTY 

 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING COMMITTEE (SWMPC) 

 
Meeting of April 21, 2021 

  
 

MINUTES 
  

 
 

I. Call to Order 
This meeting was recorded. 
Chair Sorensen called the virtual meeting held via Zoom to order at 7:01 pm and noted that 
during roll call members need to state where they are calling from.  
 

II. Roll Call 
Chair Sorensen asked Ms. Jarnefelt to take attendance and location by roll call. She stated 
that the meeting is being recorded. 
Present: 
Lee Adams – no 
Emily Bridson – yes, Kentwood, Kent County 
Rebekah Kik – yes, City of Kalamazoo, Kalamazoo County 
Chandler Lyons – yes, Kalamazoo Charter Township, Kalamazoo County 
Roxanne Myles – yes, Kalamazoo Charter Township, Kalamazoo County 
Chris Phillips – yes, Portage, Kalamazoo County 
Eric Shafer – yes, Lockport Township, St Joseph County 
Jeffrey Sorensen – yes, Cooper Charter Township, Kalamazoo County 
Steve Taplin – no 
Roger Tuinier – yes, Comstock Charter Township, Kalamazoo County 
Chad Visser – yes, Kalamazoo County 
Andy Wichman – Prairie Ronde Township 

   All in Michigan. 
 

10 present, meeting has quorum. Steve Taplin had informed staff that he will not be present. 
Two vacancies. 
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Six public members present, also Lisa Henthorn, Deputy Administrator for the County - 
External Services, Sarah Osborne, legal consultant for the County and Rachael Grover, and 
technical support for the meeting. 
 

III. Members Excused 
Motion by Mr. Shafer, seconded by Mr. Phillips to excuse Mr. Adams and Mr. Taplin. 
Motion carries. 
 

IV. Additions/Deletions/Changes to the Agenda 
No changes requested. 

 
V. Approval of the Agenda 

Motion by Mr. Phillips, seconded by Mr. Visser to approve the agenda. Motions carries. 
 

VI. Approval of Minutes 
Motion by Ms. Bridsen, seconded by Mr. Visser to approve the minutes of March 17, 
2021. Motion carries. 
 

VII. Public Comments (3 minutes) 
Chair Sorensen invited the public to speak.  
 
Commissioner John Gisler brought three items to the Committee’s attention: 
- There was a vote by County Board of Commissioners on funding for a YWCA program 

with about $44,000 of County funds previously earmarked for Southwest Michigan 
First. Mr. Gisler did not vote for it. 

- Work has started on the County Justice Center with digging on the site. There should 
be no delays in the construction process as the court staff is expected to take occupancy 
in May 2023. Otherwise the County has to start paying rent on the Michigan Avenue 
Courthouse. 

- Mr. Gisler stated that he is newly appointed on the Disaster Committee, which deals 
with FEMA type items. He wanted to share information about vaccinfinder.org, a way 
for residents to find out where vaccinations are available. He encouraged everybody to 
take note of the website. 

 
VIII. Discussion and/or Action Items 

1. Review of Amendment 1 – Waste Not Recycling LLC 
i. Public comments received during 90-day review and public hearing. 

 
Ms. Jarnefelt reported that all written comments received during the public 
comment period from January 4th to April 5th , 2021, were in favor of the project, 
except for one comment from the Parks Department received at the Public 
Hearing. The comments received are included in the meeting packet. 
 
During the public hearing on March 17, there were 3 in favor of the project. 
There was 1 comment from the County Parks Department (the same as received 
in written form) that raised some concerns, especially about the driveway 
crossing State land that has an easement on it for the Kalamazoo River Valley 
Trail. 
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The public comment period has come to an end, and the SWMPC members are 
welcome to discuss the comments at this time. 
 
Chair Sorensen stated that his research shows that it’s hard to deny access to a 
property in these types of situations. He thinks that much positive changes have 
already been made on the site, and hopes that the County Commissioners will 
approve the draft amendment. He stated that it benefits the community, 
environment and both amendments will do a good job to make sure they are not 
a nuisance to the community. He understands that some people have concerns 
but believes that concerns will be addressed by both companies.  He asked for 
any comments from the members. There was no comments. 

 
ii. Review/Approval of proposed language of Amendment 1. 

 
Ms. Jarnefelt noted that in discussions with Christina Miller at EGLE she 
received guidance to request a revised map from the applicant that just shows 
the outline of the property and also the proposed easement across the trail where 
the driveway would be. All the facility design and setbacks will have to meet 
the State requirements, from the State’s perspective that information is not 
needed for the Amendment at this point. The State’s requirements for the 
facility have to be met, the Township requirements can be stricter but cannot be 
less strict than the State’s requirements. She pointed out that the draft 
Amendment 1 now has a map with the outline of the property, and a detail that 
shows the proposed easement over the railroad right-a-way and the trail to 
Ravine Road. 
 
Chair asked if here was any further discussion. 
 
Mr. Tuinier asked if the driveway across the trail was going to be a hold-up in 
the progress of this project. 
 
Chair responded that it does not hold up the amendment process, but the 
approval from the DNR to allow the driveway to cross its property could be a 
hold up. He reiterated that it would be hard for a government agency to landlock 
a property without any access. The Road Commission has approved the access 
from Ravine Road for this venture contingent on approval from DNR. It could 
be a hold up, but the Chair noted that there are several driveway crossings of 
the trail and those safety issues have been dealt with stop signs and similar, and 
it should not be major concern. The trail crosses over railroads in several places. 
It is doable, but there could be a few hold ups but should work. He wishes that 
the EGLE, DNR and the Parks Department realize that. 
 
There were no more comments. 
 

iii. Motion to approve and recommend to the County Board of Commissioners to 
approve draft Plan Amendment 1. 
 
Chair Sorensen asked if there was a motion regarding Amendment 1. 
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Mr. Visser made a motion, seconded by Mr. Shafer, to approve and recommend 
to the County Board of Commissioners that it approve the draft Plan 
Amendment 1. 
 
During discussion, Ms. Jarnefelt reviewed the next steps should the County 
approve the draft Amendment. The next steps would be the review and approval 
by the municipalities (townships, villages and cities) in the County. When 67% 
approval rate was received from them, the draft Amendment would be sent to 
EGLE for final review and approval. 
 
Should the County Board not approve the Amendment and send the 
Amendment back to the SWMPC with objections, the SWMPC has 30 days to 
respond to the objections and resubmit to the County Board for approval. If the 
County Board approved it at that point, the next steps would then follow. 
 
Mr. Shafer asked if there was a time limit for the responses from the 
municipalities. Ms. Jarnefelt stated that there was no time limit, and that she 
planned to make the municipalities aware and request that they put the 
Amendment review and approval on their Board agendas. It is in the interest of 
the developer to make sure that the item gets on the agendas and the 67% 
approval rate is achieved within a reasonable time period. 
 
Mr. Tuinier asked about the timeline and when the item is planned to be in front 
of the County Board of Commissioners. Ms. Jarnefelt stated that if the SWMPC 
votes to approve tonight, the Amendment is scheduled to be on the May 4th 
agenda for discussion and request for a decision by the County Board will be 
on the May 18th agenda. 
 
Vote on the motion by roll call, all yes. Motion carries. 

 
2. Review and Discussion of Amendment 2 – Best Way Disposal, Inc. 

 
i. Public comments received during the 90-day review and public hearing. 

Ms. Jarnefelt reported that only a few comments were received and they are 
included in the meeting packet. One comment came from Calhoun County and 
a memo was received from Best Way Disposal, Inc. A representative of Best 
Way Disposal, Michael Balkema, also spoke at the public hearing. All three 
comments were in favor of the project, none expressed concerns. 
 

ii. Review/Approval of proposed language of Amendment 2. 
Ms. Jarnefelt reported that there were no changes to the Amendment 2 
language. 

 
iii. Motion to approve and recommend to the County Board of Commissioners to 

approve draft Plan Amendment 2. 
Motion by Mr. Shafer, seconded by Ms. Lyons, to approve and recommend to 
the County Board of Commissioners that it approve the draft Plan Amendment 
2. 
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There was no additional discussion. 
 
Vote by roll call, 9 yes, Mr. Phillips abstained. Motion carries. 

 
3. Next steps in process. 

 
Chair Sorensen asked Ms. Jarnefelt to reiterate the next steps in the process. She stated 
that the amendments will be on the County Board of Commissioners’ May 4th meeting 
agenda for discussion and for a decision 2 weeks later on the May 18th meeting agenda. 
The Board agenda is usually posted on the County website on the Friday before the 
Tuesday meeting. If approved, a request and related materials will be sent to the 
municipalities to vote on the amendments. The resolutions from the municipalities will 
be part of the amendment packet information that will be submitted to EGLE once the 
67% approval rate has been achieved from the municipalities. 
 
Chair Sorensen said he would be happy to attend the County Board meeting and would 
be available to respond to any questions if needed. All members are welcome to the 
open public meeting. Ms. Jarnefelt will forward the agenda when it is posted. 

 
IX. Staff Report/Updates 

1. Update on Committee vacancies 
Chair Sorensen mentioned that the two positions for representatives of environmental 
interest groups on SWMPC have still not been filled.  
 
Ms. Jarnefelt mentioned that as the amendment process is winding down, she wanted 
to mention that the solid waste management legislation is changing and recycling is 
going to become a much more important part of the work of the SWMPC. There will 
be changes in the Committee itself. There will be more information coming about the 
changes at a later date. 
 
Mr. Shafer wondered if the one applicant to SWMPC (representing the public) could 
become a member of an environmental interest group in order to qualify for the 
vacant positions. Ms. Jarnefelt said she would look into that. 
 
Ms. Jarnefelt reported that Rebekah Kik has resigned from her position as the city 
representative on SWMPC. The position will be posted soon on the County website.  

 
X. Public Comments (3 minutes each) 

No public comment 
 

XI. Other 
Ms. Jarnefelt stated that she will be retiring and her last day will be June 2, 2021. Another 
staff member will be taking over managing the SWMPC. 
 

XII. Board Member Comments 
Ms. Myles had well wishes for Ms. Kik and congratulations to Ms. Jarnefelt. 
Mr. Phillips thanked Ms. Jarnefelt and Ms. Kik for their service. 
Mr. Shafer echoed what was said before and thanked Ms. Kik and Ms. Jarnefelt for their 
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 Notes by Lotta Jarnefelt, DPA, from 

Kalamazoo Metropolitan County Planning Commission (KMCPC) 
Special Meeting of Wednesday, March 17, 2020 at 7 pm 

to hold Public Hearings of Amendment 1 & 2 to the 
Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan. 

Meeting held virtually by Zoom. 
 

 
1. Public Hearing for Amendment 1 to Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management 

Plan. 
a) Open Public Hearing for Amendment 1: Waste Not Recycling LLC 

Chair Carahaly opened the Public Hearing for Amendment 1. 
 

b) Description of Amendment 1 by Staff 
Staff gave a brief overview of Amendment 1. The applicant is Waste Not Recycling 
LLC proposing to construct a recycling center for construction waste at the southeast 
corner of Nichols Road and Ravine Road in Kalamazoo Township. They would also 
receive municipal household waste from smaller trucks and would sort and haul non-
recyclable materials to a landfill. Investing 4 million dollars in the construction and 
create about 20 jobs. Divert materials from landfills and promote recycling.  
 
Ms. Eickholt asked if the applicants had provided any information regarding potential 
odor and noise issues with the facility. Staff mentioned it had been discussed during 
other discussions of the project but could not provide details on how those issues 
would be addressed, stating that an answer might be expected during public comment. 
 

c) Public Comment (3 minutes each) 
 
Public Comment #1 by Grant Schertzing, attorney with Miller & Johnson, 
representing Waste Not Recycling.  
Gave a brief outline of the project. Mentioned that the closest building materials 
recycling facility is 100 miles away, not cost effective. The new facility would sort 
and sell reusable materials and take the remainder to landfills. Facility designed to 
minimize the adverse effects to the neighbors. Transfer and recycling activities will 
take place in an enclosed building to minimizing noise, odors, debris. Parking lot will 
be paved to minimize dust. Benefits: keeping re-usable materials closer to home, 
increase tax base, creating new jobs, providing investment, more support for LEED 
certification in Kalamazoo County, which encourages all types of reductions in 
energy use. Over 200 letters were received by Kalamazoo Township Planning 
Commission in support of the project. Developer is currently addressing the 
conditions that were put on the site plan approval by the Kalamazoo Township 
Planning Commission, including concerns about noise and odors mentioned earlier in 
the meeting. In order to receive an operating permit from EGLE, the site has to be in 
the County Solid Waste Management Plan, therefore the application for amendment 
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has been submitted to include it in the Plan. The amendment would be referencing 
siting procedure, transfer stations, processing procedure, solid waste collection 
providers, and drop off programs. If the amendment is approved, the developer can 
apply for construction permit and ultimately break ground on the project. 
 
Public Comment #2 by Brian. 
Lives in City of Kalamazoo and is known as the “trash pastor.” Picks up trash along 
the roads. The project struck a chord with him as an investment of a lot of money in 
recycling, and secondly an opportunity to create 20 jobs. He applauds the developer 
for doing this. He tries to advocate for people that are making the situation with trash 
better and help the environment for the next generations. As a citizen and community 
member he wants to express his support for the project. 
 
Public Comment #3 by David Rachowicz, Director of Kalamazoo County Parks & 
Expo Center. 
Has provided written comments to the SWMPC regarding the project. His concerns 
are not based on the merits of the project, which he supports, or the location of the 
project, but are focused on the potential impact on the Kalamazoo River Valley Trail 
(KRVT). The 2206 Nichols Rd property does not have road frontage on Ravine Road. 
The site plan shows the north line of the property as the south line of the former 
Michigan Central Railroad. The former railroad property is owned by the Michigan 
Department of Natural Resources. The property was purchased with a Natural 
Resources Trust Fund grant for recreational use for State residents. Kalamazoo 
County leased the property to construct the KRVT in 2008. The planned driveway 
across the trail raises several concerns: trucks turning in and out of the site will pose a 
risk for trail users due to pure sightline visibility. No necessity for a drive on Ravine 
Road since there is already drive access from Nichols Road. Increasing safety for 
vehicle traffic by moving the drive to Ravine Road does it at the cost of the safety of 
the non-motorized and pedestrian trail users. The proposed site plan is inconsistent 
with the plan that was approved by the Kalamazoo Township Planning Commission 
approval: it does not show the setbacks from the northern property line to the trail, 
and the landscaping and other elements have been removed. Some safety concerns 
still remains. Location of the scale house and scale could create a backup that could 
block the trail. Ultimately the State has to grant an easement for this project to 
proceed with the new drive. That has not yet occurred. The County Board of 
Commissioners will also have to approve the plan amendment before it moves 
forward. It is up to the County Commissioners to decide if the Kalamazoo County 
Preservation and Natural Resource Protection Policy applies in this case. These 
comments have been provided in written form as well. 
 
Public Comment #4 Harry Bennical, owner of 3315 Ravine Road, adjacent property 
to the proposed recycling plant. 
Speaks in favor of the project. Has been in business for 15 years. Before Mr. Mulder 
purchased the property, it was an eyesore, filled with junk. Mr. Mulder cleaned it up 
and made it look nice. Recycling center is a benefit to the community. When Mr. 
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Bennical’s business remodeled, there was much waste that was taken to landfill. If 
there was a recycling center it would benefit the community and avoid filling the 
landfills. His liquor store has traffic going across the trail, and they have not had any 
incidence with it. Did not think it would be a problem with the proposed facility. 
 

d) Close Public hearing for Amendment. 
With no more public comments, Chair Carahaly closed the public hearing for 
Amendment 1. 

 
2. Public Hearing for Amendment 2 Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management 

Plan. 
a) Open Public Hearing for Amendment 2: Best Way Disposal, Inc 

Chair Carahaly opened the Public Hearing for Amendment 2. 
 

b) Description of Amendment 2 by Staff. 
Staff gave a brief overview of Amendment 2 requested by Best Way Disposal, Inc at 
their Miller Road facility. It is currently included in the County’s Solid Waste 
Management Plan. Seek to enlarge the boundaries of the operation of the facility, 
currently activities are only allowed within the building footprint. They would like to 
increase the area allowed for their activities to cover all the property that they own at 
the site, which is 9.5 acres. The facility is listed as a solid waste collection service 
provider, it uses the Miller Rd transfer station and Orchard Hill landfill as a disposal 
facility, no changes expected there. Little or no adverse effects on the neighboring 
properties if allowed to expand as necessary benefit the community. By expanding 
the footprint they would be able to seamlessly incorporate processing and recycling at 
this facility as needed and remain at their site and not move away in order to expand. 

 
c) Public Comment (3 minutes each) 

 
Public Comment # 1 Michael Balkema, representing Best Way Disposal. 
Mentioned that staff already covered what is sought in the amendment: to expand the 
boundaries to include both parcels, as well as include sorting and processing into the 
plan. He is available to answer any questions.  
 

d) Close Public Hearing for Amendment 2 
With no more public comments, Chair Carahaly closed the public hearing for 
Amendment 2. 

 
3. KMCPC Board member Comments 

Mr. Gisler asked if the two amendments are mutually exclusive. Staff responded that these 
are two independent amendments, both could be approved or denied, or one denied and the 
other approved. They happened to be submitted about the same time and the public review 
processes are running concurrently. 
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Mr. Cook mentioned that he hears Brian’s concerns and also picks trash along roads when 
he can. 
 
Ms. LaDuca please to have more recycling options. 
 
Ms. Eickholt mentioned that both proposals would be good for the County. The only 
concerns is the location of the Waste Not Recycling project. It is located at the base of the 
hill and noise and odors tend to move upwards. Would the people living above the site 
potentially be bothered by noise or odors. Especially transferring waste from smaller trucks 
to larger trucks would be inherently noisy and messy processes that may be unpleasant to 
live by. 
 
Mr. Janssen says more discussion may be needed but is looking forward to someone 
pioneering additional recycling options. 

































 
 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
Office of Community Development 
Parks & Recreation – Planning – GIS – MSU Extension – Solid Waste  

315 West Green Street, Marshall, Michigan 49068 – 269/781-0784  
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
To: SWMPC, C/O Kalamazoo County Planning & Development Department  
From: Sarah Kelly, Calhoun County Solid Waste and Recycling Coordinator 
Date: March 8, 2021  
Re: Notice of Proposed Amendments 1 and 2 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan 
 

 
Comments: 
 
Amendment 1 – to allow the Waste Not C&D Recycling Center to be determined automatically consistent 
with the Plan and to be permitted as a transfer station and processing facility at the following location: 2206 
Nichols Road, Kalamazoo, MI 49004. 

 
Upon review of the November 18, 2020 Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Committee minutes and June 4, 2020 
Kalamazoo Township Planning Commission minutes, the Calhoun County Solid Waste Program and Community 
Development Department support Amendment 1 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan.  This amendment 
allows the addition of both a transfer station and processing plant to the Kalamazoo Solid Waste Plan.  This facility 
would be privately operated and open to the public accepting construction and demolition waste along with trash, 
tree stumps, and limbs.  Currently, our region lacks access to construction and demolition recycling opportunities.  
By allowing this processing plant to open and operate, it would increase the recycling rate in our region and reduce 
the amount of material that is currently landfilled. Calhoun County would benefit from the host fee revenue 
generated by the material Waste Not C&D Recycling Center landfills at the C&C Landfill located in Convis 
Township, Calhoun County.  This amendment would also allow more convenient access to Calhoun County 
residents and businesses seeking to recycle their construction and demolition waste.     
 
Amendment 2 – to allow the existing Miller Road Transfer Station to be determined automatically consistent 
with the Plan for an expansion as a transfer station and permitted as a new processing facility at the 
following location: 2606 Miller Road, Kalamazoo, MI 49001. 
 
Currently, the Miller Road Transfer Station is limited to using only +/-1 acre of their property based on the existing 
Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan, and they are restricted to only offering a drop-off recycling center at that 
location.  This amendment allows the Miller Road Transfer Station to be determined automatically consistent with 
the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan and allows the business to use all their +/- 9.51 acres and expand their 
operations to include processing material.  This amendment will reduce the landfilling of material that has value as a 
recyclable in our region.  The Miller Road Transfer Station is operated by Best Way Disposal.  Best Way Disposal is 
represented on the Calhoun County Solid Waste Management Planning Advisory Committee and is a vendor of the 
Calhoun County Solid Waste Program.  Upon review of the December 16, 2020 Kalamazoo County Solid Waste 
Committee minutes, the Calhoun County Solid Waste Program and Community Development Department support 
Amendment 2 to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Plan.   
 
 

"Building A Better County Through Responsive Leadership" 
Calhoun County is an affirmative-action, equal-opportunity employer. 



45 Ottawa Avenue SW 
Suite 1100 
P.O. Box 306 
Grand Rapids, MI 49501-0306 

GRANT E. SCHERTZING

Attorney at Law 

616.831.1714 
616.988.1714 fax 
schertzingg@millerjohnson.com 

April 13, 2021 

Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management 
Planning Committee 

c/o Lotta Jarnefelt, Director, 
Kalamazoo County Planning & Development Department 
lmjarn@kalcounty.com

Re: Response to comments by Kalamazoo County Parks & Expo Center on 
Amendment 1 to Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan  

Dear Members of the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Planning Committee: 

As you know, we represent Waste Not Recycling in seeking an amendment to the County’s Solid 
Waste Management Plan for a construction and demolition waste recycling center at 2206 Nichols Road 
in Kalamazoo Township. 

On March 17th, the County Parks & Expo Center sent a letter to this Committee and spoke at the 
public hearing to raise concerns about the center’s proposed driveway off Ravine Road and its impacts to 
the Kalamazoo River Valley Trail. This is not the first time the County has raised these concerns. 
Comments “1” and “2” of the Parks & Expo Center’s letter are taken almost word for word from a letter 
by the County Planning Department on June 3rd of last year (enclosed). We have done our best to address 
these concerns, but the Parks & Expo Center has declined to review our plans for the Trail crossing until 
the County’s Solid Waste Management Plan is adopted. The Planning Department’s letter last year even 
ended by saying: 

Pending the completion and adoption of the amendment to the Kalamazoo County Solid 
Waste Management Plan and appropriate approvals from EGLE, if the proposed project 
is still proceeding we look forward to addressing these specific Kalamazoo River Valley 
Trail concerns at that time [emphasis added]. 

By raising these concerns now, the Parks & Expo Center seems to be both objecting to our amendment 
because they have not approved the Trail crossing and requiring this amendment as a condition for that 
approval. 

This is a chicken-and-egg problem. The Parks & Expo Center cannot decline to approve a 
crossing until we secure an amendment only to object to the amendment on that basis. It is also not 
relevant to what this Committee has been asked to consider: namely, how the center would affect the 
County’s management of its solid waste. 

Of course, we understand that members of this Committee or users of the Trail may share many 
of the same concerns as the Parks & Expo Center, and we appreciate the opportunity to explain how those 
concerns will be addressed. For ease of reference, we have reproduced each of the comments from the 
Park & Expo Center’s March 17th letter below in bold and respond to each in turn. 
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1. The main driveway access to the project site as proposed is from Ravine Road. The 2206 
Nichols Drive property does not include road frontage along Ravine Road. The site plan 
incorrectly identifies the northern property line as the south right-of-way of the former 
Michigan Central Railroad. The neighboring parcel to the north of 2206 Nichols Road is owned 
fee-title by the Michigan Department of Natural Resources. The property was purchased with 
a grant from the Michigan Department of Natural Resources Trust Fund. Kalamazoo County 
subsequently leased the property to construct and operate the Kalamazoo River Valley River 
Trail (KRV Trail) as a public recreation facility. This section of the KRV Trail opened in 2008. 

Response: Michigan’s DNR does own the property between the North boundary of the site and 
Ravine Road. However, we have applied for a driveway easement, which would provide access 
by Ravine Road. 

(We included the “Former Michigan Central Railroad” label on the site map because current and 
historic descriptions of the property refer to the railroad right of way to describe the property’s 
northern boundary line — both in the deeds recorded with the County Register of Deeds and in 
the tax records of the Township. Nevertheless, since this seems to have been a point of some 
confusion, we have revised the site map to include an express reference to the current ownership 
of that right of way by Michigan’s DNR.) 

2. The proposed site plan raises significant concerns regarding access from 2206 Nichols Road 
and the direct impact on the KRV Trail. The concerns include: 

a: safety of KRV Trail users — truck traffic completing left and right turns onto the property 
will pose a significant risk to trail users with poor site line visibility available. 

Response: The lines of sight where the driveway would cross the Trail are not poor and 
would not pose any meaningful risk to users of the Trail. This has been confirmed at both the 
County and Township levels: 

• The Road Commission of Kalamazoo County (RCKC) has reviewed our driveway plan 
for compliance with its driveway entrance guidelines, and has granted preliminary 
approval (enclosed). 

• The Township Planning Commission has also reviewed our site plan, which shows where 
the driveway would cross the Trail. In the County Planning Department’s June 3rd letter, 
the County asked the Township to consider the impacts to the Trail as part of that site 
plan review. The Township did consider them and has granted conditional site plan 
approval, requiring only signs to direct driveway traffic to yield to users of the Trail 
(which will be provided). 
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b: Use and modification of a portion of a public recreation amenity for a commercial drive 
with high volumes of heavy truck traffic. 

Response: One more commercial driveway will not change the character of the Trail near the 
site. That stretch of the Trail already runs through a heavily industrial and commercial area 
that exposes users to high volumes of heavy traffic — in many places, at higher speeds and 
with fewer safety measures than what would be associated with a driveway. 

Almost all 2.3 miles of the Trail near the site, from Squires Drive to Douglas Avenue run 

• through property that the Township has zoned either “Commercial” or “Industrial,” 
which are associated with intensive uses; and 

• along a roadway (Ravine Road) that the County has designated a “primary road,” which 
is associated with higher volumes of traffic and truck traffic. 

So, despite the presence of the Trail, the County and Township have both earmarked this area 
for commercial and industrial uses, fully aware that those uses include (or even generate) 
heavy truck traffic. 

Our driveway would also not be the first (or last) commercial crossing of the Trail in the area. 
Heading West from the site, the Trail immediately crosses Nichols Road, then a driveway for 
Tali’s Market, a second driveway for E I Morrow Co, and another four driveways for 
Mulder’s Landscape Supplies. Heading East from the site, the Trail crosses two driveways for 
Division 5 Metalworks and Building Restoration before dead-ending into Ravine Road itself, 
where traffic regularly reaches speeds of over 45 miles per hour. From there, users must 
choose between either crossing Ravine (without any traffic signal or stop sign) to reach a 
parking area or continuing on the shoulder/bike lane of Ravine for another three-quarters of a 
mile to reach the next trailhead. If a user continues on, the Trail crosses another 14 driveways 
and then Douglas Avenue itself (again, without any traffic signal or stop sign for cross-
traffic), before they connect to the next trailhead. 

c: Construction will temporarily eliminate non-motorized use of the trail facility. 

Response: It is not unusual for construction activities to temporarily affect or limit use of the 
Trail. For example, the intersection of Nichols Road and Ravine Road, which includes a Trail 
crossing, will be under construction for most of this Spring and Summer, which will 
temporarily obstruct use of the Trail. The construction for our driveway would affect only 
about 50 feet of the Trail and for a much shorter period. Likewise, any signage for users of 
the Trail that is required by the County will be implemented. 

d: There is no necessity for a new drive for this parcel since the site already has drive access 
off Nichols Road and the proposed plan does not eliminate that drive. Change in use 
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should not be contingent on use of neighboring park property. Understanding that the 
proposed drive is preferred from a safety perspective related to vehicle traffic, it does so 
at the cost of increasing risk to non-motorized trail users and pedestrians. 

Response: The RCKC is permanently closing and eliminating the existing driveway off 
Nichols Road as part of the Nichols Road construction project described in our response to 
comment “c” above. This is largely for safety concerns, due to the existing driveway’s close 
proximity to the intersection, but also other concerns, such as erosion issues. We have 
received confirmation of that fact from the RCKC (enclosed). 

(The Township Fire Marshall had previously required this driveway to remain for emergency 
access. However, in light of the Nichols Road construction, the Fire Marshall has agreed to 
the closure with minor modifications to the proposed fire hydrant placement and Fire 
Department connection location, as shown on the site plan.) 

3. The proposed site plan provided in conjunction with the public hearing is inconsistent with the 
site plan that was presented to the Kalamazoo Township Planning Commission. Some of the 
inconsistencies directly impact the Kalamazoo River Valley Trail. The site plan does not include 
the necessary setbacks from the northern property line along the Kalamazoo River Valley Trail 
Parcel and required landscaping/screening is not shown. The layout is also inconsistent. 

Response: The site map attached to the amendment was never intended to show the same level of 
detail as the site plan. The site map attached to the amendment is for Appendix D of the Plan, 
which includes “maps and/or legal descriptions” of “the locations of the various solid waste 
disposal facilities proposed to serve Kalamazoo County.” Most maps in Appendix D show only 
the boundary of the property and approximate building sizes and locations. Based on those 
examples, the site map was intended to show only the general layout of the center. To the extent 
that layout differs from the site plan previously submitted to the Township, it is because the 
Township has required changes to the layout as part of its approval. 

The final site plan will be subject to still more levels of approval, including permits by 
Michigan’s Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Environment (EGLE), which could 
mean more changes to the layout. In light of that fact, and based on discussions with EGLE, the 
County Planning Department has actually recommended that we attach a less detailed site map, 
showing only the boundary of the property (and no details for the center). 

Since the level of detail of the current site map does appear to have been another point of 
confusion, we have followed the County’s recommendations and attached simplified surveys and 
legal descriptions of the property and the proposed driveway easement from the Michigan DNR 
(enclosed) to be used as the site map for the amendment. 
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4. While the layout changes do address some safety concerns, concerns remain that the 
proposed scale and scale house are positioned in a manner that the drive will be used as 
staging/line-up space to weigh and pay for services. As a result the drive may be used for 
operations and could block the trail — again creating a safety concern. 

Response: The scale and scale house have been moved as far into the site as physically possible, 
while still allowing trucks enough room to maneuver. The new locations allow for at least four
40-foot trucks to be staged inside the site before being at risk of encroaching onto the Trail. 

5. The State of Michigan and Michigan Department of Natural Resources has the authority to 
grant the drive easement for this proposed project as the property owner. The Kalamazoo 
County Board of Commissioners will also be involved in approving the proposed plan 
amendments. The Kalamazoo County Board of Commissioners adopted a Kalamazoo County 
Park Preservation and Natural Resources Protection Policy (Attachment A). The goals of the 
policy include: 
a. Protect and preserve significant and sensitive natural and cultural resources in accordance 

with the adopted policy so that these resources may be handed on to future generations. 
b. The public and governing bodies have trust in the stewardship responsibility of Kalamazoo 

County. 
c. Protect the natural environment and historical resources. 
d. Ensure the long term protection, preservation, and sustainability of park resources. 
e. Protect park lands and facilities from non-park uses, encroachments, vandalism and other 

unauthorized uses of parklands including removal of, or damage to, archaeological 
artifacts, plants, shrubs, trees and/or animal species. 

f. Decisions impacting the future of County Park Property are transparent and are made 
with complete details and information available to the public, Kalamazoo County Park 
Commission, and the Kalamazoo County Board of Commissioners. 

Response: As an environmentally focused enterprise, we applaud the County and the Parks & 
Expo Center for promoting the area’s natural resources and amenities. We see the Trail as an 
important community asset and, as part of this community, we are committed to operating safely 
and minimizing any effect on the Trail’s use. Other businesses and industries operate along the 
Trail with little impact. We will do the same. We look forward to addressing any specific 
concerns that might be raised.
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 _________________________________________  

Thank you for your attention to this letter. 

Very truly yours, 

MILLER JOHNSON

By 
Grant E. Schertzing 

GES 
Enclosures 

cc: David Rachowicz, Director, Kalamazoo County Parks & Expo Center 
Lisa Henthorn, Kalamazoo County Deputy Administrator 
Patrick Hudson, Kalamazoo Township Planner 
Jill Sell, Michigan Department of Natural Resources 

MJ_DMS 33082937v3 







From: Brian Franklin
To: Schaafsma, Daniel
Cc: AT&T; Ken Hoving; Jon Fitzsimmons; Mark Worden
Subject: RE: Waste Not Driveway Permit Application
Date: Thursday, January 21, 2021 8:24:46 AM
Attachments: image004.png

Insurance policy and example form.pdf

EXTERNAL EMAIL

Hi Dan,
 
We have reviewed the last set of plans that you have provided. The plans have been approved by
the RCKC.
 
In order to obtain a permit from the RCKC for a new commercial driveway, you or your client will
need to submit the following:
 

An application with the contractor listed on the application.
The contractor’s insurance listing the RCKC as additional insured. RCKC policy and an example
form.
A letter from the Kalamazoo County Parks  granting you permission to cross Kalamazoo River
Valley Trail.

 
Once we have received the listed documentation, we will be happy to issue a new commercial
driveway for this property.
 
Thanks, Brian
 
 

 
COVID-19 Notice: Our RCKC Team is dedicated to ensuring the essential services of maintaining our infrastructure
continue. The RCKC lobby is closed and by appointment only effective Monday 11/16/20. Members of the RCKC Team are
working remotely and therefore the public is asked to please conduct all business via telephone and/or electronically.  
Communication will continue on all RCKC platforms including www.kalamazoocountyroads.com, Facebook, Twitter,
LinkedIn, RCKC Connect, news releases, etc.  We appreciate your patience and cooperation during this time.

 
 
Brian Franklin, Permit Agent
Road Commission of Kalamazoo County                                            
3801 E Kilgore Rd
Kalamazoo, MI 49001
(269)381-3170 Ext.273
Fax (269)381-1760
www.kalamazoocountyroads.com
 

mailto:Daniel_Schaafsma@golder.com
mailto:artmulder@sbcglobal.net
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https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.kalamazoocountyroads.com%2Fdriveway.php&data=04%7C01%7CDaniel_Schaafsma%40golder.com%7C0cc9b76da51344eb4ad208d8be0fd6f0%7C46b66e8634824192842f3472ff5fe764%7C1%7C0%7C637468322856218821%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=zSn9pZg5GJj7o17LLT%2BcN6xAdrUsJ0Polabvky1ffAg%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.kalamazoocountyroads.com%2Fuserfiles%2Fkcrc%2Ffile%2FPermits%2FInsurance%2520Requirement%2520Policy%25202011.pdf&data=04%7C01%7CDaniel_Schaafsma%40golder.com%7C0cc9b76da51344eb4ad208d8be0fd6f0%7C46b66e8634824192842f3472ff5fe764%7C1%7C0%7C637468322856218821%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=Qui0DApOhrGJJf%2F%2BLJ2sbH6dYKn0FOCYFLSApp9Wsyc%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.kalamazoocountyroads.com%2Fuserfiles%2Fkcrc%2Ffile%2FPermits%2FInsurance%2520Requirement%2520Example%2520Form.pdf&data=04%7C01%7CDaniel_Schaafsma%40golder.com%7C0cc9b76da51344eb4ad208d8be0fd6f0%7C46b66e8634824192842f3472ff5fe764%7C1%7C0%7C637468322856228809%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=GIYjYovKAzHPp3%2BwzSggZn1OXa%2FmgHDbzwPTRoQznH4%3D&reserved=0
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From: Brian Franklin
To: David M. Rachowicz; Schaafsma, Daniel
Subject: RE: Private Road Easement #20210029
Date: Monday, March 22, 2021 6:16:49 AM
Attachments: image004.png

EXTERNAL EMAIL

Hi David,

That is correct. We require that the current driveway located on Nichols Road be closed for safety
concerns and also other concerns such as erosion issues.

Thanks, Brian

COVID-19 Notice: Our RCKC Team is dedicated to ensuring the essential services of maintaining our infrastructure and
public service continue. The RCKC lobby is open as of Monday, March 15, 2021, however members of the public are asked
to please attempt to conduct all RCKC business by appointment, via telephone and/or electronically.   We appreciate your
patience and cooperation during this time.

Brian Franklin, Permit Agent
Road Commission of Kalamazoo County                
3801 E Kilgore Rd
Kalamazoo, MI 49001
(269)381-3170 Ext.273
Fax (269)381-1760
www.kalamazoocountyroads.com

Confidentiality Notice:  The information contained in this electronic mail message and any attachments is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain legally privileged, confidential information or
work product. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any use,
dissemination, distribution, or forwarding of the Email message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in
error, please notify me by Email reply, and delete the original message from your system.
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PROPOSED DRIVEWAY EASEMENT REQUESTED FROM 
THE MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
(DNR).  FINAL GRANT, SIZE, AND LOCATION OF 
EASEMENT SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY MICHIGAN DNR.

*

*CURRENT 
MICHIGAN DNR 
OWNERSHIP

PROPOSED DRIVEWAY EASEMENT REQUESTED FROM 
THE MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
(DNR).  FINAL GRANT, SIZE, AND LOCATION OF 
EASEMENT SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY MICHIGAN DNR.

*CURRENT MICHIGAN DNR OWNERSHIP

*

*
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Section 6 

Resolutions from Municipalities 

Amendment #1 



As of 8/03/20211

Municipalities Amendment 1 approved? Amendment 2 approved?

1 City of Galesburg
2 City of Kalamazoo 8/2/2021 8/2/2021
3 City of Parchment 7/1/2021 6/23/2021
4 City of Portage 6/22/2021 6/22/2021
5 Village of Augusta 7/13/2021 7/13/2021
6 Village of Climax 7/19/2021
7 Village of Richland 6/14/2021 6/14/2021
8 Village of Schoolcraft 6/28/2021
9 Village of Vicksburg 6/28/2021 6/28/2021

10 Alamo Township 6/14/2021 6/15/2021
11 Brady Township 7/7/2021 7/12/2021
12 Charleston Township 6/29/2021 6/29/2021
13 Climax Township 7/13/2021
14 Comstock Township 6/22/2021 6/22/2021
15 Cooper Township 6/14/2021 6/14/2021
16 Kalamazoo Township 6/14/2021 6/14/2021
17 Oshtemo Township 6/22/2021 7/27/2021
18 Pavilion Township 6/14/2021 6/14/2021
19 Prairie Ronde Township 7/13/2021 7/13/2021
20 Richland Township 6/15/2021 6/15/2021
21 Ross Township
22 Schoolcraft Township
23 Texas Township 6/28/2021 6/28/2021
24 Wakeshma Township 8/2/2021

20 18

























RESOLUTION FOR THE APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT 1 - WASTE NOT C&D

RECYCLING CENTER - TO THE

KALAMAZOO COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

By action of the Board/Commission/Council of Charter Township of Comstock
(City/Township/Village)

It is hereby resolved that we Approve Amendment 1 - Waste
(Approve/Disapprove)

Not C&D Recycling Center, to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan, prepared

pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA451, as amended

(NREPA) Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules.

%c£l Sequel
Witnessed byNicole M./Beauchamp
Township Clerk

Dated









OSHTEMO CHARTER TOWNSHIP  
COUNTY OF KALAMAZOO, MICHIGAN 

 
RESOLUTION FOR THE APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT 1  

–WASTE NOT C&D RECYCLING CENTER –   
TO THE KALAMAZOO COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN  

 
Adopted:  June 22, 2021 

 
Effective: June 22, 2021 

 
 
By action of the Township Board of the Charter Township of Oshtemo, it is hereby resolved that 

we Approve Amendment 1 - Waste Not C&D Recycling Center, to the Kalamazoo County Solid 

Waste Management Plan, prepared pursuant to the Natural Resources and Environmental 

Protection Act, 1994 PA451, as amended (NREPA) Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its 

Administrative Rules, as attached hereto. 

 
 
 Motion was made by Cheri Bell and seconded by Zak Ford, to adopt the foregoing 
Resolution.   
 
 Upon roll call vote the following voted "Aye":  
 
  Elizabeth Heiny-Cogswell, Dusty Farmer, Clare Buszka, Cheri Bell,  
  Kizzy Bradford, Kristin Cole, Zak Ford 
 

The following voted "Nay":  
 
 None 

 
The following were Absent:  
 
            None 
 
The following Abstained: 
 

None 
 

The Supervisor declared the motion carried, and the resolution duly adopted. 
 

                                                     _____ 
Dusty Farmer, Clerk 
Oshtemo Charter Township 



   ****************************************************************** 
 

CERTIFICATE 
 
STATE OF MICHIGAN  ) 

 ) ss 
COUNTY OF KALAMAZOO ) 
 
 
 I Dusty Farmer, the duly appointed and acting Clerk of the Township of Oshtemo, hereby 
certify that the foregoing constitutes a true and complete copy of a Resolution adopted at a regular 
meeting of the Oshtemo Charter Township Board held, via permitted ZOOM video conference 
during COVID-19 public health crises as authorized by PA 254 of 2020, on June 22, 2021, which 
meeting was preceded by required notices under the Michigan Open Meetings Act, being 1976 PA 
267; that a quorum of the Board was present and voted in favor of said Resolution; and that minutes 
of said meeting were kept and will be or have been made available as required by said Open 
Meetings Act. 
 
 
                  _______________________                                                       
       Dusty Farmer, Clerk     
       Oshtemo Charter Township 
 









 
CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF TEXAS 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 21-22 

 
RESOLUTION FOR THE APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT 1 –  

WASTE NOT C&D RECYCLING CENTER - TO THE  
KALAMAZOO COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 
At a meeting of the Township Board of the Charter Township of Texas, Kalamazoo 

County, Michigan, held by electronic means on June 28, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. 

PRESENT: Beutel, Boven, Hammon, Loeks, Mazer and Roberts 

 ABSENT: Kerr 

the following resolution was offered by Loeks and supported by Mazer. 

 

By action of the Board/Commission/Council of the Charter Township of Texas,  

It is hereby resolved that we approve Amendment 1 - Waste Not C&D Recycling Center, 

to the Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan, prepared pursuant to the 

Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA451, as amended 

(NREPA) Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative Rules. 

YEAS:  Beutel, Boven, Hammon, Loeks, Mazer and Roberts 

NAYS:  None 

THE RESOLUTION WAS DECLARED ADOPTED. 

 
 
  



STATE OF MICHIGAN  ) 
     ) 
COUNTY OF KALAMAZOO ) 
 
 I, the undersigned, the duly qualified and acting Township Clerk of the Charter 
Township of Texas, Kalamazoo County, Michigan, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the 
foregoing is a true and complete copy of certain proceedings taken by the Township 
Board at a meeting held on the 28th day of June 2021, at 6:00 p.m. 
 
 

    ___________________________________________ 
     Emily Beutel, Texas Township Clerk 



 

 

 

Section 7 

Solid Waste Management Planning Committee 

List of members and areas of expertise 



NAME Area of Representation
Lee Adams Regional Solid WastePlanning Agency
Emily Bridson Solid Waste Management 
Rebekah Kik City Government
Chandler Lyons General Public
Roxanne Myles General Public
Chris Phillips Solid Waste Management 
Eric Shafer Solid Waste Management 
Jeff Sorensen, Chairperson Township Government
Steve Taplin Solid Waste Management 
Roger Tuinier County Government
Chad Visser General Public
Andy Wichman Industrial Waste Generator
Vacancy Environmental Interest Group
Vacancy Environmental Interest Group

Rachael Grover, Director 
Kalamazoo County Planning & 
Development Designated Planning Agency Contact

Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Planning Committee 



STATE OF MICHIGAN 

JOHN ENGLER, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
"Better Service for a Better Environment" 

HOLLISTER BUILDING, PO BOX 30473, LANSING Ml 48909-7973 

INTERNET: www deq state mi us 

RUSSELL J. HARDING, Director 

Mr.. Lorence Wenke, Chairperson 
Kalamazoo County Board of Commissioners 
201 West Kalamazoo Avenue 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007-3777 

Dear Mr. Wenke:: 

July 28, 1999 

The Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) received the locally approved update to the 
Kalamazoo County Solid Waste Management Plan (Plan) on January 4, 1999 .. 

This Plan provides for more than ten years of disposal capacity by relying on out-of-county 
facilities in Barry, Berrien, Calhoun, Ionia, Ottawa, St Joseph, and Washtenaw Counties to 
meet the county's final solid waste disposal needs .. In addition, Kalamazoo County has 
authorized its waste to be exported to any of the remaining 75 other Michigan counties. As a 
result, Kalamazoo County has chosen not to include a siting process in its Plan.. The Plan 
authorizes the import of waste from Allegan, St. Joseph, and Washtenaw Counties .. 

By this letter, this Plan is hereby approved and Kalamazoo County now assumes 
responsibility for the enforcement and implementation of this Plan.. The DEQ would like to 
thank Kalamazoo County for its efforts in addressing the solid waste management issues in 
Kalamazoo County. 

If you have any questions, you may contact Mr. Seth Phillips, Chief of the Solid Waste 
M~nagement Unit, Waste Management Division, at 517-373-4750 .. 

cc:: Senator Dale L. Shugars 
Representative Charles R. Perricone 
Representative Edward LaForge 
Representative Jerry Vander Roest 

Sincerely, ~ 

~~· 
Russell J .. Harding 
Director 
517-373-7917 

Mr. Dean Holub, Kalamazoo County, Dept of Planning & Community Development 
Mr. Arthur R. Nash Jr., Deputy Director, DEQ 
Ms. Cathy Wilson, Legislative Liaison, DEQ 
Mr. Jim Sygo, DEQ 
Ms .. Joan Peck, DEQ 
Mr. Tomas Leep, DEQ-Plainwell 
Mr.. Seth Phillips, DEQ 



Mr .. Lorence Wenke 

bee Alcona County 
Alger County 
Allegan County 
Alpena County 
Antrim County 
Arenac County 
Baraga County 
Barry County 
Bay County 
Benzie County 
Berrien County 
Branch County 
Calhoun County 
Cass County 
Charlevoix County 
Cheboygan County 
Chippewa County 
Clare County 
Clinton County 
Crawford County 
Delta County 
Dickinson County 
Eaton County 
Emmet County 
Genesee County 

,, Gladwin County 
, . Gogebic County 

Grand Traverse County 
Gratiot County 
Hillsdale County 
Houghton County 
Huron County 
Ingham County 
Ionia County 
Iosco County 
Iron County 
Isabella County 
Jackson County 
Kalkaska County 
Kent County 
Keweenaw County 
Lake County 
Lapeer County 
Leelanau County 
Lenawee County 
Livingston County 
Luce County 
Mackinac County 

2 July 28, 1999 



/ 

Mr.. Lorence Wenke 

Macomb County 
Manistee County 
Marquette County 
Mason County 
Mecosta County 
Menominee County 
Missaukee County 
Midland County 
Monroe County 
Montcalm County 
Montmorency County 
Muskegon County 
Newaygo County 
Oakland County 
Oceana County 
Ogemaw County 
Ontonagon County 
Osceola County 
Oscoda County 
Otsego County 
Ottawa County 
Presque Isle County 
Roscommon County 
Saginaw County 
St Clair County 
St Joseph County 
Sanilac County 
Schoolcraft County 
Shiawassee County 
Tuscola County 
Van Buren County 
Washtenaw County 
Wayne County 
Wexford County 

3 July 28, 1999 





/ 1997 PLAN UPDATE COVER PAGE 

The Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as 
amended (NREPA), Part 115, Solid Waste Management, and its Administrative 
Rules, requires that each County have a Solid Waste Management Plan Update 
(Plan) approved by the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). 
Section 11 539a requires the DEQ to prepare and make available, a standardized 
format for the preparation of these Plan updates. This document is that format. 

DATE SUBMITTED TO THE DEO: December 31, 1 998 

DESIGNATED PLANNING AGENCY PREPARING THIS PLAN UPDATE: 
Kalamazoo Metropolitan County Planning Commission 

CONTACT PERSON: Dean J. Holub 

ADDRESS: 201 West Kalamazoo Avenue 
Kalamazoo, Ml 49007 

PHONE: (616) 384-8112 

( 61 6) 383-8862 

CENTRAL REPOSITORY LOCATION($): Kalamazoo County Department of 
Planning & Community Development 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The following summarizes the system selected to manage solid waste within 
Kalamazoo County through the planning period. In case of conflicting information 
between the executive summary and the remaining contents of the Plan update, 
the information provided in the main body of the Plan update shall take precedence 
over the executive summary. There were no problems encountered during 
preparation of the Plan. 

Overview of the County 

The following provides a summary of the Kalamazoo County's population, general 
land use and its economic base. 

Municipality Population % Land Use % of Economic Base 
{1998 est) Rural Urban Ag For Ind Com Other 

Townships 
Alamo 3,503 100 0 55 0 10 35 0 
Brady 3,204 100 0 97 0 2 1 0 
Charleston 1,793 100 0 70 0 20 10 0 
Climax 1,659 100 0 98 0 0 2 0 

( Comstock 12,368 60 40 5 0 40 55 0 
Cooper 8,668 85 15 51 0 25 24 0 
Kalamazoo 21,540 0 100 0 0 23 72 5 
Oshtemo 14,876 70 30 2 0 20 78 0 
Pavilion 5,928 95 5 57 0 11 32 0 
Prairie Ronde 1,474 100 0 92 0 3 5 0 
Richland 4,923 90 10 24 0 30 46 0 
Ross 3,904 95 5 27 0 29 44 0 
Schoolcraft 3,813 90 10 60 0 10 30 0 
Texas 9,001 75 25 20 0 30 30 20 
Wakeshma 1,410 100 0 97 0 0 3 0 
Cities 
Galesburg 1,915 0 100 0 0 11 89 0 
Kalamazoo 82,170 0 100 0 0 30 30 40 
Parchment 2,035 0 100 0 0 60 30 10 
Portage 43,136 0 100 0 0 50 40 10 
Villages 
Augusta 948 0 100 0 0 40 60 0 
Climax 714 0 100 10 0 0 90 0 
Richland 469 0 100 5 0 15 80 0 
Schoolcraft 1,620 0 100 0 0 35 65 0 
Vicksburg 2,258 0 100 0 0 40 60 0 
COUNTY 233,242 70 30 45 0 25 10 20 
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Conclusions 

Sensitive to the fact that Kalamazoo County has been an exporter of Type II solid 
waste since the closure of the "KL" Avenue Landfill in 1979, the community has 
focused on waste reduction to significantly decrease the amount of waste it sends 
to sanitary landfills in adjacent or nearby counties. Since 1988 with the inception 
of the County's pilot recycling program, the County today boasts of a 40% 
recovery rate of its solid waste. With the exception of one (1) community in the 
County, all residents have an opportunity to separate their solid waste and take it 
to a drop-off station or have it collected at the curb. Moreover, residential source 
separation programs are becoming more and more accessible and convenient as 
local contracts expire and are renewed for expanded service. Business and 
industry likewise, always leaders in the waste reduction arena, are also expanding 
their efforts to separate and collect recyclable materials. 

In order to enhance waste reduction, the County has funded a staffed a full-time 
Recycling Coordinator position to assist the community in its efforts. Likewise, 
the County has established a Household Hazardous Waste collection program to 
facilitate the minimization of household hazardous wastes from the general solid 
waste stream. The program also maintains a staff and operates a state-of-the-art 
collection facility. 

Recently, a Type Ill sanitary landfill for the deposit of paper mill residuals was 
approved and opened in Charleston Township. This facility accommodates some 
nearly 30% of the County's solid waste stream as paper mill residuals are the 
largest single component of our waste stream. 

The preceding descriptions provide a significant contrast to the way the County 
handled its solid waste as short as ten years ago. Nearly all of our solid waste 
was exported to out-county sanitary landfills, while there was little emphasis on 
waste reduction and/or the quality of the waste stream. 

With the positive strides that have been accomplished in the County, there was 
little doubt that our solid waste system should continue in this direction with 
emphasis on waste reduction. Therefore, the selected solid waste system reflects 
the status quo or current situation with some minor enhancements, particularly in 
the area of waste reduction. Significant or major modifications to the system 
could have serious impacts on what has been achieved to date, and consequently 
such changes were not recommended. 
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Selected Alternative 

As noted above, the selected solid waste system envisions maintaining and 
enhancing the present system currently operating in the County. As such, the 
system will rely on both the public and private sectors to effectively manage the 
system. The private sector will continue to manage the ,actual physical operation 
(collection, processing, transportation and disposal) of the solid waste system, 
while the public sector will continue to monitor waste reduction services in 
particular, and will be responsible for continuation of contractual arrangements and 
legislative actions to perpetuate and enhance such services. The recommended 
system will rely on the exportation of solid waste to out-county sanitary landfills 
as it has in the recent past. 

The following provides a brief summary of the major components of the 
recommended solid waste management system (Alternate System No. 2) for 
Kalamazoo County for the planning period. 

*' 

*' 

* 

* 

Alternate System No. 2 

Waste Reduction/Pollution Prevention 

Maintain current public education/information program 
on waste reduction and resource conservation via 
County Recycling Coordinator 

Continue operation of County's Pollution Prevention Program 
for local business and industry 

Maintain and expand County's Household Hazardous Waste 
Collection Program for local and regional residential and 
agricultural hazardous waste collection 

Resource Recovery: Recycling & Composting 

Enhance and expand current local curbside and drop off recycling 
programs in all communities in the County 

Continue commercial and industrial source separation and 
recycling efforts 

Maintain and improve local public and private yard waste 
collection and recycling operations 
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Collection Processes and Transportation 

Maintain current system of transfer stations as break-in-bulk 
points between collection and ultimate disposal 

Maintain and enhance cost-effective systems for processing 
recyclables collected from households and businesses 

Volume Reduction 

Continue individual solid waste volume reduction operations 

Sanitary Landfill 

Continue current exportation of Type II and Type Ill solid 
waste to existing sanitary landfills in adjoining/nearby 
counties 

Utilize Type Ill monofill in Charleston Township for deposit of 
paper mill residuals 

Institutional Arrangements 

Maintain and enhance current private operation of solid waste 
collection, transfer, processing and disposal 

Enhance public/private contractual arrangements affecting resource 
recovery and/or solid waste collection when possible 
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INTRODUCTION 

Goals and Objectives 

Primary to any planning effort is the establishment of basic goals and objectives. 
Goals and objectives provide the necessary foundation of principles and guided 
directions toward which the plan and subsequent course of action should follow. 

For use in the Plan, a goal is defined as a "general statement of wants and 
aspirations, very broad in scope and usually reflects a somewhat idealistic aim. A 
goal provides direction, but may not necessarily be achievable." In contrast, an 
objective "is a more precise aim that is deemed achievable along the path toward 
fulfillment of a goal." 

I 

The following action statements represent the goals and objectives identified to 
achieve the intent of this Plan. 

Goal 1: 

Objective 1 . 1 : 

Objective 1.2: 

Objective 1.3: 

Objective 1 .4: 

Objective 1.5: 

Goal 2: 

To develop a cost-effective solid waste management system 
which minimizes environmental degradation, conserves natural 
resources, and protects public health. 

Treat solid waste as an economic resource, not a liability. 

Maintain the involvement of private enterprise in the solid 
waste management system. 

Encourage the development of an efficient and economically 
stable comprehensive materials recovery component to serve 
the County. 

Support local, state and national legislation which would 
improve the economic climate for secondary and recycled 
materials. 

Promote cooperation and interaction between the public and 
private sectors in the implementation of a solid waste 
management system for Kalamazoo County. 

Enhance the concepts of reduction reuse and recycling for 
citizens and business as viable and essential low technology 
components of solid waste management in Kalamazoo County. 
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Objective 2.1: 

Objective 2.2: 

Objective 2.3: 

Objective 2.4: 

Objective 2.5: 

Objective 2.6: 

Objective 2. 7 

Goal 3: 

Objective 3. 1: 

Objective 3.2: 

Objective 3.3: 

Maintain the County Recycling Coordinator FTE position to 
assist local residents, businesses and industries in fostering 
waste reduction efforts. 

Enhance each local community's current recycling program to 
attain maximum participation via educational and promotional 
involvement. 

Maintain staffing and operation of the County's Household 
Hazardous Waste Collection Center. 

Enlist all local units of government in the County to contract 
with the County to provide access of the HHW Collection 
Center to their residents. 

Promote the procurement of recycled products by private and 
public entities whenever and wherever feasible. 

Maintain the County's "Recycling Hot Line" and Web page for 
public information regarding waste reduction. 

Enhance the recovery of yard clippings and other compostable 
waste materials. 

To foster coordination and cooperation in regard to solid waste 
management among units of government in southwest 
Michigan. 

Develop a solid waste management plan update which is 
compatible with those of other counties in southwest 
Michigan. 

Maintain membership in the Southwest Michigan Solid Waste 
Consortium. 

Enlist the support of all local units of government in the 
County to implement the Plan Update. 
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DATA BASE 

Sources and Quantity of Solid Waste Generated Within Kalamazoo County 

The following table estimates the annual amount of landfilled waste which Is 
generated within Kalamazoo County. This estimate is based on the Solid Waste 
Landfill Receipt Report (10/1 /96 - 9/30/97) compiled by the Michigan Department 
of Environmental Quality, the US Environmental Protection Agency's 
Characterization of Municipal Solid Waste in the United States 1994 Update, and 
known and estimated data from individual generators. 

TABLE 1 

ESTIMATED SOLID WASTE LANDFILL DISPOSAL PER SECTOR (TONS) 

Estimated Annual Amount Landfilled in Tons: 
Sector/Waste Type Currently Five-Year Period Ten-Year Period 

Household solid waste 
[60% of MSW1

] 123,922 127,392 130,959 

Commercial & Industrial 
[40% of MSW] 82,614 84,927 87,305 

Paper mill sludge 113,850 117,038 120,315 

Incinerator ash 4,300 4,420 4,544 

Wastewater 
treatment sludge 9,300 9,560 9,828 

Construction & Demolition 
waste 51,000 · 52,428 53,896 

Total 384,986 395,765 406,847 

Total Estimated Quantity of Solid Waste Generated: 588,931 tons per year 

1Based on the U.S .. EPA's standard definition of Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) which considers the 
commercial and industrial waste stream to include packaging and administrative wastes {such as 
corrugated boxes, office papers, plastic film, wood pallets, and cafeteria wastes), but excludes process 
wastes, paper mill sludge, incinerator ash, waste water treatment sludge, and construction and demolition 
debris .. 
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Inventory of Solid Waste Disposal Areas to Be Used to Meet Disposal Needs 

The following table is an inventory of all solid waste disposal areas within the 
County or to be utilized by the County to meet its disposal needs for the planning 
period. 

TABLE 2 

INVENTORY OF SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AREAS 

Type 11 Landfills County DiSQOSal CaQaQity 
Arbor Hills Landfill Washtenaw 17.6 years 
Autumn Hills RDF Ottawa 30.2 years 
C & C Landfill Calhoun 7 years 
City Environmental Services 

Landfill Inc., of Hastings Barry 10+ years 
Forest Lawn Landfill Berrien 15 years 
Orchard Hills Landfill Berrien 10+ years 
Ottawa County Farms Landfill Ottawa 25-30 years 
Southeast Berrien Landfill Berrien 18.4 years 
Westside Landfill St. Joseph 12 years 

TyQe 111 Landfills 
Crown Vantage Kalamazoo unknown 
Kalamazoo Valley Group Landfill Kalamazoo 33 years 
Pitsch Landfill Ionia 5-10 years 
Westside Landfill St. Joseph 12 years 

TyQe A Transfer stations 
Cork Street Transfer Station Kalamazoo 
Miller Road Transfer Station Kalamazoo 
Royal Holdings, Inc. Transfer Station 

and Solid Waste Processing Kalamazoo 
Waste Management Transfer Station Calhoun 

TyQe B Transfer Stations 
Comstock Twp. Transfer Station Kalamazoo 
Pavilion Township Transfer Station Kaiamazoo 
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Facility Descriptions 

The following table describes all solid waste disposal areas within the County or to 
be utilized by the County to meet its disposal needs for the planning period. 

TABLE 3 

DESCRIPTIONS OF SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AREAS 2 

TYPE II LANDFILLS 

Arbor Hills Landfill 
Location: Washtenaw County, Salem Township 
Owner: Browning-Ferris Industries (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type II & Ill solid waste 
Total area of facility property: 936 acres 
Total area sited for use: 356 acres 
Total area permitted: 217 acres 
Area in operation: 113 acres 
Area not excavated: 104 acres 
Current capacity: 30,500,000 cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 17 .6 years 
Estimated days open per year: 265 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 3,500,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: 18 megawatts 

Autumn Hills Recycling & Disposal Facility 
Location: Ottawa County, T5N, R14W Section 36 
Owner: Autumn Hills RFD - Division of Waste Management of Ml, lnc.(private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type II & Ill solid waste 
Total area of facility property: 314 acres 
Total area sited for use: 197 acres 
Total area permitted: 99.3 acres 
Area in operation: 35.1 acres 
Area not excavated: 64.2 acres 
Current capacity: 20. 75 million tons 
Estimated lifetime: 30.2 years 

2A map or boundary description of each facility is included in Appendix D. 
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Estimated days open per year: 286 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 500,000 tons 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

C&C Landfill 
Location: Calhoun County, T1 S R6W Section 28 
Owner: Browning-Ferris Industries (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type II & Ill solid waste 
Total area of facility property: 224 acres 
Total area sited for use: 154 acres 
Total area permitted: 154 acres 
Area in operation: 33 acres 
Area not excavated: 21 acres 
Current capacity: 3,360,000 million cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 7 years 
Estimated days open per year: 286 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 1 . 1 million cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

City Environmental Services Landfill Inc., of Hastings 
Location: Barry County, T3W R8N Section 6 
Owner: City Management (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, foundry sand, fly ash, waste water sludges, 
trees and stumps, and asbestos 
Total area of facility property: 330 acres 
Total area sited for use: 330 acres 
Total area permitted: 48 acres 
Area in operation: 19.5 acres 
Area not excavated: 28.5 acres 
Current capacity: 5 million cubic yards under current permit 
Estimated lifetime: 1 0 + years 
Estimated days open per year: 308 days 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 175,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Forest Lawn Landfill 
Location: Berrien County, TBS R20W Section 17 
Owner: Forest Lawn Landfill, Inc. (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
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demolition, fly ash, foundry sand, trees and stumps, wastewater sludges, and 
asbestos 
Total area of facility property: 284 acres 
Total area sited for use: 135 acres 
Total area permitted: 135 acres 
Area in operation: 26 acres 
Area not excavated: 78 acres 
Current capacity: 15,900,000 cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 1 5 years 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 1,530,000 cubic yards 
Estimated days open per year: 286 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Orchard Hill Landfill 
Location: Berrien County, T3S R7W Section 28 and 33 
Owner: Landfill Management Company (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, fly ash, foundry sand, trees and stumps, and wastewater sludges 
Total area of facility property: 160 acres 
Total area sited for use: 117 acres 
Total area permitted: 160 acres 
Area in operation: 53 acres 
Area not excavated: 64 acres 
Current capacity: 8 million CY 
Estimated lifetime: 1 0 + years 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 402,000 CY 
Annual landfill gas recovery: not converted to electricity 

Ottawa County Farms Landfill 
Location: Ottawa County, T8N, R14W Sections 26 & 27 
Owner: Allied Waste Systems (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type II & Ill solid waste 
Total area of facility: 240 acres 
Total area sited for use: 197 acres 
Total area permitted: 240 acres 
Area in operation: 37 acres 
Area not excavated: 125 acres 
Current capacity: 16,500,000 cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 25-30 years 
Estimated days open per year: 286 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 500,000 tons 
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Annual landfill gas recovery: 4,565 megawatts 

Pitsch Sanitary Landfill 
Location: Ionia County, T8N,R7W Section 7 
Owner: Pitsch Companies (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: Type II and Ill solid wastes 
Total area of facility property: 143. 5 acres 
Total area sited for use: 28.36 acres 
Total area permitted: 78.44 acres 
Area in operation: 9.87 acres 
Area not excavated: 70 acres 
Current capacity: 415,000 tons 
Estimated lifetime: 5 years 
Estimated days open per year: 307 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 83,000 tons 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Southeast Berrien Landfill 
Location: Berrien County, T8S R7W Section 6 
Owner: Southeast Berrien County Landfill Authority, Inc. (public) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, fly ash, foundry sand, trees and stumps, 
wastewater sludges, asbestos, and auto shredder residue (auto fluff) 
Total area of facility property: 160 acres 
Total area sited for use: 100 acres 
Total area permitted: 39 acres 
Area in operation: 27.5 acres 
Area not excavated: 5.5 acres 
Current capacity: 2. 1 million cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 18.4 years 
Estimated days open per year: 281 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 800,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Westside Landfill 
Location: St. Joseph County, T6S R12W Section 26 
Owner: Waste Management of Michigan d.b.a. Westside RDF (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, fly ash, foundry sand, trees and stumps, wastewater sludges, and 
asbestos. 
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Total area of facility property: 640 acres 
Total area sited for use: 490 acres 
Total area permitted: 85 acres 
Area in operation: 51 acres 
Area not excavated: 34 acres 
Current capacity: 1. 75 million cubic yards per year 
Estimated lifetime: 12 years 
Estimated days open per year: 300 + 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 1.2 + million cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: 2 megawatts 

TYPE Ill LANDFILLS 

Crown Paper Company, d.b.a. Crown Vantage 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T1 S R11 W Section 34 
Owner: Crown Paper Company, d.b.a. Crown Vantage (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: paper waste residuals 
Total area of facility property: unknown 
Total area sited for use: 32.8 acres 
Total area permitted: 31.4 acres 
Area in operation: 8 acres 
Area not excavated: unknown 
Current capacity: unknown 
Estimated lifetime: unknown 
Estimated days open per year: 365 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 200,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Kalamazoo Valley Group Landfill 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R9W Section 29 
Owner: Kalamazoo Valley Group (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: paper mill residuals from partner facilities 
Total area of facility property: 200. 879 
Total area sited for use: 80 acres 
Total area permitted: 10 acres 
Area in operation: unknown 
Area not excavated: unknown 
Current capacity: 8.2 million cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 33 years 
Estimated days open per year: 312 days 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 250,000 
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Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Westside Landfill 
Location: St. Joseph County, T6S, R12W Section 23 
Owner: Waste Management of Ml d.b.a. Westside RDF (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type 111 
Total area of facility property: 35 acres 
Total area sited for use: 35 acres 
Total area permitted: 18 acres 
Area in operation: 6 acres 
Area not excavated: 12 acri3s 
Current capacity: included in Type II facility amounts 
Estimated lifetime: 1 2 years 
Estimated days open per year: 300 + 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: included in Type II facility amounts 

TYPE A TRANSFER STATIONS 

Cork Street Transfer Station 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11 W Section 36 
Final disposal site: C & C Landfill 
Owner: BFI Waste Systems of Michigan, Inc. (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, and paper sludge 
Total area of facility property: 2. 758 acres 
Estimated days open per year: 300 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: unknown 

Miller Road Transfer Station 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11 W Section 25 
Final disposal site: Orchard Hill Sanitary Landfill 
Owner: Landfill Management Company (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, trees and stumps 
Total area of facility property: .± 1 acre 
Estimated days open per year: 31 2 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: unknown 

Royal Holdings, Inc. Transfer Station and Solid Waste Processing 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11 W Section 36 
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Final disposal site: Southeast Berrien County Landfill and Orchard Hill Landfill 
Owner: Tri-City Recycling and Disposal (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition 
Total area of facility property: 8 acres 
Estimated days open per year: 31 2 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 175,000 cubic yards 

Waste Management Transfer Station 
Location: Calhoun County, T2S R8W Section 5 
Final disposal site: Westside Landfill (private) 
Owner: Waste Management of Michigan 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, trees and stumps 
Total area of facility property: 18.36 acres 
Estimated days open per year: 31 0 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 300,000 compacted cubic yards 

TYPE B TRANSFER STATIONS 

Pavilion Township Transfer Station 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T3S R1 OW Section 26 
Final disposal site: C & C Landfill (currently) 
Owner: Pavilion Township (public) 
Operating Status: open and unlicensed 
Wastes received: residential, construction and demolition 
Total area of facility property: 2 acres 
Total area sited for use: 1 acre 
Estimated days open per year: 65 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 750 compacted cubic yards of Type II 
materials and 1000 compacted cubic yards of Type Ill materials 

Comstock Township Transfer Station and Recycling Drop-off 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R1 OW Section 16 
Final disposal site: Westside Landfill 
Owner: Comstock Township (public} 
Operating Status: open and unlicensed 
Wastes received: residential, construction and demolition 
Total area of facility property: 40 acres 
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Total area sited for use: 1 acre 
Estimated days open per year: 134 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 2,600 compacted cubic yards, largely Type 
111 material 
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Solid Waste Collection Services & Transportation Infrastructure 

This section describes the solid waste collection services and transportation 
infrastructure that will be utilized within the County to collect and transport solid 
waste. 

All solid waste collection services operating in Kalamazoo County are private 
companies. All waste haulers services are subscription-based, with the exception 
of special bulk trash collections that a city, township, or village may contract with 
a waste hauler to provide3 and the City of Parchment's (population 1958) 
exclusive contract with BFI for residential services. 

Best Way and City Environmental currently service only commercial and industrial 
customers. BFI, Kipp Refuse, Tri-City Recycling and Disposal, and Waste 
Management of Michigan-Southwest service residential, commercial, and industrial 
customers. 

TABLE 4 

SOLID WASTE COLLECTION SERVICE PROVIDERS 

Service Provider 
BFI 

Best Way Disposal 

City Environmental 

Kipp Refuse 

Disposal Facility Used 
BFI Transfer Station and C&C Landfill 

Miller Road Transfer Station and 
Orchard Hill Landfill 

City Environmental Services Landfill Inc., of 
Hastings 

C & C Landfill 

Tri-City Recycling and Disposal Royal Holdings Transfer Station, Southeast Berrien 
County Landfill and Orchard Hill Landfill 

Waste Management 
of Michigan-SW 

Waste Management Transfer Station and 
Westside Landfill 

3The City of Kalamazoo provides monthly bulk trash col!eciions .. The Charter Township of 
Kalamazoo contracts for three bulk trash pick-ups per year .. The Village of Vicksburg provides its residents 
with the opportunity to set-out bulk trash items twice per year (spring and fall). The City of Portage offers a 
Spring Clean-Up. The Charter Townships of Oshtemo and Texas offer 11 and 16, respectively, special 
trash drop-off days .. Pavilion and Comstock Township operate transfer stations for their residents' use only .. 
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Evaluation of Deficiencies & Problems 

Overall, the existing solid waste system adequately serves the needs of Kalamazoo 
County. However, the current system fails to fully address the following 
deficiencies: 

Households without Garbage Service 

The combination of subscription-based residential garbage service and the lack of 
requirements or enforcement for households to have garbage service allows many 
County households to elect to not have garbage service. An estimated 45,000 of 
the County's 57,000 single-family households (79 percent) have garbage service. 
In rural areas, the percentage of households with garbage service is even lower. 
For instance, a 1996 survey estimated that approximately half of single-family 
households in Climax Township do not subscribe to garbage service. 

Households which lack garbage service may be managing their waste by either 
using commercial waste dumpsters, dumping along road sides or private property, 
or burying or burning their waste on-site. Illegal dumping and on-site burning 
present serious ramifications for aesthetics, public health, and public safety. 

Hazardous Wastes in MSW 

Rule 204(2)(a) and Rule 228(3) of Part 111 Administrative Rules (Hazardous Waste 
Management, of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 
PA 451 , as amended) exempts all household waste from the hazardous waste 
statute and also resource recovery facilities that manage household hazardous 
waste provided they do not accept hazardous waste. As a result, Part 111 
restricts Kalamazoo County's Household Hazardous Waste Collection Program 
from accepting hazardous waste from businesses which generate hazardous waste 
products and may be considered small-quantity generators (SQG's) or conditionally 
exempt small quantity generators (CESQG's). Although some private-sector 
disposal services are available to manage hazardous wastes from SQG's and 
CESQG's, transportation and disposal costs currently pose barriers which may 
encourage many SQG's and CESQG's to stockpile dangerous quantities of 
hazardous waste on-site or to dispose of hazardous waste into waste water drains 
or via conventional, non-hazardous waste collection and disposal systems. 

For example, flourescent light bulbs are a common, potentially hazardous waste 
item generated by households and businesses. Although businesses must 
determine whether or not their waste streams are hazardous and cannot dispose 
of hazardous waste as municipal solid waste and although light bulbs cannot be 
disposed as municipal solid waste unless found to be non-hazardous (as of 
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October 15, 1996, under the Part 111 Rules, businesses may manage waste light 
bulbs as either a universal waste stream or as a hazardous waste stream), in 
reality, many businesses currently dispose of their flourescent bulbs without 
determining whether or not the bulbs are hazardous. 

Kalamazoo County Demographics 

Population 

Population growth in Kalamazoo County since 1970 has been relatively stable, 
increasing at a rate of some 5-6% each decade. Table 5 provides current estimates 
and population projections for the County as well as the local units of government in 
the County. The estimates and projections were compiled from such factors as past 
growth trends, percentage of County population, and anticipated growth based upon 
past and present developmental trends in the particular community. 

Population Density 

Current and projected population density patterns serve to indicate the intensity of 
residential development throughout the County and the intensity that can be 
expected in the future. Map 1 provides a graphic illustration of the current 
population density (persons per square mile) throughout the County, while Table 6 
depicts existing and projected population density for the County and all of the local 
units of government in the County through the planning period. Map 2 illustrates the 
projected population density in the County through 2008. With the exception of a 
few areas, no significant changes in population density are anticipated. In general, 
current population densities are expected to increase in existing populated areas 
within the County. 

Population/Waste Generation Centers 

In the broadest sense, waste generation centers are those urban/suburban areas or 
satellite communities that produce a considerable amount of solid waste. Such 
centers can be "specific" or residential waste generation centers, or "diversified" 
waste generation centers. The latter centers are generally comprised of a mixture of 
residential, commercial and industrial land uses. Other uses that could constitute a 
specific center include an industrial park, or some type of special land use such as a 
correctional facility, regional airport, educational institution, etc. These uses could 
a!so be incorporated within a diversified center as well. 

Currently, the major waste generation and population centers in the County are in the 
metropolitan area comprised of the Cities of Kalamazoo, Parchment and Portage and 
contiguous portions/entirety of the Townships of Cooper, Comstock, Pavilion, Texas, 
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Oshtemo and Kalamazoo. Other current centers also include the political subdivisions 
of the Villages of Augusta, Richland, Climax, Schoolcraft and Vicksburg and the City 
of Galesburg. The aforementioned centers are generally considered diversified 
centers due to the mixture of uses contained therein. 
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TABLE 5 
CURRENT AND PROJECTED POPULATION 

FOR KALAMAZOO COUNTY AND 
LOCAL UNITS OF GOVERNMENT 

Actual Estimated Projected Projected 
1990 1998 2003 2008 

Townships 

Alamo 3,276 3,503 3,657 3,818 

Brady 3,134 3,204 3,250 3,297 

Charleston 1,747 1,793 1,823 1,854 

Climax 1,544 1,659 1,737 1,818 

Comstock 11,834 12,368 12,712 13,063 

Cooper 8,442 8,668 8,777 8,866 

Kalamazoo 20,976 21,540 21,717 22,012 

Oshtemo 13,401 14,876 15,903 16,999 

Pavilion 5,500 5,928 6,215 6,515 

Prairie Ronde 1,365 1,474 1,547 1,623 

(~ Richland 4,634 4,923 5,114 5,313 

Ross 3,832 3,904 3,949 3,994 

Schoolcraft 3,695 3,813 3,889 3,968 

Texas 7,711 9,001 9,966 11,037 

Wakeshma 1,378 1,410 1,431 1,451 

Cities 

Galesburg 1,863 1,915 1,950 1,986 

Kalamazoo 80,277 82,170 83,386 84,625 

Parchment 1,958 2,035 2,130 2,198 

Portage 41,042 43,136 44,499 45,893 

Villages 

Augusta 927 948 963 979 

Climax 677 714 739 765 

Richland 465 469 471 472 

Schoolcraft 1,517 1,620 1,688 1,758 

Vicksburg 2,224 2,258 2,285 2,313 

County 223,411 233,242 239,794 246,618 
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Population Density in Kalamazoo County, 1998 

PRAIRIE RONDE 

Map_1_ Kalamazoo County, Michigan 

Density Shown as People Per Square Mile 
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( TABLE 6 
' POPULATION DENSITY (PERSONS PER SQUARE MILE) 

TOWNSHIPS, CITIES & VILLAGES 
KALAMAZOO COUNTY 

Actual Estimated Projected Projected 
1990 1998 2003 2008 

Townships 

Alamo 92.1 98..4 102.7 107 .. 2 

Brady 87 .. 4 89.5 90.8 92 .. 1 

Charleston 50 .. 2 51.5 52.4 53 .. 3 

Climax 44 .. 1 47.4 49.6 51..9 

Comstock 337.8 353.4 363.2 373 .. 2 

Cooper 234.5 240.8 243.8 246 .. 3 

Kalamazoo 1,792.8 1,841 .. 0 1856.2 1,881..4 

Oshtemo 373 .. 7 414..4 443.0 473..5 

Pavilion 152 .. 8 164.7 172 .. 6 181 .. 0 

Prairie Ronde 37 .. 9 40.9 43 .. 0 45.1 

Richland 132..4 140.7 146.1 151 .. 8 

C Ross 107.7 109.7 110.9 112.2 

Schoolcraft 108.1 111.5 113 .. 7 116 .. 0 

Texas 214.2 250.0 276.8 306.6 

Wakeshma 38.3 39 .. 2 39.8 40 .. 3 

Cities 

Galesburg 1,280 .. 7 1,276.7 1,300.0 1,324.0 

Kalamazoo 3,236.9 3,313.3 3,362.3 3,412.3 

Parchment 2,082.9 2,261.1 2,366.7 2,442 .. 2 

Portage 1,169.3 1,228.9 1,267.8 1,307.5 

Villages 

Augusta 996.8 1,053.3 1,070.0 1,087 .. 8 

Climax 677 .. 0 714.0 739.0 765.0 

Richland 465 .. 0 469.0 471 .. 0 472.0 

Schoolcraft 1,784.7 1,800.0 1,875 .. 6 1,953.3 

Vicksburg 2.051.8 2.052.7 2.077.3 2.102.7 

Total County 387.9 404.9 416 .. 3 428 .. 2 
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Population Density in Kalamazoo County, 2008 

PRAIRIE RONDE 

Map_2_ Kalamazoo County, Michigan 

Density Shown as People Per Square Mile 
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In contrast, the County is endowed with numerous inland lakes which are natural 
attractions for residential development. Consequently, there are several lakes in the 
County which are not located within one of the diversified centers, but are 
characterized by a significant amount of concentrated residential development along 
the periphery. These areas are considered specific centers. 

Map 3 illustrates the current specific and diversified centers in Kalamazoo County. 

It is anticipated that the population/waste generation centers identified in Map 3 
will remain essentially the same throughout the planning period. This corresponds to 
the previous statement made regarding present and future population densities in the 
County. No new population/waste generation centers are expected within the 
County in the next 5-10 years. 

Kalamazoo County Land Development 

Current Land Use Pattern 

Kalamazoo County comprises some 368,640 acres or 576 square miles. Over 
73,000 acres, or nearly 20% of the land area, is considered "developed." The 
largest single category in the County is agriculture. This category, which is 
considered "undeveloped," is comprised of some 132,000 acres or 36 % of the land 
area in the County. In contrast, the commercial and industrial land use classifications 
assume the least amount of developed land in the County, while collectively, both 
categories account for only 1.5% of the total land area in the County. 

Table 7 provides a summary breakdown of the acreage of the various land use 
categories in the County, while Map 4 depicts a generalized view of existing 
development and limits within the County. 

Anticipated Land Use Pattern 

It is probable that most future growth throughout the County will occur in 
conjunction with the various urban/suburban and satellite communities. These 
communities will provide the infrastructure services necessary to support the 
expansions and extensions. Therefore, it is assumed that during the ten-year 
planning period, major new growth and development will likely take place within and 
adjacent to current developed areas. 

Map 5 illustrates the projected land development limits for Kalamazoo County 
through the planning period. 
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Population/Waste Generation Centers in Kalamazoo County, 1998 
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DevelQQed Land Use 
Categmies 

Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 
Public/Quasi-Public 
Transportation & Utilities 

Total Developed Area 

UndevelQped Land Use 

c::· . 
Categmies 

Extraction 
Agriculture 
Water 
Wooded 
Marsh 
Vacant 

Total Undeveloped Area 

TOTAL AREA 

! 
( 

TABLE 7 

EXISTING LAND USE 
KALAMAZOO COUNTY - 1998 

Acres 

25,500 
1,825 
3,750 

21,600 
20,500 

73,175 

280 
132,335 

8,800 
49,400 
13,450 
91,200 

295,465 

368,640 
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Solid Waste Management System Alternatives for Kalamazoo County 

The following briefly describes various solid waste management systems considered 
by the County and how each alternative will meet the needs of the County. The 
manner of evaluation and ranking of each alternative is also described. The selected 
solid waste management system is detailed in the next section of the document. 

Alternate System No. 1 

Waste Reduction/Pollution Prevention 

Maintain current public education/information program 
on waste reduction and resource conservation via 
County Recycling Coordinator 

Continue operation of County's Pollution Prevention Program 
for local business and industry 

Maintain County's Household Hazardous Waste Collection 
Program for local residential and agricultural 
hazardous waste collection 

Resource Recovery: Recycling & Composting 

Maintain current local curbside and drop off recycling programs 
throughout the County 

Continue commercial and industrial source separation and 
recycling efforts 

Continue local public and private yard waste collection and 
composting efforts 

Collection Processes and Transportation 

* Maintain current system of transfer stations as break-in-bulk 
points between collection and ultimate disposal 

Maintain existing network of materials recovery and processing 
facilities for recyclable materials 

Volume Reduction 

* Continue individual solid waste volume reduction operations 
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( Sanitary Landfill 

Continue current exportation of Type II and Type Ill solid waste 
to existing sanitary landfills in adjoining/nearby counties 

Utilize Type Ill monofill in Charleston Township for deposit of 
paper mill residuals 

Institutional Arrangements 

Maintain current public and private operations and contractual 
arrangements for solid waste collection, transfer, processing 
and disposal 

Alternate System No. 2 

Waste Reduction/Pollution Prevention 

* 

Maintain current public education/information program 
on waste reduction and resource conservation via 
County Recycling Coordinator 

Continue operation of County's Pollution Prevention Program 
for local business and industry 

Maintain and expand County's Household Hazardous Waste 
Collection Program for local and regional residential and 
agricultural hazardous waste collection 

Resource Recovery: Recycling & Composting 

* 

* 

Enhance and expand current local curbside and drop off recycling 
programs in all communities in the County 

Continue commercial and industrial source separation and 
recycling efforts 

Maintain and improve local public and private yard waste 
collection and recycling operations 

Collection Processes and Transportation 
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Maintain current system of transfer stations as break-in-bulk 
points between collection and ultimate disposal 

Maintain and enhance cost-effective systems for processing 
recyclables collected from households and businesses 

Volume Reduction 

* Continue individual sotid waste volume reduction operations 

Sanitary Landfill 

*' Continue current exportation of Type II and Type Ill solid 
waste to existing sanitary landfills in adjoining/nearby 
counties 

Utilize Type Ill monofill in Charleston Township for deposit of 
paper mill residuals 

Institutional Arrangements 

* Maintain and enhance current private operation of solid waste 
collection, transfer, processing and disposal 

Enhance public/private contractual arrangements affecting resource 
recovery and/or solid waste collection when possible 

Alternate System No. 3 

Waste Reduction/Pollution Prevention 

* 

* 

Maintain current public education/information program 
on waste reduction and resource conservation via 
County Recycling Coordinator 

Continue operation of County's Pollution Prevention Program 
for local business and industry 

Maintain and expand County's Household Hazardous Waste 
Collection Program for local and regional residential and 
agricultural hazardous waste collection 
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Resource Recovery: Recycling & Composting 

Enhance and expand current local curbside and drop off recycling 
programs in all communities in the County 

Continue commercial and industrial source separation and 
recycling efforts 

Maintain and improve local public and private yard waste 
collection and composting operations 

Collection Processes and Transportation 

* 

'*' 

Maintain and enhance cost-effective systems for processing 
recyclables collected from households and businesses 

Maintain limited number of transfer stations where necessary 
to facilitate transportation of solid waste 

Direct haul of solid waste to disposal facility 

Volume Reduction 

Continue individual solid waste volume reduction operations 

Sanitary Landfill 

* 

Develop Type II sanitary landfill 

Maintain Type Ill monofill in Charleston Township for 
deposit of paper mill residuals 

Institutional Arrangements 

* Maintain current public and private operations and contractual 
arrangements for solid waste collection, transfer, processing and 
disposal 

Alternate System Evaluation 

In order to adequately assess/evaluate the alternative systems previously presented, 
several parameters were selected to rank each system. The following parameters 
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were chosen to objectively measure each proposed system: 

1 . Conservation of Natural Resources 
2. Public Acceptability 
3. Effects on Energy 
4. Access to Land 
5. Access to Transportation 
6. Economic Feasibility 
7. Technical Feasibility 
8. Environmental Impact 

Definitions of each parameter are contained in Appendix B of this document. 

Rating System 

A point system was developed for rating the systems by assigning each parameter a 
numerical weighting factor ranging from 1.0 (low) to 5.0 (high). To differentiate 
between parameters, each was assigned the following priority and a respective factor 
based upon its individual merit and its relative importance to one another: 

Parameter Priority Score 

Conservation of Natural Resources High 5.0 
Effects on Energy Medium 3.0 
Public Acceptability Low 1.0 
Access to Transportation Low 1.0 
Access to Land Medium 3.0 
Economic Feasibility High 5.0 
Technical Feasibility High 5.0 
Environmental Impact High 5.0 

Those parameters which have low priority scores are considered more flexible, while 
those with high priority scores are less flexible. For example, the parameter "access 
to transportation" refers solely to access to a road network. That network may be in 
poor condition, however the system can be physically altered/improved to enhance 
accessibility. Therefore, the subject parameter can be manipulated or modified to 
improve its adequacy. In contrast, many of the parameters cannot be changed or 
changed as easily. 

Each proposed alternate system was then given a point score ranging from a low of 
negative five (-5) to a high of plus five ( + 5), depending upon how the particular 
system met the objectives of the evaluation parameters. 
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(- Overall Scoring System 

Each of the proposed systems was rated using the following matrix. The score 
shown in each box is the product of the parameter's priority weight and the score (-5 
to + 5) given in the evaluation of the system's consistency with the objective for that 
particular parameter. 

TABLE 8 

AL TERNA TE SYSTEMS EVALUATION 

PARAMETERS SYSTEM NO. 1 SYSTEM NO. 2 SYSTEM N0.3 

Conservation of 10.0 17.5 17.5 
Natural Res. (5.0) 

Effects on Energy 0.0 0.0 0.0 
(3.0) 

Public 3.0 4.0 -3.5 
Acceptability ( 1 .0) 

Access to 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Transport. ( 1 .0) 

Access to Land 9.0 9.0 9.0 
(3.0) 

Economic 20.0 17.5 17.5 
Feasibility (5.0) 

Technical 22.5 22.5 22.5 
Feasibility (5.0) 

Environmental 20.0 22.5 15.0 
Impact (5.0) 

TOTAL 87.5 95.0 81.0 

Evaluation Summary 

Each of the proposed solid waste management systems suggests an approach to 
meet the goals and objectives of this Plan. Over the past 5-7 years, the concept of 
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waste reduction has been incorporated into the County's solid waste management 
system and now is an integral part of the system. The proposed systems are 
designed to maintain and /or to increase the current level of waste reduction efforts 
in the community. Recognizing the significant gains in these areas in recent times, 
the proposed systems (particularly Systems 2&3), only suggest minor modifications/ 
improvements in order to enhance these efforts. The only exception to the preceding, 
is the development of a Type II sanitary landfill in the County during the planning 
period in Alternate No. 3. 

Descriptions of the non-selected systems ( 1 &3) can be found in Appendix B. 

II- 30 

( 



. E;ELEGTEb is·ot1fa''.WAST~ 
·M:,f ~~:~,~'.M~NJ;:· •• ~.y·~T~~··· 



C 

THE SELECTED SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

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

* 

* 

* 

Alternate System No. 2 

Waste Reduction/Pollution Prevention 

Maintain current public education/information program 
on waste reduction and resource conservation via 
County Recycling Coordinator 

Continue operation of County's Pollution Prevention Program 
for local business and industry 

Maintain and expand County's Household Hazardous Waste 
Collection Program for local and regional residential and 
agricultural hazardous waste collection 

Resource Recovery: Recycling & Composting 

Enhance and expand current local curbside and drop off recycling 
programs in all communities in the County 

Continue commercial and industrial source separation and 
recycling efforts 

Maintain and improve local public and private yard waste 
collection and recycling operations 
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Collection Processes and Transportation 

Maintain current system of transfer stations as break-in-bulk 
points between collection and ultimate disposal 

Maintain and enhance cost-effective systems for processing 
recyclables collected from households and businesses 

Volume Reduction 

Continue individual solid waste volume reduction operations 

Sanitary Landfill 

Continue current exportation of Type II and Type Ill solid 
waste to existing sanitary landfills in adjoining/nearby 
counties 

Utilize Type Ill monofill in Charleston Township for deposit of 
paper mill residuals 

Institutional Arrangements 

Maintain and enhance current private operation of solid waste 
collection, transfer, processing and disposal 

Enhance public/private contractual arrangements affecting resource 
recovery and/or solid waste collection when possible 

Import Authorization 

Importation of solid waste through the planning period will be accepted from those 
counties identified in Table 9. 
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TABLE 9 

IMPORT VOLUME AUTHORIZATION OF SOLID WASTE 

Importing Exporting Facility Authorized Qty. Authorized Oty. Conditions 
County County Name (Daily) (Annual) 

Kalamazoo Allegan Kalamazoo 12,650 tons Primary 
Valley Group 

Landfill 
Kalamazoo St. Joseph 121,500 yards Primary 
Kalamazoo Washtenaw 200,000 yards Primary 

Export Authorization 

The disposal of solid waste generated by Kalamazoo County is authorized up to the 
authorized quantity and conditions to be exported to the counties identified in Table 
10 if authorized for import in the approved Solid Waste Management Plan of the 
receiving County. Appendix D contains communications of authorization from the 
respective Counties and/or facilities. 
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TABLE 10 

EXPORT VOLUME AUTHORIZATION OF SOLID WASTE 

Exporting Importing Facility Name Authorized Authorized 
County County Quantity Quantity 

(Daily) (Annual) 

Kalamazoo Barry City Env. 100% 100% 
Services 

Kalamazoo Berrien Forest Lawn, 100% 100% 
Orchard Hill, 
SE Berrien 

Kalamazoo Calhoun C&C Landfill 100% 100% 

Kalamazoo Ionia Pitsch 100% 100% 
Landfill 

Kalamazoo Ottawa Autumn Hills 100% 100% 
RDF, Ottawa 
Farms 
Landfill 

Kalamazoo St. Joseph Westside 100% 100% 
Landfill 

Kalamazoo Washtenaw Arbor Hills ------ 200,000 
Landfill cubic gate 

yards 
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In addition to the preceding list of export authorizations, up to 100% of Kalamazoo 
County's solid waste may be exported to any of the following Counties whose Solid 
Waste Management Plans specifically allow for importation of solid waste from 
Kalamazoo County. Such exportation will be subject to all waste volume or 
composition restrictions by the importing county's Plan. 

Alcona Crawford Iosco Manistee Osceola 
Alger Delta Iron Marquette Oscoda 
Allegan Dickinson Isabella Mason Otsego 
Alpena Eaton Jackson Mecosta Presque Isle 
Arenac Emmet Kalkaska Menominee Roscommon 
Baraga Genesee ·Kent Missaukee Saginaw 
Bay Gladwin Keweenaw Monroe Sanilac 
Benzie Gogebic Lake Montcalm Schoolcraft 
Branch Grand Traverse Lapeer Montmorency Shiawassee 
Cass Gratiot Leelanau Muskegon St. Clair 
Charlevoix Hillsdale Lenawee Newaygo Tuscola 
Cheboygan Houghton Livingston Oakland Van Buren 
Chippewa Huron Luce Oceana Wayne 
Clare Ingham Mackinac Ogemaw Wexford 
Clinton Macomb Ontonagon 

SQlid Waste DisgQsal Areas 

The following table identifies the names of existing disposal areas which will be 
utilized to provide the required capacity and management needs for the solid 
waste generated within Kalamazoo County for the next ten years. Pages 111-7 
through 111-14 contain descriptions of the solid waste disposal facilities which are 
located within the County and the disposal facilities located outside of the County 
which will be utilized by the County for the planning period. Additional facilities 
within the County with applicable permits and licenses may be utilized as they are 
sited in the Plan, or amended into this Plan, and become available for disposal. If 
this Plan update is amended to identify additional facilities in oth!:H counties 
outside the County, those facilities may only be used if such import is authorized 
in the receiving County's Plan. Facilities outside of Michigan may also be used if 
legally available for such use. 
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TABLE 11 

INVENTORY OF SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AREAS 

Type 11 Landfills County Disposal CapaQity4 

Arbor Hills Landfill Washtenaw 17.6 years 
Autumn Hills RDF Ottawa 30.2 
C & C Landfill Calhoun 7 years 
City Environmental Services 

Landfill Inc., of Hastings Barry 1 O+ years 
Forest Lawn Landfill Berrien 15 years 
Orchard Hills Landfill Berrien 1 O+ years 
Ottawa County Farms Landfill Ottawa 25-30 years 
Southeast Berrien Landfill Berrien 18.4 years 
Westside Landfill St. Joseph 12 years 

Type I 11 Landfills 
Crown Vantage Kalamazoo unknown 
Kalamazoo Valley Group Landfill Kalamazoo 33 years 
Pitsch Landfill Ionia 5--10 years 
Westside Landfill St. Joseph 12 years 

Type A Transfer stations 
Cork Street Transfer Station Kalamazoo 
Miller Road Transfer Station Kalamazoo 
Royal Holdings, Inc. Transfer 
Station and Solid Waste Processing Kalamazoo 
Waste Management Transfer 

Station Calhoun 

Type B Transfer Stations 
Comstock Twp. Transfer Station Kalamazoo 
Pavilion Township Transfer Station Kalamazoo 

4Documentation which confirms that Kalamazoo County has access to the capacity listed is 
attached in Appendix D. 
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Facility Descriptions 

The following table describes the solid waste disposal areas within the County or 
to be utilized by the County to meet its disposal needs for the planning period. 

TABLE 12 

DESCRIPTIONS OF SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AREAS 5 

TYPE II LANDFILLS 

Arbor Hills Landfill 
Location: Washtenaw County, Salem Township 
Owner: Browning-Ferris Industries (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type II & Ill solid waste 
Total area of facility property: 936 acres 
Total area sited for use: 356 acres 
Total area permitted: 217 acres 
Area in operation: 113 acres 
Area not excavated: 104 acres 
Current capacity: 30,500,000 cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 17.6 years 
Estimated days open per year: 265 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 3,500,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: 18 megawatts 

Autumn Hills Recycling & Disposal Facility 
Location: Ottawa County, T5N,R14W Section 36 
Owner: Autumn Hills RFD - Division of Waste Management of Ml, Inc (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type II & Ill solid waste 
Total area of facility property: 314 acres 
Total area sited for use: 197 acres 
Total area permitted: 99.3 acres 
Area in operation: 35.1 acres 
Area not excavated: 64.2 acres 
Current capacity: 20. 75 million tons 
Estimated lifetime: 30.2 years 

5A map or boundary description of each facility is included in Appendix D 
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Estimated days open per year: 286 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 500,000 tons 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

C&C Landfill 
Location: Calhoun County, T1 S R6W Section 28 
Owner: Browning-Ferris Industries (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type II & Ill solid waste 
Total area of facility property: 224 acres 
Total area sited for use: 154 acres 
Total area permitted: 154 acres 
Area in operation: 33 acres 
Area not excavated: 21 acres 
Current capacity: 3,360,000 million cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 7 years 
Estimated days open per year: 286 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 1 . 1 million cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

City Environmental Services Landfill Inc., of Hastings 
Location: Barry County, T3W R8N Section 6 
Owner: City Management (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, foundry sand, fly ash, waste water sludges, 
trees and stumps, and asbestos 
Total area of facility property: 330 acres 
Total area sited for use: 330 acres 
Total area permitted: 48 acres 
Area in operation: 19.5 acres 
Area not excavated: 28. 5 acres 
Current capacity: 5 million cubic yards under current permit 
Estimated lifetime: 10 + years 
Estimated days open per year: 308 days 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 175,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Forest Lawn Landfill 
Location: Berrien County, T8S R20W Section 17 
Owner: Forest Lawn Landfill, Inc. (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
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demolition, fly ash, foundry sand, trees and stumps, wastewater sludges, and 
asbestos 
Total area of facility property: 284 acres 
Total area sited for use: 135 acres 
Total area permitted: 135 acres 
Area in operation: 26 acres 
Area not excavated: 78 acres 
Current capacity: 15,900,000 cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 15 years 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 1,530,000 cubic yards 
Estimated days open per year: 286 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Orchard Hill Landfill 
Location: Berrien County, T3S R7W Section 28 and 33 
Owner: Landfill Management Company (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, fly ash, foundry sand, trees and stumps, and wastewater sludges 
Total area of facility property: 160 acres 
Total area sited for use: 117 acres 
Total area permitted: 160 acres 
Area in operation: 53 acres 
Area not excavated: 64 acres 
Current capacity: 8 million cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 10 + years 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 402,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: not converted to electricity 

Ottawa County Farms Landfill 
Location: Ottawa County, T8N,R14W Sections 26 &27 
Owner: Allied Waste Systems (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type II & Ill solid waste 
Total area of facility: 240 acres 
Total area sited for use: 197 acres 
Total area permitted: 240 acres 
Area in operation: 37 acres 
Area not excavated: 125 acres 
Current capacity: 16,500,000 cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 25-30 years 
Estimated days open per year: 286 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 500,000 tons 
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Annual landfill gas recovery: 4,565 megawatts 

Pitsch Sanitary Landfill 
Location: Ionia County, T8N,R7W Section 7 
Owner: Pitsch Companies (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: Type II and Ill solid wastes 
Total area of facility property: 143.5 acres 
Total area sited for use: 28.36 acres 
Total area permitted: 78.44 acres 
Area not excavated: 70 acres 
Current capacity: 415,000 tons 
Estimated lifetime: 5 years 
Estimated days open per year: 307 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 83,000 tons 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Southeast Berrien Landfill 
Location: Berrien County, T8S R7W Section 6 
Owner: Southeast Berrien County Landfill Authority, Inc. (public) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, fly ash, foundry sand, trees and stumps, 
wastewater sludges, asbestos, and auto shredder residue (auto fluff) 
Total area of facility property: 160 acres 
Total area sited for use: 100 acres 
Total area permitted: 39 acres 
Area in operation: 27.5 acres 
Area not excavated: 5.5 acres 
Current capacity: 2. 1 million cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 1 8.4 years 
Estimated days open per year: 281 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 800,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 

Westside Landfill 
Location: St. Joseph County, T6S R12W Section 26 
Owner: Waste Management of Michigan d.b.a. Westside RDF (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, fly ash, foundry sand, trees and stumps, wastewater sludges, and 
asbestos. 
Total area of facility property: 640 acres 
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Total area sited for use: 490 acres 
Total area permitted: 85 acres 
Area in operation: 51 acres 
Area not excavated: 34 acres 
Current capacity: 1. 75 million cubic yards per year 
Estimated lifetime: 12 years 
Estimated days open per year: 300 + 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 1 .2 + million cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: 2 megawatts 

TYPE Ill LANDFILLS 

Crown Paper Company, d.b.a. Crown Vantage 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T1 S R11 W Section 34 
Owner: Crown Paper Company, d.b.a. Crown Vantage (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: paper waste residuals 
Total area of facility property: unknown 
Total area sited for use: 32.8 acres 
Total area permitted: 31 .4 acres 
Area in operation: 8 acres 

/ Area not excavated: unknown 
\ .. _ Current capacity: unknown 

Estimated lifetime: unknown 
Estimated days open per year: 365 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 200,000 cubic yards 
Annual landfill gas recovery: na 

Kalamazoo Valley Group Landfill 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R9W Section 29 
Owner: Kalamazoo Valley Group (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: paper mill residuals from partner facilities 
Total area of facility property: 200.879 
Total area sited for use: 80 acres 
Total area permitted: 10 acres 
Area in operation: unknown 
Area not excavated: unknown 
Current capacity: 8.2 million cubic yards 
Estimated lifetime: 33 years 
Estimated days open per year: 312 days 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 250,000 
Annual landfill gas recovery: NA 
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Westside Landfill 
Location: St. Joseph County, T6S, R12W Section 23 
Owner: Waste Management of Ml d.b.a. Westside RDF (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Waste types received: Type III 
Total area of facility property: 35 acres 
Total area sited for use: 35 acres 
Total area permitted: 18 acres 
Area in operation: 6 acres 
Area not excavated: 12 acres 
Current capacity: included in Type 11 facility amounts 
Estimated lifetime: 12 years 
Estimated days open per year: 300 + 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: included in Type II facility amounts 

TYPE A TRANSFER STATIONS 

Cork Street Transfer Station 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11 W Section 36 
Final disposal site: C & C Landfill 
Owner: BFI Waste Systems of Michigan, Inc. (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, contaminated soils, and paper sludge 
Total area of facility property: 2. 758 acres 
Estimated days open per year: 300 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: unknown 

Miller Road Transfer Station 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11 W Section 25 
Final disposal site: Orchard Hill Sanitary Landfill 
Owner: Landfill Management Company (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, trees and stumps 
Total area of facility property: .±. 1 acre 
Estimated days open per year: 31 2 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: unknown 

Royal Holdings, Inc. Transfer Station and Solid Waste Processing 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R11 W Section 36 
Final disposal site: Southeast Berrien County Landfill and Orchard Hill Landfill 
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Owner: Tri-City Recycling and Disposal (private) 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition 
Total area of facility property: 8 acres 
Estimated 9ays open per year: 31 2 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 175,000 cubic yards 

Waste Management Transfer Station 
Location: Calhoun County, T2S R8W Section 5 
Final disposal site: Westside Landfill (private) 
Owner: Waste Management of Michigan 
Operating Status: open and licensed 
Wastes received: residential, commercial, industrial, construction and 
demolition, trees and stumps 
Total area of facility property: 18.36 acres 
Estimated days open per year: 31 0 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 300,000 compacted cubic yards 

TYPE B TRANSFER STATION 

Pavilion Township Transfer Station 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T3S R1 OW Section 26 
Final disposal site: C & C Landfill (currently) 
Owner: Pavilion Township (public) 
Operating Status: open and unlicensed 
Wastes received: residential, construction and demolition 
Total area of facility property: 2 acres 
Total area sited for use: 1 acre 
Estimated days open per year: 65 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 750 compacted cubic yards of Type II 
materials and 1 000 compacted cubic yards of Type 111 materials 

Comstock Township Transfer Station and Recycling Drop-off 
Location: Kalamazoo County, T2S R1 OW Section 16 
Final disposal site: Westside Landfill 
Owner: Comstock Township {public) 
Operating Status: open and unlicensed 
Wastes received: residential, construction and demolition 
Total area of facility property: 40 acres 
Total area sited for use: 1 acre 
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Estimated days open per year: 1 34 
Estimated yearly disposal volume: 2,600 compacted cubic yards 

Solid Waste Collection Services and Transportation 

This section describes the solid waste collection services and transportation 
infrastructure which will be utilized within the County to collect and transport solid 
waste. 

Kalamazoo County will continue to rely on private sector services: 

"' to provide quantity-based, solid waste collection services to the County's 
residential, commercial, and industrial sectors, and 

"' to transport collected solid waste to licensed transfer stations and landfills 
within and outside Kalamazoo County. 

In an effort to conserve resources and reduce the volume of solid waste generated 
in the County, the collection and transportation system for solid waste will 
emphasize compaction at transfer stations and will encourage the trend toward 
less frequent (annual, semi-annual, or quarterly versus monthly) collections for 
residential bulk trash items. 

Resource Conservation Efforts 

In an effort to reduce the amount of solid waste generated in Kalamazoo County, 
the selected system proposes to continue its current path of promoting efforts to 
recover resources via source reduction, reuse, recycling, and composting. Table 
1 7 details the current and proposed annual amounts of solid waste estimated to be 
diverted from landfills as a result of these efforts. 
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Waste Reduction. Recycling & Composting Programs 

Volume Reduction Techniques 

With the exception of some waste which is collected in 40 to 50 cubic yard roll-off 
containers, most waste is currently compacted at one of three commercial transfer 
stations located within Kalamazoo County before being transported to more distant 
landfills. Kalamazoo County intends to continue to rely on compaction at transfer 
stations in an effort to reduce the volume of disposed solid waste. 

Overview of Resource Recovery Programs 

Programs for recycling, composting, and source separation of potentially 
hazardous materials are feasible. According to May 1995 report, an estimated 
110,012 tons of materials are available for potential recovery in Kalamazoo County 
(see Table 13). However, to the credit of current waste reduction efforts by the 
private and public sectors, a much more significant 203,945 tons of materials are 
estimated to be currently diverted from landfill disposal via recycling and 
composting (see Table 1 7). 

Even greater future recovery is possible if the County is able to overcome current 
I 

barriers. Table 14 identifies barriers to greater recovery, possible options for 
overcoming these barriers, and estimated increased tonnage of material that may 
recovered as a result of these efforts. 
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TABLE 13 

PROJECTED RECOVERY, MAY 1995 
{TONS)6 

Estimated Generation Estimated Generation 
x Residential Waste x Business Waste Potential Total 

Material Re~12ven£ P12tential Re~12veQ£ PQtential Wa~te Re~12ven£ 

Newsprint 9141 X 80%= 7313 3667 X 50% = 1834 9147 

Office Papers 7312x25%= 1828 8944 X 75% = 6708 8536 

Corrugated 6560 X 50% = 3280 30,128 X 80% = 24,102 27,382 

Magazines 3119 X 40% = 1248 3647 X 25%= 912 2160 

Box board 6452 X 40% = 2581 2542 X 30% = 763 3344 

Glass bottles 7851 X 50% = 3926 2231 X 40% = 892 4818 

Steel cans 4517 X 50%= 2259 3390 X 90% = 3051 5310 

Aluminum 1183 X 90% = 1065 511 X 90% = 460 1525 

Other Metals 968x0%= 0 1318 X 80%= 1054 1054 

HDPE Plastic 1183 X 50% = 592 560 X 50% = 280 872 

PET Plastic 753 X 50% = 377 280 X 50%= 140 517 

Plastic Film 3226 X 0%= 0 2015 X 25 % = 504 504 

Polystyrene foam 860 X 30% = 258 504 X 50% = 252 510 

Other plastics 3656 X 0%= 0 4992 X 30% = 1498 1498 

Textiles 3871 x0%= 0 3359 X 30% = 1008 1008 

Food waste 12,044 X 60% = 7226 7638 X 20o/o = 1528 10,252 

Yard Waste 22,476 X 90% = 20,228 7073 X 90% = 6366 26,594 

Wood Waste 3979 X 30% = 1194 5494 X 75%= 4121 5315 

Tires 1075 X 50% = 538 538 

Rubber 1251 X 50% = 626 626 

Motor Oil na na 

HHW na na 

Total 53,913 56,099 110,012 

6 From Southwest Michigan Recycling Market Development Strategy: Part Ii Background, May 
1995. The strategy report was funded by the CEO Council of Kalamazoo and the Southwest Michigan 
Solid Waste Interim Consortium and prepared by Resource Recycling Systems of Ann Arbor and Public 
Policy Associates of Lansing. 
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TABLE 14 

BARRIERS & OPPORTUNITIES FOR GREATER RECOVERY 

Barriers 

1. Cost of increasing 
the frequency of 
residential curbside 
recycling collection 
from monthly to 
every-other-week or 
weekly pick-up 
inhibits greater 
participation. 

2. Half of multiple­
family housing 
complexes provide 
on-site recycling 
opportunities to their 
residents. 

3. Minimal economic 
incentives of 
residential garbage 
collection fees 

4. Limited markets 
and services for 
recovering an 
increased portion of 
construction and 
demolition (C & D) 
materials. 

Possible methods for overcoming barriers 

Reduce collection costs by encouraging private sector 
collection services to invest in compacting (versus hauling 
loose, voluminous loads) and cocollection (i.e., using one 
vehicle to collect both recyclables and garbage in separate 
compartments) technologies. 
Reduce processing costs by encouraging the development 
of: 
• a merchant (open to all haulers) processing facility 

(MRF) which would have more efficient sorting 
technologies and would be able to operate at a more 
advantageous economy of scale, 

• recycling transfer station to aggregate loads before 
shipping to a more distant, yet highly efficient sorting 
facility, or 

• a system to minimize processing of paper fibers by 
allowing collectors to use existing compacting roll-offs 
to transport papers to local mills, instead of incurring the 
expense of baling. 

Make additional funding resources available by reducing 
the frequency of bulk trash collections and their associated 
costs. 

Educate and assist managers and owners (who generally 
live outside of the County). 
Encourage local units (particularly the Townships of 
Kalamazoo, Oshtemo, and Texas where multiple-family 
complexes which decline on-site recycling service are 
concentrated) to interpret and enforce existing ordinances 
to require multiple-family complexes to provide on-site 
recycling. 

Increase public awareness of financial advantage of using 
the smallest and least expensive garbage service option. 
For example, using a 30-gallon garbage bag every-other­
week costs 39 percent less - an average $85 less (June 
1997 prices) - than 90-gallon garbage cart service. 

Promote cost-competitive and convenient outlets for 
building contractors, waste haulers, and others to manage 
clean scrap wood, gypsum board, and asphalt roofing 
shingles. 

Encourage the recovery of corrugated paper boxes at 
building sites and from. mixed C & D loads at all transfer 
stations. 
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5. An estimated 40 Continue efforts to increase awareness among businesses 14,000 tons 
percent of County of all sizes7 concerning the economic benefits of recycling 
businesses do not and assist businesses' effort to start or expand recovery 
recycle office papers efforts. 
or corrugated boxes 
-- generally, the 
most common 
material generated 
by businesses. 

6. Businesses which Increase awareness among the business community of the NA 
generate small- liabilities associated with improper storage and disposal of 
quantities of hazardous materials. 
hazardous materials 

Work with state and federal agencies and lawmakers to 
may be impeded 
from properly 

explore opportunities which would allow the HHW Center 

managing these 
to also accept materials from small quantity generators. 

wastes due to 
prohibitive costs or a 
lack of awareness of 
options. 

7. Some hazardous Work with state and national organizations and agencies to NA 
wastes, such as explore options for developing cost-effective recovery 
fluorescent lighting programs. 
tubes and pre-1993 
alkaline batteries 
which contain high 
levels of mercury, 
are not currently 
convenient for 
homeowners to 
recycle 

8. Unstable markets Continue to promote cost-effective systems for recovering NA, although 
and an undeveloped various plastic items which are currently difficult to recycle plastic waste 
system for collecting by assisting emerging private sector service providers and items represent 8-
and processing generators of concentrated amounts of marketable plastic 11 % of the waste 
plastic waste waste items. stream from 
products from retailers, 
commercial and wholesalers, health 
industrial sources. services, and 

manufacturers8 

7 According to research by Weyerhaeuser, "offices with 100 or more employees generate 
about 45 percent of the total quantity of discarded printing and writing paper, and about 95 percent of 
such offices have collection programs," although many programs have much room for improvement. 
"Offices with fewer than 50 employees generate nearly 40 percent of the supply, while only 30 
percent have collection programs." (Resource Recycling, November 1997, p.25) 

8Southwest Michigan Recycling Market Development Strategy: Part II Background, May 1995. 
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The following table identifies current recycling programs. These programs are 
proposed to continue to operate and improve as opportunities arise in the 
foreseeable future. 

TABLE 15 

SELECTED RECYCLING SYSTEM 

Residential Curbside Collection Programs (see Map 6) 
Nearly all curbside recycling collection services serve 1-4 unit housing structures 
and accept the same type of materials: #1 PET and #2 HDPE plastic bottles and 
jugs, colorless glass jars and bottles, metal cans and foils, newspapers and 
newspaper inserts, junk mail and office papers, magazines and catalogs, telephone 
directories, corrugated boxes. 

Weekly Collection: 
City of Kalamazoo 
Contracts with a private company to provide weekly service curbside 
collection (beginning April 1 998) and on-site recycling containers for most 
multiple-family housing complexes. 

City of Portage 
Contracts with a private company to provide weekly curbside collection and 
on-site recycling containers for most multiple-family housing complexes. 

Monthly Collection: 
Kalamazoo Township 
Contracts with a private company to provide monthly curbside collection. 

City of Parchment 
Contracts with a private company to provide monthly curbside collection. 

City of Galesburg; the Townships of Brady, Charleston, Climax, Oshtemo, 
Pavilion, Prairie Ronde, Richland, Schoolcraft, and Texas; the Villages of 
Augusta, Climax, Richland, and Vicksburg 
Each of these communities adopted a Waste Reduction Ordinance which 
requires waste haulers to provide their residential garbage customers with at 
least monthly curbside recycling collection service and the choice of at least 
three different quantity-based garbage containers options. 
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Drop-off programs (see Map 6) 
The BFI Recycling Center is privately operated drop-off which is open to the 
public year-round. The drop-off accepts the same materials as curbside 
collection, plus #6 polystyrene foam. 

Alamo Township Drop-off is open 6 hours per month, except the winter 
months and accept the same materials as curbside. 

Comstock Township operates a drop-off at its Transfer Station which is open 
three days per week and accepts the same materials as curbside and used 
motor oil. 

Cooper Township operates two drop-off sites. The Township Hall site is open 
two days per month while the McKinley Fire Station site is open one day per 
month. Both sites accept the same materials as curbside, and the Township 
Hall site also accepts colored glass jars, used motor oil, and #6 polystyrene 
foam. 

Wakeshma Township drop-off at the Township Hall is open one day per month 
and accepts newspapers, corrugated boxes, magazines and catalogs, colorless 
glass jars, metal cans, #2 HOPE plastic bottles and jugs, and #6 polystyrene 
foam. 

The Village of Schoolcraft operates a drop-off which is open one day per 
month and accepts newspapers, corrugated boxes, magazines and catalogs, 
colorless glass jars, metal cans, and #2 HOPE plastic bottles and jugs. 

Ross Township currently does not provide any residential recycling collection 
program. 

Commercial Paper Collection Programs 
At least eight local private services collect office papers and corrugated boxes 
from commercial and industrial sources. 
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Map 6 

The Variety of Recycling Programs in Kalamazoo County* 

ROSS 

Village of Augusta 

= Communities with drop-off recycling programs 

= Communities which contract with a single company for community-wide curbside pick-up 

= Communities in which waste haulers automatically provide 
curbside recycling to their residential garbage customers. 
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Composting 

The following table identifies current composting programs for yard clippings. 
These programs are proposed to continue to operate for the foreseeable future. 

TABLE 16 

SELECTED COMPOSTING SYSTEM 

Municipal Leaf Collection and Composting Programs 
• Village of Climax (fall pick-up) 
• Comstock Township (year-round drop-off) 
• City of Galesburg (fall pick-up and year-round drop-off) 
• City of Kalamazoo (fall pick-up) 
• Township of Kalamazoo {fall and spring pick-up) 
• City of Parchment (fall pick-up) 
• City of Portage (fall and spring pick-up) 
• Village of Richland (fall pick-up) 
• Village of Schoolcraft (fall pick-up) 
• Village of Vicksburg {fall pick-up) 

Municipal Brush Collection Programs 
• Township of Comstock (year-round drop-off) 
• City of Kalamazoo (pick-up during 8-month growing season) 
• Township of Kalamazoo {spring and fall pick-up) 
• City of Parchment (monthly pick-up) 
• City of Portage (fall and spring pick-up) 
• Village of Vicksburg (year-round pick-up as needed) 

Municipal holiday /Christmas tree collections 
• City of Galesburg (drop-off) 
• City of Kalamazoo (drop-off and curbside pick-up) 
• Township of Oshtemo (drop-off) 
• City of Parchment (drop-off and curbside pick-up) 
• Village of Schoolcraft (curbside pick-up} 
• Village of Vicksburg (curbside pick-up) 

Municipal grass collections 
• Township of Comstock (year-round drop-off) 

Private Services 
• Private maintenance/lawn care services (year-round pick-up) 
• Private subscription-based, seasonal pick-up provided by waste haulers 
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• Private drop-off sites open to the public which accept leaves grass 
clippings,and brush, including BFI/Cooper Farms (Cooper Township), KLS 
(Texas Township), and Miller Road Transfer Station (City of Kalamazoo). 

Source Separation of Potentially Hazardous Materials 

Kalamazoo County operates a Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) Center at 1301 
Lamont Avenue (Kalamazoo Township) as a drop-off site open three days per 
week, plus every second Saturday of each month for a total of 1 7 hours per 
month. The HHW Center accepts oil-based paint, pesticides, aerosols, solvents, 
corrosives, car chemicals, used ·motor oil, motor oil filters, antifreeze, lead acid 
batteries, hazardous cleaners and polishers, hazardous hobby and art supplies, and 
hazardous personal care products from residential sources. 

The HHW Center maintains a "Swap Shop" to facilitate the exchange of reusable 
materials for no charge to the public. 

The HHW Center is also a drop-off site for the statewide "Clean Sweep" program 
which collects pesticides from greenhouses, farms, and agricultural sources. 

These programs are proposed to continue to operate for the foreseeable future. 

Identification of Resource Recovery Management Entities 

City, township, village and county governments are involved in contractual 
arrangements for resource recovery and in the administration of local ordinances. 
Waste haulers and other private sector stakeholders generally manage the 
operational aspects of resource recovery programs. 

Projected Diversion Rates 

The following table estimates the annual amount of materials which are currently 
diverted from landfills and materials which are expected to be diverted as a result 
of current and future resource recovery efforts. Expected increases will primarily 
result from efforts to expand the convenience of residential recycling collection 
programs and to enhance office paper recycling programs. Future gains may occur 
as additional types of materials begin to be recovered, including clean scrap 
drywall and sludges generated by paper mills and waste water treatment facilities. 
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TABLE 17 

PROJECTED DIVERSION RATES 

Type of Material Projected Annual Tons Diverted (estimated) 

Current 5th Year 10th Year 

A. Plastics 532 612 692 
Residential PET (#1) & HOPE (#2) plastic 388 440 493 
Polystyrene (est.) 39 39 39 
Film from garment and grocery bags 32 41 50 

Shrink, stretch, and pallet wrap film 33 47 60 
Vinyl siding 40 45 50 
Other 

B. Paper 50,577 57,135 63,691 
Residential newspaper 5,137 5,831 6,524 
Commercial/Industrial newspaper 2,260 2,330 2,400 
Residential corrugated 100 114 127 
Residential mixed paper 2,236 2,538 2,840 
Commercial office paper and corrugated 40,844 46,322 51,800 

C. Glass 1,491 1,693 1,894 
Colorless (flint) jars & bottles 1,341 1,522 1,703 
Green 100 114 127 
Amber (brown) jars & bottles 50 57 64 
Pane glass 

D. Total metals 16,742 17,312 17,881 
Residential cans and foils (est.) 300 341 381 
Consumer & light industrial ferrous 
scrap9 9,942 10,471 11,000 
Metal scrap from concrete recycling 6,500 6,500 6,500 
Car bodies and other C&D metal NA 
Other non-ferrous scrap NA 

E. Depositable beverage containers (est.) 15,810 16,605 17,400 

9 Based on Steel Recycling lnstitute's estimate of 89 pounds per person per year, including 
mufflers, appliances, etc., but excluding car bodies, prompt scrap (from industrial processes such as 
metal stamping), and construction and demolition debris. 
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F. Yard Waste 46,462 46,462 46,462 
Municipal leaf collections 5,800 
Municipal brush collections 2,724 
Municipal grass collection 35 

214 
Municipal holiday tree collections 13,250 
Private yard waste collection services 24,439 
Source reduction 10 

G. Motor oil 323 339 355 
Do-it-yourselvers 123 135 135 
Commercial oil change services 200 220 220 

H. Concrete 33,917 33,917 33,917 

I. Asphalt 14,960 14,960 14,960 
County Road Commission projects 3,740 3,740 3,740 
Other 11,220 11,220 11,220 

J. Other wood waste 12,480 13,090 13,700 
Wooden pallets 12,480 13,090 13,700 

K. Misc. Construction & Demolition Materials NA NA NA 
Asphalt roofing shingles 
Wallboard/gypsum board 

L. Food and food processing 6,785 6,785 6,785 

( M. Meat by-products 1,000 1,000 1,000 

N. Tires11 2,850 2,850 2,850 

0. Hazardous Waste 16 19 21 
Household sources (HHW) 6 8 8 
Agricultural sources (Clean Sweep) 10 13 13 
Ni-Cad batteries 
lead-acid batteries 

TOTAL 203,945 212,779 221,608 

10 Mulching and home composting 

11 Based on state generation average of 1 .5 per person per year X 20 pounds per average tire X 
,r 223,411 people in Kalamazoo County X 85 percent (.85) recycling rate. 
\ ,, 
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Market Availability for Collected Materials 

The following identifies the volume of materials recovered from the County's solid 
waste stream which existing markets are able to utilize. 

Collected Material In-State Market 
550 tons 

7,500 tons 
25,000 tons 
17,000 tons 

1,500 tons 
49,000 tons 

323 tons 
6,100 tons 

29,000 tons 
NA 

Out-of-State Market 
All Plastics 
Newspaper 
Corrugated containers 
All "other" Paper 
All Glass 
Concrete & Asphalt 
Motor Oil 
Grass & Leaves 
All Wood waste 
Construction & Demolition 
Food & Food Processing 
Tires 
All Metals 

7,000 tons 

17,000 tons 

Educational and Informational Programs 

3,000 tons 

The following table is a listing of the educational and informational programs 
offered in Kalamazoo County. 

Program T0Qic12 Deliver¥ Medium 13 Targeted Audience14 Program Provider15 

1, 2, 3, 4, 5 w, r, t, n, o, e p, b, I, s (K thru college) DPA 
within Kalamazoo Co. 

3,4 r, t, n, o, f, e p, s HD 
1, 4, 5 w, n, o, f, e b, I HD 
1, 2, 3, 4 w, o, f p, s EX 

121dentified by 1 = recycling; 2 = composting; 3 = household hazardous waste; 4 = resource 
conservation; 5 = volume reduction 

131dentified by w = workshop; r = radio; t = television; n = newspaper; o = organizational 
newsletter; f = flyers; e = exhibits 

141dentified by p = general public; b = business; I = industry; s = students 

151dentified by DPA = Designated Planning Agency; EX = MSU Extension; HD = Human 
Services Dept. 
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Timetable tor Implementing Selected System 

The following timetable is a guide to implement components of the Selected 
System including a range of time in which the component will be implemented. 

Management Component Timeline 

Waste Reduction/Pollution Prevention On-going 

Resource Recovery: Recycling & Composting On-going 

Collection Processes & Transportation On-going 

Volume Reduction On-going 

Sanitary Landfill On-going 

Institutional Arrangements On-going 

Facility Siting Procedure 

The plan proposes sites which will address Kalamazoo County's solid waste needs 
through the planning period. These sites provide the County with ten years of solid 
waste capacity. Therefore, no facility siting procedure is included in this 
document. 

Management Components 

Waste disposal components of the selected system will be implemented and 
enforced largely by existing state and federal solid waste management laws and 
regulations. Kalamazoo County staff will concentrate on the implementation of 
resource recovery components of the selected system. 
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