LEELANAU COUNTY SOLID WASTE COUNCIL
A Regular Meeting of the Leelanau County Solid Waste Council
will be held at 1:00 p.m. WEDNESDAY, February 15, 2017 in the
Community Meeting Room of the Government Center (lower level).

DRAFT AGENDA
MEMBERS: CALL THE DEPARTMENT at 256-9812, IF YOU ARE UNABLE TO ATTEND

PLEASE TURN OFF & PUT AWAY ALL CELL PHONES
CALL TO ORDER & Welcome New Member Amanda Elliott
ROLL CALL
PUBLIC COMMENT
STAFF COMMENTS
CONSIDERATION OF AGENDA
CONFLICT OF INTEREST
CONSIDERATION OF January 3, 2017 Minutes pgs 2 - 10
UNFINISHED BUSINESS
A. Recycling Site – Solon Township
B. Requests from Elmwood Township (referred to SWC by County Board)
C. New Bins (pilot at Elmwood Township pg 11

Bill Perkins, Chairman
Marcia Harris, Vice-Chair
Jim Palmer, Chair Pro-Tem
Mark Bevelhymer
Tim Bolin
Amanda Elliott
Andrew Gale
Melinda Lautner
Eric Lind
Tom MacDonald
David McCulloch
Carrie Sharp
2 Open Positions

NEW BUSINESS
A. Recycling Grant Opportunity
B. Review of Revenue/Expenses for 2016 pgs 12 - 16
C. 2017 HHW Saturday Collections
COMMITTEE REPORTS
A. Education Sub-committee Report
B. Solid Waste Advisory Council (SWAC)
COMMUNICATIONS / CORRESPONDENCE
A. December 2016 Recycling Report from American Waste pg 17
B. Correspondence from Washtenaw County pgs 18 - 22

PUBLIC COMMENTS
STAFF COMMENTS
MEMBER COMMENTS
CHAIRPERSON’S COMMENTS
ADJOURNMENT
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A REGULAR MEETING OF THE LEELANAU COUNTY SOLID WASTE COUNCIL WAS HELD AT 1:00 PM ON TUESDAY,
JANUARY 3, 2017, IN THE COMMUNITY MEETING ROOM OF THE LEELANAU COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER,
SUTTONS BAY, MICHIGAN.
Call to Order:
Roll Call:
Members Present:

Meeting called to order at 1:00 PM by Chairman Bill Perkins.

Members Absent:
Staff Present:
Public:

B. Perkins, M. Bevelhymer, A. Gale (1:05 PM), M. Lautner, E. Lind, D. McCulloch,
T. McDonald, J. Palmer, C. Sharp
M. Harris (prior notice), T. Bolin (prior notice), A. Elliott (prior notice)
T. Galla, K. Holappa
Matt Biolette (Republic), Jeff Shaw (Elmwood Township Supervisor)

Public Comment:

None

Staff Comments
Galla discussed the 2017 Household Hazardous Waste dates and locations. The first collection will be held on May
20th, with the location to be finalized. Members briefly discussed possible locations.
Holappa briefly reviewed Recycling Volume Charts from 2015 and 2016 (through November).
Galla noted Amanda Elliott was appointed to the Leelanau County Solid Waste Council as a new member
representing Regional Solid Waste Planning. Galla received an email from Elliott, this morning stating she may be
unable to serve. Staff will keep the Solid Waste Council informed of her decision.
Consideration of Agenda
It was moved by McCulloch, seconded by Lautner, to approve the agenda as written.
On a voice vote, the motion carried unanimously, 8 ‐ 0.
Conflict of Interest ‐ None
ORGANIZATIONAL ITEMS
A. Election of Officers
Marcia Harris, via email to staff, said she was willing to serve in one of the officer positions, if nominated.
It was moved by McCulloch, seconded by Lind, to keep the same slate of officers for 2017, with Bill Perkins as
Chairman, Marcia Harris as Vice Chair and Jim Palmer as Chair Pro Tem.
On a voice vote, the motion carried 8 – 0.
Andy Gale joined the meeting at 1:05 PM.
B. Review and Adoption of Rules of Procedure
Galla noted the Rules of Procedure were emailed out to the Solid Waste Council Members. She reviewed the
changes made to the Rules of Procedure; deletions are designated with strikethrough and additions are
designated in italics.
Recommended Changes to Rules of Procedure:
 Section 2 Membership, 2.2: Remove the word Management from Solid Waste Management Council.
 Section 4 Meeting Notification, 4.2: The county website: www.leelanau.cc was added.
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Section 4 Meeting Notification, 4.3: Remove the last sentence: Written notice shall specify, by agenda,
business to be transacted and shall precede the special meeting by at least five (5) days.
Galla noted there is no reason to do this, since the previous section requires a public notice be posted 18
hours prior to a meeting. There should not be two different time frames in which to comply.
Section 5 Meetings, 5.3: The order of business was removed. Galla noted it ties the hands of the SWC as
far as how the agenda is set up. She noted the agenda is pretty standard, but if other categories need to
be added, removing this section increases the ability to do that.
Section 5 Meetings, 5.5: The words: the county community center website were removed and
www.leelanau.cc was added.
Section 9 Public Participation, 9.3: One (1) week was removed and five (5) days was added. Galla
explained this is for people submitting information to get on the agenda. Galla noted five days is an
adequate amount of time to get information to the SWC members.
Section 9 Public Participation, 9.4: Galla noted it would be more appropriate to discuss and assign a time
for each written request at the beginning of the meetings under Consideration of Agenda rather than at
the end under Communications.
Section 12 Amendments: Add the date of today’s meeting if the Rules of Procedure are approved.

It was moved by Lind, seconded by McCulloch, to approve the Rules of Procedure as amended.
Discussion
Lautner questioned why the order of business was removed. Galla noted the agendas are not always set up in that
specific order and with it being in the Rules and Procedures that is how the agenda should be set. Lautner
confirmed Galla would prefer to have a floating agenda. Galla stated if an item like Communications is not needed
it could be left off of the agenda.
On a voice vote the motion carried, 9 – 0.
C. Consideration of 2017 Meeting Schedule
Lind noted the first Tuesday in May should be on the second not the fourth.
Lautner noted she may have a conflict on July 11th, unless the County Board Meeting ends early.
It was moved by Lind, seconded by Sharp, to accept the Meeting Schedule as amended.
On a voice vote, the motion carried, 9 – 0.
D. Identify 2017 Goals
Galla stated this is for Solid Waste Council members to identify things they would like to work on in 2017. Galla
suggested working on an update to the Solid Waste Management Plan. Bolin and Gale worked on the plan in the
past, but it never came back to the SWC as a full Council, to discuss and take action. Perkins asked if the state has
said anything needs to be done. Galla said they have not, but other counties are not waiting and are updating
their plans. She noted there is a lot of old data in the plan that is no longer accurate. Another goal would be to get
the RFP for recycling services ready that will go out in early 2018, since the contract runs out in June of 2018.
Holappa reviewed the Goals from 2016 which included the following:
1. Solon Recycling Site
2. Update the Solid Waste Management Plan
3. Investigate Composting
Galla noted Northport New Site could be another goal for 2017. Perkins said Northport is considering a small
governmental center and possibly recycling could be a part of that, it may need to be moved somewhere
temporarily. Lautner asked about #3. Investigating Composting. Gale commented part of that was exploring a
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composting site in Leelanau County. He noted Bay Area Recycling for Charities (BARC) did not receive a grant they
applied for but did develop a countywide composting plan. Composting in Northport has spun off into a county
discussion of composting, which is still in play. He would like to still see continued work on composting in
Leelanau County as a goal. The following three goals were reviewed:
1. Work on Updating the County Solid Waste Management Plan
2. Northport Recycling New Site
3. Continue work on Composting
Palmer asked about finishing the Solon Recycling Site as a goal. Galla questioned if that was a goal of the SWC, as
there is really nothing the SWC can do to finish it. Perkins noted it is in the hands of Solon Township.
It was moved by McCulloch, seconded by Lind, to adopt the three goals for 2017 as stated.
On a voice vote, the motion carried, 9 – 0.
Consideration of Minutes
It was moved by Lind, seconded by Lautner, to approve the November 1, 2016 Meeting Minutes as presented.
On a voice vote, the motion carried unanimously, 9 ‐ 0.
UNFINISHED BUSINESS
Recycling Site Solon Township
Galla noted the fencing is in place. She distributed a diagram of the site she received in an email prior to the
meeting, from the engineer. Galla briefly discussed some modifications to the plan based on Soil Erosion
Permitting. Four bins are shown, Galla assumed one bin is used as a ‘switch out’ bin. She noted $25,000 has been
approved, but none of the funds have been disbursed. There have been no invoices received from the township
with the exception of the $1,800+ from Price Engineering.
Perkins noted we do not know how much Solon will ask for since they were unable to do the subsoil work
originally planned.
Lautner noted she will attend the Solon Township Board Meeting next week and provide an update to the SWC.
NEW BUSINESS
A. Request from Elmwood Township
Jeff Shaw, Elmwood Township Supervisor
Shaw discussed comments made by County Commissioner Deb Rushton during the County Board Meeting on July
19, 2016. Perkins corrected the information stated by Rushton as well as the information stated in a letter
addressed to the Solid Waste Council by former Supervisor, Jack Kelly. Galla noted she also provided correct
information regarding contributions to the Elmwood Recycling Site to the County Board. A total of $11,000 was
contributed to Elmwood Township for site improvements and that was from the County.
Bevelhymer commented that $5,500 was contributed to the Elmwood Township site by American Waste. Galla
referred to this and stated that her review of the records shows the contribution made by American Waste
appeared as credits on the recycling invoices to the county. Because there is a “Not to Exceed” amount in the
contract and that amount has been met over the last several years, the full total amount of the contract was still
paid to American Waste. There was no direct contribution from American Waste paid to the County. The $11,000
was paid to Elmwood Township by the County.
Shaw noted Elmwood Township ended up paying $67,000 for improvements. The concern is if there is a policy for
sites. Shaw commented Solon came to the SWC and got $25,000 to upgrade their site. Jack Kelly sent a letter
requesting $14,000, to bring Elmwood into parity with the Solon site. His concern for the SWC is if there is any
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kind of a policy that the Council has for each site, to make it equitable and even. The site on Cherry Bend Rd is by
far the busiest site. The wear and tear on the site is much more. People from all over the county use the Elmwood
site. The recycling sites are supposed to be a countywide initiative, said Shaw, and Elmwood is feeling jilted.
Perkins noted Empire Township built a very nice recycling site, poured concrete, put down asphalt, put up a fence
and asked for zero dollars. When the SWC gave Elmwood Township $11,000 they didn’t come to the SWC and say
‘We need parity.’ There are some townships that have done work on the sites on their own dime and didn’t
expect anybody to pay. Perkins noted with $67,000 there was a lot of other work done, that has nothing to do
with recycling, including concrete sidewalks, driveway into the Municipal Building/Garage. It is more than just a
recycling site.
Shaw said the $67,000 included the work for the infrastructure, repaving and concrete slabs. Perkins asked where
the line was drawn. Shaw said he would have to pull all of the information up and try to understand it himself, but
he noted that was specific to the recycling area. He noted he is stepping into this, brand new and is trying to
follow up and determine how much money the SWC contributes to a site.
Lind noted Elmwood did not ask the SWC for $35,000. The SWC offered $11,000 to resurface the lot. Originally it
was going to be gravel. Shaw confirmed that was correct. Lind said all of a sudden, concrete, landscaping, etc. was
put in. Shaw noted the Master Plan for Elmwood was being completed and having a gravel site at the corner of
Cherry Bend and M22 did not make sense for upkeep.
Perkins commented when the SWC negotiated, Kelly was happy and satisfied with what the township got, and
later told the township board they got a fair shake. Perkins noted Solon may not use the entire $25,000 and then
we have the other example of a built by a township amount in Empire who asked for $0.
Shaw discussed the $29 contributed by each household in Elmwood, which he said is $56,000 that Elmwood
Township residents pay to maintain that site or to pay for that site. Elmwood Township would be very satisfied if
the SWC determines a total paid to Solon and consider that as being paid back to the Elmwood Township General
Fund to create some sort of parity. Short of that, if there is not a policy of what is paid to each site, it might be
something to look into to prevent this type of thing in the future.
Gale remembered the SWC discussion regarding a contribution to the Elmwood Township site. The SWC was split,
it was not a unanimous vote to contribute any funds. Gale noted the policy we had with the recycling money from
PA‐69 is that none of the money was to be used to improve sites not owned by the county. Our attorney was
consulted and it was determined there was some leeway in the language and site improvements were made with
his guidance. He noted the precedence was set with Elmwood Township. Gale believed the reason why any
contribution was made was due to the long relationship that the county recycling program had with that location.
He noted not everyone on the SWC agreed to the contribution.
MacDonald noted it was unprecedented at the time to pay that much money.
Galla stated the Elmwood Township location is the busiest site, and it is also the most expensive site for the
program (generating the most cost to recycle the volume collected). She noted correspondence between the
county and township/Jack Kelly show the amount requested changed several times. When it came to the Solid
Waste Council the original recommendation by the SWC was $5,500 for site improvements. It was not a
unanimous vote. When it went to the County Board and through the negotiation process it ended up being a
contribution of $11,000.
Galla discussed the Policy on the use of funds, which was developed and reviewed by the County’s Attorney and
has been amended several times by the SWC as well as the County Board. One of the things stated in the Policy is
before any work is done, there has to be an agreement of what the county will put into it. When the work is done,
the invoice has to be submitted to the county for reimbursement. That part has already been done and so
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bringing it back again for additional funds would be a violation of that Policy. Galla said this item is on the agenda
because the County Board looked at it and wanted the opinion of the Solid Waste Council. There is a Policy in
place already. The County Board can waive the Policy. The SWC can make a recommendation to them, but the
County Board makes the final decision. In a board meeting last year, one of the commissioners asked how the
SWC planned to make everything equal. Galla responded to that question by saying she wasn’t going to, and
neither would the Solid Waste Council. It is the County Board’s decision as to how much gets paid out. Every site
has done things differently. The location at the Leelanau School sought private funds along with contributions
from the township and county. The location at the Health Department in Lake Leelanau had some contribution
from the county and then there have been the sites in Solon and in Elmwood. Galla noted some direction from
the SWC needs to be made to the County Board on this request before they take it up again.
Galla discussed a report from Emmet County. The county had a recycling site that was open for 23 years. The
owner demanded $25,000 annually to allow the bins to stay there. For 25 years they have run 10 – 15 drop off
sites and have never paid rent for any of them and they said no to the request. They closed the site and opened a
new one. Galla commented years ago when the county looked at paying rent and/or making site improvements,
this was something a former SWC member said would be a problem. These are supposed to be community sites,
which are a joint effort between the county and the communities to operate. The county provides the bins,
insurance, hauling and contracts. The communities would host a site and take care of some maintenance.
Perkins felt in this specific case the Council should wait until the costs for Solon Township are finalized. Galla
noted comments made by County Commissioner Ansorge, at one of the Board meetings, was that the SWC is
paying 100% of the cost of improvements to Solon Township and that is not what was done to the site in
Elmwood.
Lautner noted each site is not “apples to apples” with another site. Each site is different and each township that
has a site is different. Solon tried for a number of years to find another site in the township away from the river
and swamp. There is nowhere else to go. On top of that Solon had a fair fund balance, but needed to spend the
money on dam remediation and had nothing left to put into a site. It was wonderful what happened in Empire
with their site and the contributions made by the community. We cannot make all sites comparable. Perkins
noted Suttons Bay has their location on an underutilized parking lot and does not need any improvements. It is a
very busy site, second only to the Elmwood site.
Shaw noted the SWC can only make a recommendation to the County Board. He appreciated the time. He noted
he is following up on this issue. He wanted to make sure Elmwood got a fair shake and maybe they have already
received it, maybe there is more to be done.
Perkins suggested tabling the discussion until additional information is obtained from Solon and then a
recommendation from the SWC could be made. Palmer noted we agreed on the arrangement at the time; it is
never going to stop. Whatever we do, every township will want what that amount is. Because of economics and
timing, the next one will be a little more expensive and they will all come back to the table.
Sharp agreed with Palmer. She said she certainly sympathizes with Elmwood Township and understands. She
noted the Council talked extensively about what we have done with other sites, with Elmwood in consideration.
However, she agrees with Palmer, it will be a never ending problem.
It was moved by Lind, seconded by Bevelhymer, to table this discussion until we get more information from
Solon Township.
On a voice vote, the motion carried, 9 – 0.
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Northport – New Site
Perkins discussed the potential plans to build a new Township Hall in Northport. MacDonald noted a lot of things
have to fall into place. Perkins commented it was indicated if they build the hall, they will include a recycling site,
however it is at least 3 years out.
Presently they want to move the current site in order to put in a driving range. McCulloch visits the area
frequently and said he does not know how recycling will interfere with the driving range. It is not encroaching on
anyone and is easily accessed by the recycling haulers. He does not know what the big ‘to do’ is about moving it.
He noted the site has been moved several times in the last five years.
Galla noted they need to move it because they are expanding their trail system. They have gone on record, by
sending a letter stating at the end of the term it needs to move. MacDonald noted they have a committee looking
at sites in the township, there is nothing in the Village. Perkins thought Bramer Hill could be a temporary site.
McCulloch thought Northport Highlands would be a perfect place. Perkins agreed but said they do not want it
there. MacDonald noted Northport has been very accommodating and have not requested funding to move the
sites or make improvements. In fact, they have taken care of costs when the site has moved.
Perkins noted the SWC can make suggestions to the committee, but it is their decision as to where they would like
the site to go. If they build a new municipal building, it would be a good permanent site.
Perkins thought it best to keep apprised of what is going on in Northport.
B. New Bins, New Method of Pick‐up
Bevelhymer noted over the last 6 months, they designed and are prototyping some new bins that are emptied
with a different type of truck. They have been fully implemented in Grand Traverse County. They are smaller,
more user friendly containers. The residents like them and feedback has been positive. He noted a commercial
front loading truck is used to empty them. Bevelhymer noted the new containers accomplish two things: it is
easier and more user friendly for the customer and it cuts down on transportation costs.
Bevelhymer noted we will probably meet the ‘Not to Exceed’ amount on the Leelanau County contract on
February 1st. The volume of recycling has increased tremendously, throughout the region. American Waste would
like to do a prototype in Leelanau County and would propose the site in Elmwood Township. They would be
emptied early/mid‐morning. Currently there are three 30 yard roll‐off containers in Elmwood. They would be
replaced with nine of the smaller containers (10‐yard) in the same location. There would no change in volume
available and would be placed in the same location as the 30 yard bins with not much of a difference in footprint.
Galla pointed out for members that the contract is from July 1 each year to the following June 30. The “Not to
Exceed” amount has been reached prior to the end of the annual contract.
Gale asked if this would be something that could be implemented countywide. Bevelhymer said it would have to
be determined. They would like to start with one busy site like Elmwood and then consider other busy sites like
Suttons Bay and Lake Leelanau.
Bevelhymer described the bins as having a cardboard slot in front and doors on the sides. More materials will fit in
three of the new containers compared with one of the 30 yard roll‐off containers, because of the ability to fill
them. The new containers would be provided at no cost to the county for Elmwood. They would like to start with
one site. They started it in June at the Hughes Drive facility.
Bevelhymer briefly discussed possible scheduled routes for the new bins, mentioning five or six 30 yard bins
would go into one packer truck depending on the materials.
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Perkins thought there would be a transportation savings. Bevelhymer said yes. He mentioned they have exceeded
their contract for the last 3 or 4 years. Perkins asked if Bevelhymer envisioned the new bins, countywide by 2018.
Bevelhymer thought that was a possibility. Currently the new bins can be found in Grand Traverse, Antrim and
Charlevoix.
Palmer asked if the new bins work, would there be a home for the old bins. Bevelhymer stated there is definitely
a home for them. American Waste is converting 50 bins from Antrim and Grand Traverse to 30 yard dumpsters (as
part of their contract they had to purchase the cans).
Palmer asked if the new bins would be easier on the parking lot. Bevelhymer said yes.
Galla commented if American Waste was already switching to the 10 yard bins, why was this not brought up when
Leelanau County was purchasing new containers, which was quite a bit of money? We may have held off on
purchasing new containers had this information been shared. Bevelhymer said they really didn’t get going with it
until August or September and just finishing prototyping at their facility the month before. Perkins asked when
Bevelhymer would be interested in trying out the bins in Elmwood. Bevelhymer noted if the SWC approved it, the
bins could be ordered and installed in a few weeks. Perkins said nothing is really different. It doesn’t really matter
if there are green cans or something else at the sites.
Lautner confirmed with Galla that the county owns all of the 30 yard recycling bins. Bevelhymer thought the issue
of the bins could be worked through and American Waste would be willing to provide the 9 bins for Elmwood.
Perkins thought immediate permission to try out the new bins in Elmwood could be initiated by the SWC.
It was moved by Gale, seconded by Lind to do a trial of the new bins described by Mark Bevelhymer, at the
Cherry Bend site in the Elmwood Twp.
Discussion
Perkins asked why not make it countywide?
Bevelhymer thought Elmwood would be first, followed by Suttons Bay and then Cedar.
Gale asked if the new bins would lower the recycling costs that we have. Bevelhymer said the Not to Exceed
amount in the contract will be hit in January. February through June will not generate an invoice.
McCulloch asked if the motion could be restated to include all of the sites. Palmer asked if bins would be provided
for all of the sites. Galla asked what would be done with all of the bins the county owns. Galla thought
Bevelhymer’s suggestion was to try one site and see what happens. Bevelhymer noted Elmwood, Suttons Bay and
Cedar are prime candidates.
Galla commented on the fact staff will have to field the phone calls of what is going on if notice is not provided
out to the media and the public. Bevelhymer noted the whole county could not be done all at once. Galla
remarked the stickering on these smaller bins may be different as well. Even if all of the same materials are
accepted in the bins, staff will have to field the calls and needs to be prepared.
Lautner asked what bins would be used as a trial. Bevelhymer said bins owned by American Waste. Lautner asked
if on down the road, American Waste buys our bins and new bins would need to be purchased, would it be a
wash. Bevelhymer said potentially it would. Lautner asked with the contract going out for bid in 2018, who else
could potentially bid on the new method of pickup? Bevelhymer said any waste hauler. Palmer noted the bins are
just like a garbage dumpster at a store with slots for recycling on them.
Bevelhymer provided pictures of the new bins. Lautner felt they could potentially help with locating recycling in
smaller locations. Galla stated if this is conducted as a trial it will provide more time to work out the details. A
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press release in the Enterprise would help to get the word out and help to eliminate some of the confusion and
phone calls.
Gale said he would like to have some data as related to wear and tear, fuel, etc. Bevelhymer agreed to provide
feedback.
On a voice vote, the motion carried, 9 – 0.
COMMITTEE REPORTS
A. Education Sub‐committee Report
No report.
B. Solid Waste Advisory Council
Lind noted there were two meetings since the last SWC meeting, one in November and one in December.
Meetings were attended by Benzie and Emmet Counties. Benzie has discussed buying a commercial shredder. He
thought Leelanau County may be interested in leasing it for the Household Hazardous Waste Collections.
Lind mentioned there is an Ag Plastics Recycling Conference in Lansing on February 14th.
Lind discussed a pesticide container recycling drop off in Grand Traverse County. They are starting to collect silage
plastic and irrigation tubing. He noted the DEQ is heavily involved, more information is available on their website
Michigan Recycling Coalition Conference is in East Lansing, May 17 ‐ 19.
COMMUNICATIONS/CORRESPONDENCE
A. DEQ Letter RE: Elmwood Township Request for Proposal/Leelanau County Solid Waste Management
Plan
Shaw noted back in October Elmwood Township sent out an RFP for a single waste hauler. The attorney for
American Waste, Mr. Joseph Quandt, questioned the legality of the RFP based on the Leelanau County Solid
Waste Management Plan. The DEQ’s opinion as well as that of Brian Burke (Recycling Specialist, Office of Waste
Management, DEQ) was that the RFP did not violate anything and they are in support of the township’s attempt
to secure a single waste hauler. Shaw asked for the opinion of the SWC and blessing for the township. His goal is
to save money for the township residents.
Galla noted at the last meeting it was recommended that corporate counsel take a look at this issue to determine
if the SWC should respond or weigh in on it or if the County Board should be involved. The county’s attorney has
the information, but we have not had a chance to talk to him, yet.
Lind asked if it was only for waste pick up. Shaw stated that is correct. It initially included recycling, but was
dropped, due to Mr. Quandt’s opinion that it was against the Solid Waste Management Plan. Shaw stated Burke
did not agree with Quandt’s interpretation. He said the DEQ is supportive of anything that any township would
like to do to increase recycling and there is nothing in the Solid Waste Management Plan against it. Shaw noted
the RFP as it stands is only for trash pickup.
Galla noted Mr. Burke was at the last SWC meeting and expressed that opinion. She noted Vicki Garon from
American Waste was also at the last SWC meeting and had a different opinion than Mr. Burke.
Perkins suggested waiting to hear from corporate council.
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B. Reports from American Waste October & November 2016
The reports were provided at the meeting, it is a requirement under the contract with American Waste.
Bevelhymer noted recycling volume is up in all of the counties. He hears the new bins are ‘cute’ looking all of the
time.
C. 2017 Per Diem/Travel ‐ New sheets are available.
PUBLIC COMMENTS
Matt Biolette from Republic Services introduced himself. He is new to the territory and had been here about a
year and a half. He noted his role in the organization is Municipal Sales Manager. He works with communities,
townships, villages. He thanked the SWC for their time.
Shaw thanked the Council for their time.
STAFF COMMENTS ‐ None
MEMBER COMMENTS
Gale attended the Regional Resource Recovery meeting at Crystal Mountain. It was an introductory meeting.
Additional meetings have been scheduled over the next six months.
CHAIRPERSON’S COMMENTS ‐ None
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved by McCulloch, seconded by Lind, to adjourn the meeting. On a voice vote, the motion carried, 9–0.
The meeting adjourned at 2:12 PM
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Leelanau County Government Center
Leelanau County Solid Waste Council
County website: www.leelanau.cc
8527 E. Government Center Dr.
Suite 108
Suttons Bay MI 49682
Phone: (231) 256-9812 or
Toll Free (866) 256-9711, Ext. 6
Fax: (231) 256-0174

William Perkins
Chairman
Trudy Galla
Planning Director

Kristin Holappa
Senior Planner

Leelanau County
Advanced On-Site R

PRESS RELEASE – FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Elmwood Township Recycling Site to Change to New Bins
Leelanau County and the Solid Waste Council are pleased to announce that the Elmwood Township
Recycling Site on E. Cherry Bend Rd., will soon change to smaller, more convenient recycling bins.
The new containers are red, and they are designed to be more user friendly for residents with ease of
accessibility for the material that the residents drop off. The containers are designed in a more efficient way
which allows the containers to be emptied on a scheduled basis, and also reduces the carbon footprint for the
future.
These smaller, red containers will appear at the Elmwood Township site starting the week of February 13.
Leelanau County households can still recycle the same materials with these red containers, such as: paper,
newspaper, cardboard, plastics, tin/metal, and glass. All materials need to be clean, flattened and placed
inside the containers. The sites are for household recycling ONLY – businesses need to contact local haulers
to arrange for pickup.
Citizens are reminded that materials are NOT to be left on the ground at any site. If containers are full, do
not unload materials – take them to another site or return on a different day. Materials NOT on the list on
the side of the containers are NOT accepted. The use of the recycling containers is limited to households in
Leelanau County. Please keep all recycling sites clean and attractive for the community.
Containers supplied by American Waste.
Thank you.

Issued: Monday, February 6, 2017
By: Trudy Galla, Planning Director
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Address Administration – Brownfield Redevelopment - Census Data
Community Development – GIS Data & Mapping – Growth Management – Housing Program
Land Use Issues – Master Plans – Planning Commission – Recycling – Solid Waste Issues – Zoning
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February 7, 2017

REVENUE & EXPENSE REPORT - CURRENT

12:27 PM

1 of 3

County of Leelanau

Fund 230 Recycling Fund

Period Ending Date: December 31, 2016

Department
Account Number

Report: Rbudsta2.rpt

Month-to-date
Actual

Current
Year-to-date
Actual

Current Year
Total Amended
Budget

0.00

0.00

96,932.00

0.00%

Account Name

Percentage
Spent/Received

Fund 230 Recycling Fund
2016
Fiscal Year
Revenues
000000-401.000
Fund Balance Forward
000000-402.000
Current Taxes - PA69 of 2005

54,048.65

397,057.08

396,600.00

100.12%

000000-402.003
Prior Years Tax Adjustments

0.00

32.50

33.00

98.48%

000000-420.000
Recycling - Delq Personals

0.00

81.27

82.00

99.11%

000000-635.000
Recycle Collections - G. T. Band

0.00

12,000.00

12,000.00

100.00%

Revenues Total

12,000.00
66,048.65

12,000.00
421,170.85

12,000.00
517,647.00

100.00%
81.36%

Expenses
000000-702.000
Overtime

68.64

2,533.96

3,000.00

84.47%

000000-703.000
Salaries

0.00

17.16

25.00

68.64%

000000-704.000
Per Diem

000000-635.001
Recycling Containers - G.T. Band

40.00

960.00

1,000.00

96.00%

000000-706.000
401(a) Pension Plan

0.00

34.79

40.00

86.98%

000000-717.000
Social Security

9.40

291.19

325.00

89.60%

000000-719.000
Retirement

13.00

495.94

512.00

96.86%

000000-727.000
Office/Operating Supplies

0.00

1,947.25

2,100.00

92.73%

000000-727.002
Office/Operating - Electronic

0.00

0.00

150.00

0.00%

000000-728.000
Postage

9.30

478.64

600.00

79.77%

000000-728.002
Postage - Electronic

0.00

0.00

100.00

0.00%

6,200.00

15,500.00

7,900.00

196.20%

0.00

0.00

500.00

0.00%

000000-775.000
Repair and Maintenance
000000-800.000
Attorney Fees
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February 7, 2017

REVENUE & EXPENSE REPORT - CURRENT

12:27 PM

2 of 3

County of Leelanau

Fund 230 Recycling Fund

Period Ending Date: December 31, 2016

Department
Month-to-date
Actual

Current
Year-to-date
Actual

Current Year
Total Amended
Budget

000000-801.000
Contractual Services

34,541.01

281,646.80

342,237.00

82.30%

000000-801.002
Electronic Recycling

0.00

16,488.33

16,500.00

99.93%

000000-801.003
Contract. Services - HHW

0.00

81,121.64

81,200.00

99.90%

000000-801.004
Site Lease/ Maintenance

0.00

7,500.00

8,750.00

85.71%

000000-807.000
Membership Dues and Fees

0.00

0.00

150.00

0.00%

000000-808.000
Subscriptions

0.00

0.00

150.00

0.00%

000000-860.000
Travel

0.00

337.18

350.00

96.34%

Account Number
Account Name

000000-860.001
Taxable Travel

Percentage
Spent/Received

15.12

324.00

375.00

86.40%

000000-900.000
Printing and Publishing

0.00

3,339.43

3,500.00

95.41%

000000-900.002
Print/Publishing - Electronic

0.00

769.82

795.00

96.83%

000000-942.000
Copy Machine Charges (Rental)

5.28

68.37

88.00

77.69%

000000-960.000
Education

0.00

0.00

500.00

0.00%

000000-970.000
Capital Outlay

0.00

31,800.00

31,800.00

100.00%

0.00
40,901.75

15,000.00
460,654.50

15,000.00
517,647.00

100.00%
88.99 %

000000-999.000
Operating Transfers Out
Expenses Total

25,146.90

-39,483.65

0.00

Revenues Total

66,048.65

421,170.85

517,647.00

100.00%
81.36%

Expenses Fund Total

40,901.75

460,654.50

517,647.00

88.99%

Net (Rev/Exp)

25,146.90

-39,483.65

0.00

Beginning/Adjusted Balance
134,560.39

Report: Rbudsta2.rpt

+

YTD Revenues
421,170.85

-

YTD Expenses
460,654.50

=

Current Fund Balance
95,076.74

Grand Total for Revenues

66,048.65

421,170.85

517,647.00

81.36%

Grand Total for Expenses

40,901.75

460,654.50

25,146.90

-39,483.65

517,647.00
0.00

88.99%

Grand Total Net Rev/Exp
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REVENUE & EXPENSE REPORT - CURRENT

12:27 PM

3 of 3

County of Leelanau

Fund 230 Recycling Fund

Period Ending Date: December 31, 2016

Department
Account Number
Account Name

Report: Rbudsta2.rpt

Month-to-date
Actual

Current
Year-to-date
Actual

Current Year
Total Amended
Budget

Percentage
Spent/Received

Parameters:
Operator : TRUDY

Period Ending Date: December 31, 2016

Fund Range: 230 - 230
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February 7, 2017

REVENUE & EXPENSE REPORT - CURRENT

12:31 PM

1 of 2

County of Leelanau

Fund 230 Recycling Fund

Period Ending Date: January 31, 2017

Department
Month-to-date
Actual

Current
Year-to-date
Actual

Current Year
Total Amended
Budget

0.00

0.00

50,000.00

0.00%

80,804.46

80,804.46

418,731.00

19.30%

-108.00

-108.00

0.00

100.00%

Revenues Total

0.00
80,696.46

0.00
80,696.46

12,000.00
480,731.00

0.00%
16.79%

Expenses
000000-702.000
Overtime

57.89

57.89

6,000.00

0.96%

000000-703.000
Salaries

0.00

0.00

208.00

0.00%

000000-704.000
Per Diem

120.00

120.00

1,000.00

12.00%

1.92

1.92

0.00

100.00%

Account Number

Report: Rbudsta2.rpt

Account Name

Percentage
Spent/Received

Fund 230 Recycling Fund
2017
Fiscal Year
Revenues
000000-401.000
Fund Balance Forward
000000-402.000
Current Taxes - PA69 of 2005
000000-402.003
Prior Years Tax Adjustments
000000-635.000
Recycle Collections - G. T. Band

000000-706.000
401(a) Pension Plan
000000-717.000
Social Security

15.00

15.00

559.00

2.68%

000000-719.000
Retirement

0.00

0.00

927.00

0.00%

000000-727.000
Office/Operating Supplies

0.00

0.00

500.00

0.00%

000000-727.002
Office/Operating - Electronic

0.00

0.00

150.00

0.00%

000000-728.000
Postage

0.00

0.00

200.00

0.00%

000000-728.002
Postage - Electronic

0.00

0.00

100.00

0.00%

000000-775.000
Repair and Maintenance

0.00

0.00

18,500.00

0.00%

000000-800.000
Attorney Fees

0.00

0.00

500.00

0.00%

000000-801.000
Contractual Services

0.00

0.00

300,799.00

0.00%

000000-801.002
Electronic Recycling

0.00

0.00

27,000.00

0.00%
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REVENUE & EXPENSE REPORT - CURRENT

12:31 PM

2 of 2

County of Leelanau

Fund 230 Recycling Fund

Period Ending Date: January 31, 2017

Department
Account Number

Month-to-date
Actual

Current
Year-to-date
Actual

Current Year
Total Amended
Budget

0.00

0.00

84,000.00

0.00%

Account Name
000000-801.003
Contract. Services - HHW
000000-801.004
Site Lease/ Maintenance

Percentage
Spent/Received

1,875.00

1,875.00

8,750.00

21.43%

000000-807.000
Membership Dues and Fees

0.00

0.00

150.00

0.00%

000000-808.000
Subscriptions

0.00

0.00

150.00

0.00%

000000-860.000
Travel

0.00

0.00

100.00

0.00%

000000-860.001
Taxable Travel

19.26

19.26

300.00

6.42%

000000-900.000
Printing and Publishing

0.00

0.00

3,000.00

0.00%

000000-900.002
Print/Publishing - Electronic

0.00

0.00

250.00

0.00%

000000-942.000
Copy Machine Charges (Rental)

0.00

0.00

88.00

0.00%

000000-960.000
Education

0.00

0.00

500.00

0.00%

000000-970.000
Capital Outlay

0.00

0.00

12,000.00

0.00%

Expenses Total

0.00
2,089.07

0.00
2,089.07

15,000.00
480,731.00

0.00%
0.43 %

78,607.39

78,607.39

0.00

Revenues Total

80,696.46

80,696.46

480,731.00

100.00%
16.79%

2,089.07

2,089.07

480,731.00

0.43%

78,607.39

78,607.39

0.00

000000-999.000
Operating Transfers Out

Expenses Fund Total
Net (Rev/Exp)
Beginning/Adjusted Balance
95,076.74

Grand Total for Revenues

Report: Rbudsta2.rpt

+

YTD Revenues
80,696.46

80,696.46

-

YTD Expenses
2,089.07

=

Current Fund Balance
173,684.13

80,696.46

480,731.00

16.79%

480,731.00
0.00

0.43%

Grand Total for Expenses

2,089.07

2,089.07

Grand Total Net Rev/Exp

78,607.39

78,607.39
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Parameters:
Operator : TRUDY

Period Ending Date: January 31, 2017

Fund Range: 230 - 230
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Trudy Galla
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Angela Porta <portaa@ewashtenaw.org>
Wednesday, February 01, 2017 5:11 PM
administration@wexfordcounty.org
Washtenaw County Solid Waste Plan Update - Import/Export Quantities
Washtenaw County Solid Waste Capacity Letter.pdf

Greetings County Solid Waste Representative,
You are receiving this correspondence because you are listed as the Designated Planning Agency contact for one or
more counties on the MDEQ solid waste planning website.
Washtenaw County is currently in the process of amending our Solid Waste Management Plan. As such, we want to
notify you that your county has authorized import/export quantities with Washtenaw County that will not undergo any
changes in the new solid waste management plan.
Please read the attached letter and respond with confirmation of having reviewed it.

Sincerely,
Washtenaw County Solid Waste Division
Washtenaw County Solid Waste Homepage

1
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BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS
705 North Zeeb Road

EVAN N. PRATT, P.E.
Public Works Director

P.O. Box 8645
Ann Arbor, MI 48107-8645

MEGHAN BONFIGLIO
Public Works Manager

Phone: (734) 222-6860 Fax: (734) 222-6803
Please be advised that Washtenaw County is preparing to update our solid waste management plan. As
www.ewashtenaw.org/publicworks
part of this process, the County intends to include your county (or counties you represent) in the
import/export authorizations with no changes. Washtenaw County recognizes your county as both a
county which authorizes Washtenaw County waste to be imported to and a county from which waste
can be exported into Washtenaw County.
The table below is provided as a reference for the authorized quantities allowed for export from
Washtenaw County.
If you have any questions regarding this notification or questions about consistency with your plan,
please contact me at krcmarij@ewashtenaw.org or (734) 222-6865.

Current Export Volume Authorization of Solid Waste
Exporting County

Importing County

Authorized Quantity (Annual)

Washtenaw

Jackson

250,000 gate cubic yards

Washtenaw

Kalamazoo

200,000 gate cubic yards

Washtenaw

Lenawee

750,000 gate cubic yards

Washtenaw

Livingston

750,000 gate cubic yards

Washtenaw

Macomb

1,500,000 gate cubic yards

Washtenaw

Monroe

1,500,000 gate cubic yards

Washtenaw

Oakland

2,000,000 gate cubic yards
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Washtenaw

Wayne

2,000,000 gate cubic yards

Washtenaw

Alcona

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Alger

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Allegan

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Alpena

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Antrim

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Arenac

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Baraga

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Barry

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Bay

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Benzie

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Berrien

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Branch

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Calhoun

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Cass

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Charlevoix

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Cheboygan

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Chippewa

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Clare

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Clinton

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Crawford

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Delta

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Dickinson

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Eaton

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Emmet

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Genesee

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Gladwin

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Gogebic

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Grand Traverse

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Gratiot

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Hillsdale

Up to 100%
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Washtenaw

Houghton

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Huron

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Ingham

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Ionia

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Iosco

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Iron

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Isabella

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Kalamazoo

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Kalkaska

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Kent

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Keweenaw

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Lake

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Lapeer

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Leelenau

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Luce

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Mackinac

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Manistee

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Marquette

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Mason

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Mecosta

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Menominee

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Midland

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Missaukee

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Montcalm

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Montmorency

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Muskegon

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Newaygo

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Oceana

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Ogemaw

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Ontonagon

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Osceola

Up to 100%
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Washtenaw

Oscoda

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Otsego

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Ottawa

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Presque Isle

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Roscommon

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Saginaw

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Salinac

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Schoolcraft

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Shiawassee

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

St. Clair

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

St. Joseph

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Tuscola

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Van Buren

Up to 100%

Washtenaw

Wexford

Up to 100%
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